This  is  a  digital  copy  of  a  book  that  was  preserved  for  generations  on  library  shelves  before  it  was  carefully  scanned  by  Google  as  part  of  a  project 
to  make  the  world's  books  discoverable  online. 

It  has  survived  long  enough  for  the  copyright  to  expire  and  the  book  to  enter  the  public  domain.  A  public  domain  book  is  one  that  was  never  subject 
to  copyright  or  whose  legal  copyright  term  has  expired.  Whether  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  may  vary  country  to  country.  Public  domain  books 
are  our  gateways  to  the  past,  representing  a  wealth  of  history,  culture  and  knowledge  that's  often  difficult  to  discover. 

Marks,  notations  and  other  marginalia  present  in  the  original  volume  will  appear  in  this  file  -  a  reminder  of  this  book's  long  journey  from  the 
publisher  to  a  library  and  finally  to  you. 

Usage  guidelines 

Google  is  proud  to  partner  with  libraries  to  digitize  public  domain  materials  and  make  them  widely  accessible.  Public  domain  books  belong  to  the 
public  and  we  are  merely  their  custodians.  Nevertheless,  this  work  is  expensive,  so  in  order  to  keep  providing  this  resource,  we  have  taken  steps  to 
prevent  abuse  by  commercial  parties,  including  placing  technical  restrictions  on  automated  querying. 

We  also  ask  that  you: 

+  Make  non-commercial  use  of  the  files  We  designed  Google  Book  Search  for  use  by  individuals,  and  we  request  that  you  use  these  files  for 
personal,  non-commercial  purposes. 

+  Refrain  from  automated  querying  Do  not  send  automated  queries  of  any  sort  to  Google's  system:  If  you  are  conducting  research  on  machine 
translation,  optical  character  recognition  or  other  areas  where  access  to  a  large  amount  of  text  is  helpful,  please  contact  us.  We  encourage  the 
use  of  public  domain  materials  for  these  purposes  and  may  be  able  to  help. 

+  Maintain  attribution  The  Google  "watermark"  you  see  on  each  file  is  essential  for  informing  people  about  this  project  and  helping  them  find 
additional  materials  through  Google  Book  Search.  Please  do  not  remove  it. 

+  Keep  it  legal  Whatever  your  use,  remember  that  you  are  responsible  for  ensuring  that  what  you  are  doing  is  legal.  Do  not  assume  that  just 
because  we  believe  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  the  United  States,  that  the  work  is  also  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  other 
countries.  Whether  a  book  is  still  in  copyright  varies  from  country  to  country,  and  we  can't  offer  guidance  on  whether  any  specific  use  of 
any  specific  book  is  allowed.  Please  do  not  assume  that  a  book's  appearance  in  Google  Book  Search  means  it  can  be  used  in  any  manner 
anywhere  in  the  world.  Copyright  infringement  liability  can  be  quite  severe. 

About  Google  Book  Search 

Google's  mission  is  to  organize  the  world's  information  and  to  make  it  universally  accessible  and  useful.  Google  Book  Search  helps  readers 
discover  the  world's  books  while  helping  authors  and  publishers  reach  new  audiences.  You  can  search  through  the  full  text  of  this  book  on  the  web 


at|http  :  //books  .  google  .  com/ 


HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 

THIRD    SERIES: 

COMMENCING     WITH     THE     ACCESSION     OF 

WILLIAM   IV. 

53   &  54    VICTORIJE,  1890. 


VOL.    CCCXLII. 

C0MPKJ8ING     THE     PERIOD    FROM 
THE      FIFTH      DAY      OF      MARCH,      1890, 

TO 

THE    TWENTY-SIXTH    DAY     OF    MARCH,     1890. 


Sw0n&  J^clumje  0f  tfeje  Session. 


THE    HANSARD    PUBLISHING    UNION,    LIMITED, 

CATHER117E  STREET,    STRAND,   AND   GREAT  QUEEN   STREET,   W.O., 
PRINTERS,    PUBLISHERS,    AND    PROPRIETORS  OF 

^'HANSARD'S     PARLIAMENTARY    DEBATES," 

UNDER   CONTRACT   WITH    H.M.    GOVERNMENT. 

1890. 


J" 


CU/Hjfc-t-^jZ^ 


101101002  ^  Haiisarys  ^tMt$. 


,  H7.I 


The  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  oontains  all  that  caq  be  collected  of  the  Legislative  History  of  thh 
cotintrj-  from  the  Conquest  to  the  eloBS  of  the  XVII I th  CentniT^  (ISO 3),  36  vols.  The  chief  sources  whence 
these  Debates  are  derived  are  the  ConstitntiiSDal  History,  24  vols* ;  Sir  Simonds  D'Ewes*  Journal :  Debates 
of  the  Ccimmons  in  1620  and  1621 ;  Chandler  and  Timberland's  Deb&tea,  22  vols.;  Grey's  Debates  of  the 
Commons,  from  1667  to  1694,  10  vols.  Almon's  Debates,  24  vols.;  Debrett's  Debates,  63  vols.;  The 
Hardwicke  Papers  ;  Debatea  in  Pftrlisment  by  Dr.  JohnBon,  &c.,  &c. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES  commence  with  the  year  1803,  and  the  contents  are  set  forth  i» 
the  following  Chronological  Table : — 


HISTORY. 

CONQUEST  to  34  GEO.  n. 
1066  to  1760. 

Vol.   1    to  16,  1  Will.   I.  to   34 
Gbo.  II.  1066-1760 

BEIGN  OF  GEORGE  III. 
1760  to  1820. 

Vol.   16  to  36,  1  Gbo.  III.  to  40 
Geo.   III.  1760-1800. 

(FiKST  Pabliambnt.) 

—  36.... 41  Gbo.  III...  1801 

—  36.... 42        —        ..   1802 

(Second  Parll/lmbnt.) 

—  36... .43  Geo.  HI  ,.   1802/3 


DEBATES. 
jFtt0t  Znitfi. 

(Sbcono  Parliambnt — eontint$ed.) 
Vol.  1  to  2 ..  44  Geo.  III.     1803/4 

—  3  ,.6.. 46  —        1806 

—  6  „7..46  —         1806 

Third  Parll^meivt.) 

—  8  to  9.. 47  —        1806/7 
(Fourth  Parliament.) 

—  9toll..48  —        1807/8 

—  12„14..49  —  1809 
— 16  „  17..60  —  1810 

—  18„20..61  -.  1810/11 

—  21„23..62  —  1812 

(FiPTH  Parliament.) 

—  24to26..63  —  1812/13 

—  27„28..64  —  1813/14 

—  29  „  31..66  —  1814/16 

—  62  „  34..66  —  1816 

—  86  „  36..67  —  1817 

—  37  „  38..68  —  1818 

(Sixth  Parliament.) 

—  39to40..69  —        1819 

—  41  —    ..60  —        1819/20 

SbttoxCb  Zttitfi. 

BEIGN  OF  GEORGE  IV. 
1820  to  1830. 

(Seventh  Parliament.} 
Vol.  1  to  3..1  Geo.  IV.     1820 


(Eighth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  16      — ..  7  Geo.  IV.  1826 

—  17     8        —        1827 

—  18tol9..  9        —         1828 

—  20  „  21..10        —        1829 

—  22„26..11        —        1830 


tK^i^ixt  Zttlzfi. 

BEIGN  OF  WILLIAM  IV. 
1830  to  1837. 

(Ninth  Parliament.) 
Vol.    1  to  3..1  Will. IV  1830/1 

(Tenth  Parliament.) 

—  4  to  8. .2        —        1831 

—  9  „  14. .3        —        1832 

(Eleventh  Parliament.) 

—  16  to  20.. 4        —        1833 

—  21  „  26.. 6        —        1834 

(Twelfth  Parliament.) 

—  26  to  30. .6        —        1836 

—  31  „  36.. 7        —        1836 

—  36  „  38.. 8        —        1837 


BEIGN  OF  VICTORIA, 
1837  to 

(Thirteenth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  39  to  44..  1  Victoria  1838 

—  46  „  60.. 2   —    1839 

—  61  „  66.. 3   —    1840 

—  66  „  68.. 4   —(a)  1841 

(Fourteenth  Parliament.) 

-.  69  —  ..  4  —(b)  1841 

—  60  to  66..  6  —  1842 

—  66  „  71..  6  —  1843 

—  72  „  76..  7  —  1844 

—  77  „  82..  8  —  1846 

—  83  „  88..  0  —  1846 

—  89  „  94..  10  —(a)  1847 


(Fifteenth  Parliament.) 


4  ,,  5..2 
b  „  7..3 
8  „  9..4 
10  „  il..5 
12  ^  13..6 
14  „16..7 


—  1821 

—  1822 

—  1823 

—  1824 

—  1826/6 

—  1826 


96  —  ..10 
96tol01..11 
102  ,,107..  12 
108  ,,113..  13 
114,,  118. .14 
119  ,,122..  16 


—  (b)  1847 

—  1848 

—  1849 

—  1860 
1861 

—  (a)  1852 


(Sixteenth  Parliament.) 
Vol.123    —  . .  15  Vict,  (b)  1862 

—  124tol29..16      —         1863 

—  130,,  136..  17      —         1864 

—  136,,  139. .18      —         1855 

—  140,,  143. .19      —         1866 

—  144    —  ..20      —(a)  1857 

(Seventeenth  Parliament) 

—  145tol47..20      —(b)  1867 

—  148,,  151. .21      —         1858 

—  152,,  163. .22      —(a)  1859 


(Eighteenth  Parliament.) 

164tol65. 

.22 

—  (b)  1859 

156, 

,160. 

.23 

—         186G 

161,, 

164. 

.24 

—        1861 

165,, 

168. 

.26 

—        1862 

169,, 

172. 

.26 

—        1863 

173,, 

176. 

.27 

—        1864 

177,, 

180. 

.28 

—         1865 

(Nineteenth  Parliament.) 
-  181tol84..29  —  1866 
-186,,  189. .30  —  1867 
-190,,  193. .31      —         1867/8 

(Twentieth  Parliament.) 


■194 to  198.. 32 
199,,  203.. 33 
204„2ly8..34 
209,,  213.. 35 
214  ,,217. .36 


1868/9 

1870 

1871 

1872 

1873 


(Twenty-fihst  Parliament.) 


. 218to221..37 
222  ,,226.. 38 

■227,,  231.. 39 
232,,  236.. 40 
237  ,,242..  41 
243  ,.249.. 42 
250  251.. 43 


—  1874 

—  1876 

—  1876 

—  1877 

—  1878 

—  1878/^ 

—  (a)  1880 


(Twenty-second  Parliament.) 

—  252to256.  .43      —  (b)  1880 

—  257,,  266. .44 

—  266,,  273.. 46 

—  274,,  276.. 46 

—  276  ,,283.. 46 

—  284  ,,292..  47 

—  293,,  301.. 48 


1881 

—  (a)  1882 

—  (b)  1882 

—  1883 

—  1884 

—  1884/5 

(TwBNTif-THiim  Parliament.) 

—  302  to  307 . .  49      —(a)  1886 

(TwKNTr-FOURTH  PARLIAMENT.) 

—  308  &  309.. 49      -(b)  1886 

—  310to321..50      —        1887 

—  322  to  332..  61      —        1888 

—  333  to  340..  52     —        1889 


137335 


ERRATA. 

Mar,  10.     Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  on  page  453,  take  out  asterisk. 

Mar,  13.     Page  687,  insert  before  adjonrnment  of  House  of  Lords  : — 

LUNACY    (L  ON  SOLID  ATION)    BILLr-(No.  24.) 
House   in  Committee  (according  to  order);    Bill  reported  without 
amendment :  Amendments  made :  Bill  to  be  read  3**  on  Monday 
next ;  and  to  be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  41.) 

Mar,  17,  Mr.  D.  Crawtord,  on  page  1099,  line  3,  omit  in  this  House  ;  line  4,  n/ter 
education,  insert  as  I  hope  we  may  one  day  have  in  the  County 
Council. 

Mar,  25.     Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  on  page  1860,  line  55,  alter  Carr's  to  Grace's. 


HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES. 

IN   THE 

Fifth   Session  of  the    Twenty-Fourth  Parliament  of  the 
United    Kingdom    of     Great    Britain    and    Ireland, 
appointed  to  meet  5  August,    1886,  in  the    Fiftieth 
1^        Year  of  the  Reign  op 

HEE   MAJESTY   QUEEN   VICTOEIA. 


SECOND    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1890. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  Uh  March,  1890. 


QUE^^TIOyS. 

the  special  commission-prints 
of  the  evidence. 

(1.5.)  Mr.  MACNEILL  (Donegal, 
S.)  :  Perhaps  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury can  answer  the  question  I  have 
given  notice  of,  addressed  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  namely :  How 
many  Copies  of  the  Evidence  given  be- 
fore the  Special  Commission,  on  which 
the  Report  of  the  Judges  is  grounded,  have 
been  printed ;  and  why  has  the  type 
from  which  this  Evidence  was  printed 
been  broken  up  1 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  There 
have  been  750  copies  printed,  and  1  am 
informed  the  type  used  in  the  earlier 

VOL-i  CCCXLII.     [thibd  sbmbs.] 


portion  has  been  broken  up  in  conse- 
quence of  an  application  from  the  printer, 
who  represented  the  inconvenience  of  keep- 
ing such  a  large  quantity  of  type  locked  up. 
As  my  right  hon.  Friend  said  yesterday,  if 
the  number  of  copies  printed  should  prove 
insufficient  of  coursa  steps  will  be  taken 
to  reprint  to  meet  further  demands. 
But  this  will  be  attended  with  consider- 
able expense,  and  I  hope,  from  what  I 
can  learn,  that  the  number  printed  will 
be  found  sufficient. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin,  Co.) :  The 
right  hou.  Gentleman  the  First  Ix)rd  said 
yesterday  that  the  type  was  broken  up 
some  time  ago ;  and,  if  that  is  so,  may  I 
ask  why  copies  were  not  delivered  some 
time  ago  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  The  evidence  goes 
over  a  long  period,  the  earlier  portion 
going  back  to  1888,  and  it  is  the  type 
used  in  the  earlier  portion  that  has  been 
re-distributed.  If  pressed,  I  should  say  I 
think  there  was  an  error  of  judgment  in 
this ;  but  still,  as  I  have  said,  I  hope  that 
the  number  of  copies  printed  will  be 
found  sufficient. 
B 
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(1888)  Eeport. 


Mb.  CLANCY :  My  only  object  is  to 
ascertain  if  there  are  suflBoient  copies  or 
not,  and  I  wonld  ask  when  the  printing 
was  completed  1  It  was  only  yesterday  I 
received  my  copy. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  cannot  answer  the 
question  without  notice  ;  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  wishes  I  will  ascertain. 

Mb.  B.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry, 
W.)  :  I  would  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  the  printing  was  not  carried  on 
day  by  day  as  the  Commission  proceeded ; 
and  was  it  the  type  of  the  corrected  or 
the  uncorrected  proofs  the  printer  broke 
up  ?  Also,  I  would  ask,  were  no  stereos 
taken  for  future  use  ? 

Mb.  JACE[S0N  :  I  cannot  answer  as 
to  these  details,  for,  of  course,  the  printing 
was  done  under  the  control  of  the 
Commission,  and  we  had  nothing  to  do 
with  it. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY, 


SPECIAL    COMMISSION    (1888)    EEPORT. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [3rd  March]  to 
Question — 

'^  That,  Parliament  havinfl^  constitafced  a 
Speoial  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  charges 
and  allegations  maie  against  certain  Members 
nf  Parliament  and  other  persons,  and « the 
Beport  of  the  Commissioners  haying  been 
presented  to  Parliament,  this  House  adopts 
the  Beport,  and  thanks  the  Commissioners  for 
their  just  and  impartial  oonduot  in  the  matters 
referred  to  them;  and  orders  that  the  said 
Report  be  entered  on  the  Journals  of  this 
House." — {Mr,  William  Henry  Smith.) 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  first  word  "  House," 
to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  deems  it  to  be  a  duty  to  record  its 
reprobation  of  the  false  charges  of  the  gravest 
and  most  odious  description,  based  on  calumny 
and  on  forgery,  which  have  been  brought 
against  Members  of  this  House,  and  particu- 
larly against  Mr.  Pamell ;  and,  while  declaring 
its  satisfaction  at  the  exposure  of  these 
calumnies,  this  House  expresses  its  regret  for 
the  wrong  inflicted  and  the  suffering  and  loss 
endured,  through  a  protracted  period,  by 
reason  of  these  acts  of  flagrant  iniquity," — 
(Mr.  jr.  K  Oladstone,)-- 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 


(1 .10.)  Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) : 
WTien  the  Grovemmcnt  have  seized  upon 
a  private  Members'  day  the  responsibility- 
rests  with  the  Grovemment  to  make  a 
quorum.  It  would  be  much  more  con- 
venient if  this  Debate  were  carried  on 
upon  ordinary  Government  days,  and  we 
were  allowed  to  proceed  with  the 
important  business  set  down  in  the  Order 
Book  for  to-day.  I  must  say,  having 
regard  to  the  character  of  this  Motion, 
it  would  have  been  well  for  the 
Government  if  they  had  prevented  this 
hour's  delay  that  has  occurred.  Last 
night,  when  by  effluxion  of  time  the 
Debate  was  adjourned,  I  was  observing 
that  Mr.  Soames,  having  ransacked  one 
hemisphere  for  all  the  miserable 
perjured  ruffians  he  could  obtain  to 
support  his  case  went  to  another 
hemisphere,  and  the  telegrams  read  by 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Harrington),  in 
reference  to  Mr.  Soames'  dealings  with 
traitors  and  dynamitards  in  America, 
throw  an  important  light  and  have  an 
important  bearing  upon  the  proceedings 
before  the  Commission.  The  Attorney 
General  seemed  to  be  quite  unaware 
that  these  telegrams  had  been  sent  and 
received,  and  apparently  understood 
nothing  about  them.  Who,  then,  was  the 
counsel  so  frequently  mentioned  in 
those  telegrams  ?  Had  Mr.  Soames  such 
power  over  the  Attorney  General  that 
he  could  use  his  name  in  any  way  he 
thought  proper  1  The  one  counsel  who 
was  alone  responsible  was  the  leader  of 
the  English  Bar,  who  pledged  his 
professional  and  political  reputation  to 
establish  his  case.  I  wish  to  emphasise 
what  I  said  last  night  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment,  and  I  will  mention  it 
again  and  again  in  every  place 
I  speak.  I  put  it  in  the  form  of  a 
question,  and  I  ask  is  this  account  we 
have  had  given  for  the  first  time  the 
explanation  of  Lord  Salisbury's  refusal  to 
accept  as  an  actual  fact  the  forgery,  the 
falsity,  the  fictitious  character  of  the 
letters  attributed  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork?  Was  it  because 
there  was  a  hope  that  by  means  of  these 
American  negotiations,  this  raking  up 
and  buying  of  evidence,  something 
might  be  forthcoming  to  galvanise  into 
life  again  the  charges  in  the  Pigott 
letters  after  Pigott  had  committed 
suicide  ?  Lord  Salisbury,  I  take  it,  was 
waiting  for  some  evidence  by  which  the 
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letters  might  practically  be  substantiated 
by  which  to  slur  over  the  Pigott  affair, 
and  then  Lord  Salisbury  would  be 
received  as  the  prescient  statesman 
whose  knowledge  rightly  gauged  the 
height,  and  depth,  and  breadth  of  the 
iniquity  of  Irish  Members.  That  was 
the  meaning  of  the  non-acceptance  of 
the  disclaimer  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.  It  was  this  statement  of  Lord 
Salisbury  that  led  to  the  celebrated  scene 
in  the  House,  when  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  challenged  anyone  by 
word,  by  look,  or  gesture,  to  insinuate 
that  he  was  the  author  of  those  letters. 
I  will  ask  the  Attorney  General,  when  he 
comes  to  make  his  reply,  when  did  he 
know  of  the  Soames'  cablegrams  to 
Sheridan  and  Kirby  in  America  1  When 
did  he  permit  his  name,  as  responsible 
counsel,  to  be  mixed  up  with  these 
attempts  to  buy  dynamitards  and  in- 
formers in  America  ?  Was  it  the  know- 
ledge or  inkling  of  this  American 
correspondence  that  caused  him  on  the 
floor  of  this  House  to  acknowledge  he 
drew  up  the  so-called  apology  for  the  Times 
when,  during  the  early  days  of  the  pro- 
ceedings before  the  Commission,  Pigott's 
villanies  came  out?  Was  it  with  the 
hope  that  Pigott's  letters  might  be 
galvBnised  into  life  again  that  he  and 
others  tried  to  make  political  capital  out 
of  the  degradation  and  moral  death  of 
colleagues  in  this  House  ?  Lord  Salis- 
bury, I  submit,  must  have  had  know- 
ledge of  this  business  with  Sheridan  and 
Kirby.  Is  it  a  fair  supposition  that  every 
step  in  the  proceedings  by  the  Timss  was 
known  to  the  Cabinet?  I  assert  it  is, 
and  for  this  reason:  If  the  Attorney 
General,  a  lawyer  of  great  experience, 
felt  it  necessary  to  consult  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  also  Lord  Salisbury  in 
reference  to  a  foul  and  abominable 
criminal  case,  surely  he  would  consult 
the  same  functionaries  in  reference  to  a 
case  likewise  of  a  criminal  character, 
involving  the  moral  life  or  death  of 
64  of  his  colleagues  in  this  House  ? 
Surely  Lord  Arthur  Somerset's  character 
is  not  more  precious  to  him  than  the 
character  of  64  Members  of  Parliament. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  con- 
sulted Lord  Salisbury  on  a  matter  of 
much  less  importance.  In  a  criminal 
case  I  should  have  thought  he  would 
have  consulted  the  SoUcitor  General  and 
his  own  legal  colleagues,  but  instead  of 
that  he  confiulted  the  Lord  Chancellor ; 


and  my  belief  is  that  the  Attorney 
General  must  be  in  the  habit  of  con- 
sulting Lord  Salisbury  and  the  Lord 
Chancellor  in  reference  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  as  regards  Irish 
Members.  I  put  to  him  a  distinct  ques- 
tion. Did  he  take  the  same  precautions 
in  reference  to  the  Irish  Members  as  he 
took  to  protect  Lord  Arthur  Somerset's 
character  ?  If  so,  that  throws  a  light  on 
the  proceedings,  for  every  one  of  them 
must  have  been  conned  over  as  a  Cabinet 
matter.  It  is  a  connecting  link  between 
Printing  House  Square  and  Downing 
Street,  and  associates  them  so  that  there 
is  no  distinguishing  the  one  from  the 
other.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man did  not  do  so,  then  he  considers  our 
character  and  reputation  of  less  im- 
portance than  the  character  and  reputa- 
tion of  Lord  Arthur  Somerset.  Or 
perhaps  the  distinction  is  that  ne  consults 
the  Lord  Chancellor  when  it  is  a  question 
of  securing  an  acquittal,  while  he  acts 
upon  his  own  responsibility  when  his 
efforts  are  directed  to  securing  a  convic- 
tion. Sometimes  counsel  who  are  defend- 
ing a  criminal  start  different  theories  in 
the  absence  of  each  other,  and  Members 
of  the  Government  in  their  defence  have 
started  different  theories.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the' 
Treasury  has  called  the  work  of  the 
Commission  "  An  important  judicial  pro- 
ceeding." The  Home  Secretary,  who  I 
might  almost  say  has  a  fsiculty  for 
blurting  out  unfortunate  expressions, 
calls  it  a  "State  inquiry."  Is  it  compar- 
able to  a  trial  as  between  man  and  man, 
or  is  it  a  proceeding  carried  out  by  a  great 
political  Party  in  the  State,  through  the 
form  and  machinery  of  justice,  to  crush 
and  destroy  political  opponents?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  drew  a  very  entertain- 
ing comparison  between  our  actions 
and  the  conduct  of  the  editor 
of  the  TimeSy  between  the  latter  and 
United  Ireland,  It  was  certainly  a 
strange  comparison,  but  we  do  not  foiget 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
was  introduced  to  public  life  by  the 
editor  of  the  Times  as  a  cross  between  a 
Tory  and  a  Fenian.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  invites  us  to  consider  the 
origin  of  the  inquiry  and  traces  it  to  the 
time  when  the  First  Lord  first  offered  a 
Special  Commission.  I  will  go  a  little 
further  back,  and  take  the  origin  of  the 
inquiry  from  the  18th  of  April,  1887. 
B  2 
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That  was  when  the  forged  letter  appeared, 
and  I  very  well  recollect  it,  for  it  was  on 
that  very  evening  that  a  Division  was 
taken  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
CoarcioD  Bill,  It  was  openly  stated  by 
Mr.  Mac  Donald  on  oath  that  the  letter 
was  inserted  at  that  time  in  order  to 
influence  that  Division.  The  rule  which 
now  closes  debate  at  midnight  w:i8  not 
then  in  force,  and  what  occurred  was 
this.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Belfast  got  up  pretty  early  in  the 
evening  and  denounced  the  letter  as  a 
manifest  and  clumsy  forgery.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  rose  close 
upon  the  approach  of  midnight.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  wished  to 
give  the  Timm  a  helping  hand,  for  I  say 
the  Cabinet  and  the  Times  were  hand  in 
hand,  and  he  i*ose  at  the  same  time  bs 
my  hon.  Friend,  and,  though  there  were 
loud  calls  for  my  hon.  Friend,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  availed  liimself  of  the 
position  of  a  Cabinet  Minister  and  refused 
to  give  way.  He  made  an  unusually 
long  speech,  extending  far  over  mid- 
night. I  do  not  analyse  his  motives, 
but  the  effect  wag  that  the  repudia- 
tion of  the  letter  by  my  hon.  Friend  in 
all  its  scope  and  fulness  cx:juld  not  get 
into  the  next  morning^s  papers.  So  we 
see  the  Times  and  the  Treasury  Bench 
acting  perhaps  in  unconsciotis  harmony, 
but  at  the  same  time  working  together. 
Then  came  the  celebrated  meeting  on  the 
eve  of  the  Special  Commission  between 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  nnd  Mr. 
Walter,  as  old  friends,  with  a  young 
associate,  Mr.  Buckle,  editor  of  the  Times, 
and  immediately  after  tin's  meeting,  the 
incidents  of  which  were  elicited  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  after  a  most 
tremendous  cross-examination  across  the 
floor  of  this  House,  then  came  the  Special 
Commis.sion.  Now,  I  am  speaking  within 
the  hearing  of  many  who  have  had  con- 
siderable Parliamentary  experience,  and 
I  am  stating  a  fact  when  I  say  that  in 
the  appointment  of  Commissions  for  the 
elucidation  of  truth  in  regard  to  any 
matter  it  is  the  invariable  practice  for 
the  leaders  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  to  meet  Cabinet  Minister  from 
the  Treasury  Bench  in  order  to  come  to 
an  agreement  in  a  friendly  way  as  to  the 
names  of  the  Commission  ei*s.  So  much 
has  this  been  the  rule  thnt  1  remember 
a  case— X  do  not  care  to  mention  the 
name,  that  of  a  most  upright  and 
honourable  gentleman,  against  whom  not 


the  slightest  imputotion  of  unfairness  or 
want  of  good  faith  haB  ever  been  ihade, 
but  I  am  willing  to  put  the   name  on 
paper — I   remember   a   case    in    which 
a     Commission     being      appointed      it| 
was    intended     by     the      Government' 
of     the     right     hon.     Gentleman     the 
Member  for   Mid    Lothian    to    include 
a  certain  Irish  Judge.     But  the  Govern- 
ment were  given  to  understand  that  the 
Tory   minority  would  vote    against    his 
nomination,    and  sooner  than    have  aui 
angry  conflict,  in  which  the  character  of  ^ 
a  Judge  would  be   concerned  and    the 
composition    of    a   judicial   Commission 
brought   into   question,  this   name   was 
eliminated   and   a   name  satisfactory  to 
both   parties  substituted.     But  how  did 
this  present  Government  act  in  regard 
to  this  Special  Commission  ?     They  gave 
us  the  names   of   three   Commissioners 
with   the  choice  to  take  them  or  leave 
them.  In  vain  were  various  suggestionsJ 
and    tentative    proposals    made   for   anl 
amicable  agreement  in   reference  to  the! 
Judgea.     No;    the  Judges  were  selected  1 
by  the   Government  with,  probably,  the 
advice    and    concurrence    of  the    Lord. 
Chancellor  and  the  Attorney  General,  or! 
two    of    the      prosecuting    counseL       I* 
recollect  nothing  like  this  in  aU  English 
histoiy.     We    are    familiar    with    juryj 
packing  in  Ireland,  and  we  know  it  is  a^ 
custom    to    pack    public     meetings    in 
England.     In  c»ur  meetings   in  Ireland 
we  address  audiences  anywhere  in  the  J 
highways    and    byeways,    in    hall    andl 
market,  but  I  know  a  ticket  precnntiouj 
is  considered  necessary  here.     Perhaps  it 
is  an  easy  transition   from  jury  packing 
find  packed  meetings  to  the  packing  of  al 
Special  Commission.     Now,  I  do  not  feel 
unkindly  towards  the  Gummissioners,  I' 
do  not  say  one   word  with  the   view  of 
impugning     the     high     character    and 
honour    of  the    three    Judges  selected, 
but  having  the  whole  Judicial   Bench  ol 
England  as   a  jury  panel,  you  selected  J 
tliree     who,     from     their     ante  cedents  J 
would  liave  a  bias  against  Irish  Memberaij 
and  you  gave  us  no  choice.     First,  tb 
President,  a  very    high-minded  Judge,  1 
Sir  James  Hannen,  earlier  in  his  career — 
it   was  his  misfortune    more    than    his 
fault — was    prosecuting     counsel    in    a 
celebrated  trial  known  as  the  Manchesteri 
Martyrs'  cafle.     It  was  during  the  Fei 
times  of   1867.     An  attack  was  madel 
upon  a  police  van  at  Manchester,   and| 
murder  followed.     The  lock  of  the  vau 
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was  forced  by  a  shot,  and  the  policeman 
inside,  Serjeant  Brett,  was  killed.  Un- 
doubtedly, though  the  assailants  did  not 
intend  to  take  life,  they  were  legally 
guilty  of  murder.  Four  of  them  were 
found  guilty,  and  three  were  hanged. 
Against  the  fourth  man  there  was  not  a 
shadow  or  tittle  of  evidence  to  justify  his 
ssntence,  and  he  was  saved  by  a  strong 
petition  to  the  Crown  from  fche  reporters 
who  followed  the  case  in  Court,  and 
showed  there  was  really  no  evidence 
against  him.  Out  of  this  case  arose 
great  popular  conmiotion  and  excitement. 
This  was  Sir  James  Hannen's  first  con- 
nection with  Irish  troubles.  As  regards 
Mr.  Justice  Smith,  I  will  only  say  he  is 
an  Irish  landlord  who  happens  to  have 
had  his  rents  reduced  by  the  judicial  action 
of  the  Land  Commission.  He  was  selected 
as  Judge  in  reference  to  a  question  in 
which  the  action  of  Irish  Members  in 
relation  to  landlordism  and  the 
English  garrison  in  Ireland,  came  up  for 
consideration.  Mr.  Justice  Day  was 
selected  because  he  had  been  on  the 
Commission  of  Inquiry  into  the  Belfast 
riots,  a  question  on  which  fierce  Party 
feelings  were  aroused,  and  he  would 
have  been  something  more  or  less  than 
human  if  he  had  not  a  strong  inclination 
and  bias  one  way  or  the  other — as  you 
supposed,  in  favour  of  landlordism.  In 
this  Commission  Report  you  see,  although 
the  Commissioners  have  done  their  best 
to  be  foir  between  man  and  man,  you  see 
distinctly  the  inclination  of  these  Judges. 
First,  let  us  look  at  what  they  say  in 
reference  to  the  destruction  of  documents. 
The  wholesale,  wilful,  and  premeditated 
destruction  of  documents  by  Mr.  Houston 
is  not  commented  upon,  but  there  is 
another  case  of  loss  of  documents  in 
which  the  Land  League  was  concerned. 
These  documents  were  scattered  when 
the  League  was  suppressed,  were 
searched  for  and  not  found,  and  the 
Commisssoners  are  extremely  angry  at 
their  non-existence.  But  they  let  ofE 
Mr.  Houston  of  the  Times^  though  he 
absolutely  stated  that  he  destroyed 
documents,  when  a  subpoena  was  served 
upon  him  to  produce  documents  that 
were  ear-marked  at  the  time.  Observe, 
also,  the  manner  in  which  the  Report  deals 
withsimilar  matters  as  they  affect  the  Irish 
Members,  and  as  they  affect  the  Times, 
The  Commissioners  expend  the  violence 
of  their  wrath  on  certain  articles  published 
in   United  Irelwnd  and   the   Irishman^ 
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but  when  the  pith  of  this  foul  con- 
spiracy against  us  is  touched  upon,  the 
Commissioners  give  a  bare  recital  of  the 
letters  with  the  opinion  that  they  are 
forgeries  as  if  they  were  merely  drawing 
up  a  dry  legal  document.  Now,  I  object 
very  strongly  to  the  Resolution  the  First 
Lord  has  submitted  because,  I  think,  it ' 
casts  a  slur  upon  the  English  Bench.  It 
is,  I  think,  a  wrong  thing  to  congratulate 
English  Judges  on  their  fairness  and 
impartiality.  It  is  assumed  Judges  are 
fair  and  impartial,  or  they  would  not 
occupy  their  position.  It  is  simply  little 
less  than  an  insult  to  compliment  them 
for  impartiality.  The  parties  have 
changed  places,  for  we  are  the  prosecu- 
tors now.  But  how  are  we  to  judge 
when  we  have  not  had  the. evidence 
placed  before  us?  You  say,  adopt  the 
Report.  I  wonder  who  in  the  Cabinet 
started  that  word.  I  am  perfectly 
certain  there  was  an  amusing  conversa- 
tion over  the  word  "adopt."  One 
would  say  "  Why  not  accept  it.  If  we 
accept  we  shall  have  to  act  upon  it,  but 
adopt  binds  us  to  nothing."  To  adopt 
the  Report  means  not  to  act  upon  it. 
Serious  charges  are  levelled  at  the  Irish 
Members,  charges  of  intimidation  and 
boycotting,  why  don't  you  act?  Why 
don't  you  expel  us,  and  retire  from 
Parliament  yourselves,  and  contest  some 
of  the  Irish  constituencies  with  men  you 
have  expelled  ?  Why  meet  us  on  a  social 
equality  if  you  believe  we  are  criminals  ? 
No ;  this  is  only  done  for  the  elections, 
and  it  has  not  succeeded  very  well  up 
to  this.  The  Solicitor  General  is 
not,  unfortunately,  present.  He  is 
a  person  playing  for  his  own 
hand  all  through  these  proceedings. 
He  refused  to  hold  a  brief  for  the  Times, 
but  at  Doncaster  he  said — 

"The  Tories  would  take  care  that  the 
results  and  the  deoisioDs  of  the  Commission 
were  accepted  in  their  fulness.*' 

It  was  not  "adopted,"  but  "  accepted  in 
their  fulness."  The  people  of  the  coun- 
try are  convinced — if  they  are  not,  it  will 
only  require  a  few  more  letters  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham, 
and  a  few  more  speeches  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone,  to  convince 
them — that  this  Commission  has  been, 
from  first  to  last,  a  mere  attempt  to  gal- 
vanise personal  hostility  against  a  politi- 
cal Party.  You  speak  of  the  indemnity 
clause — you  can't  prosecute  us  because 
of  the  indemnity  clause.  But  the  indem- 
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nity  clause  was  forced  in  the  House  by 
the   Government,   and  violently,  indig- 
nantly, and  strenuously  resisted  by  the 
Irish  Members,  who  said  they  would  not 
take  any  advantage  of  it.     The  clause 
was  forced  in  the  House  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  interest  of  the   Times  and 
Mr.  Soames.     But  it  is   evident  that  no 
indemnity  clause  can  affect  this  House 
dealing  with  its  own  Members,  for  if  we 
were   indemnified  ten  times  over   you 
could  expel  us,  and  say  we  are  unworthy 
of  seats  in  Parliament.     The  Home  Sec- 
retary   and    the    First     Lord     of     the 
Treasury  have  said  they  are   rejoiced  at 
our  acquittal  from  all  personal  charges. 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for   West  Birmingham  rejoiced,  for  he 
has  said  the  Tim^es  showed  public  spirit 
in  bringing  these  charges  ?     Is  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Rossendale  rejoiced, 
for  he  has  said  the  weight  of  the  evidence 
lay    with    the    Times    as    against    us? 
Whether  our  opponents  rejoice  at  our  ac- 
quittal or  not,  they  utilised  the  military  and 
police  fprces  of  the  Queen,  both  in  this 
country  and  Ireland,  to  bring  about  our 
conviction.     Pigott,   as   long  as  he  was 
useful  to  the  Government,  was  guarded 
and  kept  out  of  harm's  way.     He  was 
kept  in  the  custody  of  two   sergeants  of 
the    Royal   Irish   Constabulary  until  it 
was  thought  his  escape  would  be  useful 
to  the  Government.     Under  whose  com- 
mand  were   the    two    Irish    policemen 
protecting  Pigott  ?     Under  the  command 
of  Shannon,  of  the  Time's.      Shannon    of 
the   Times  was  a  solicitor's  clerk,  who 
was  given  the  run  of  the  English  prisons 
by  the  Home  Secretary,  and  of  the  Irish 
prisons  by  the   Chief    Secretary.       He 
was  brother  of  the   man   in   charge    of 
Pigott,     and      was     Colonel      Turner's 
private   secretary,  and  was  for    months 
employed   in    Dublin    Castle   tabulating 
evidence  to  show   Irish  Members'  com- 
plicity with  crime.      Why   was  Pigott 
allowed    to    escape  ?      Why    was    Lord 
Arthur    Somerset    allowed    to    escape? 
Because  their  escapes   were   useful   for 
political  purposes.     N'ow,  the  prisons  of 
England  were  open  to  the  Times*  agents. 
We  find  you  were  willing  to  release  two 
•  of  the  wretched  and  delwised  Invincibles 
if  they  would  only    throw   degradation 
and   dishonour  on   the   Irish   Members. 
We  fiad  that  witnesses  swore  that  they 
were  coached  in  their  evidence  by  mem- 
bers of  the  Constabulary.    Indeed,  I  take 
the  libarty  to  say  that  in  this  Commission 
J/r.  MacNeill 


Irish  methods  have  been  introduced  into 
English    administration    to    a    measure 
unknown  in  this  century.     I  find  that 
two    Irish     Resident    Magistrates — Mr. 
Plunket  and  Mr.  Stack — who  were  not 
examined,  were  close  upon  three  months 
in    London.       Why    were    they    here? 
Simply  to  instruct  the  Attorney  General 
and  the  Cabinet.      We  find  Mr.  Soames 
applying  to  the  Government  officials  for 
information,  as  if  the  Attorney  General 
was  not  every  day  of  his  life  in  constant 
league  and  association  with  these  Govern- 
ment officials.     In  order  that  everything 
should    appear  straightforward,     formal 
application   was   made    for    information. 
The  Chief  Secretary  is  seldom  at  a  loss 
for  an  answer,  but  he  has  no  reply  to  the 
question  how  it  came   to  pass  that   an 
Irish  constable  was  authorised  to  visit,  on 
behalf  of  the  Tim£S,  prisoners  in  English 
gaols.       The    Home    Secretary    caused 
some  merriment  by  saying  that  the  con- 
stable went  as  the  representative  of  Mr, 
Soames.     How  could  an  Irish  constable 
become  the  representative  of  Mr.  Soames? 
Could  he  have  done  so  in  any  ordinary 
civil  traiisaction  between  man  and  man  ? 
Of  course    not..    It    was  because    the 
Government  were   the   prosecutors  and 
we  the  respondents  that  all  the  forces  of 
the  Crown  were  used  against  us.     Upon 
one  day  there  was  no  one  ready  to  give 
evidence  before  the  Commissioners.    But 
I  find  that  on   that   day   there  were  in 
England  no  fewer  than  eight  members  of 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  in  uniform, 
10  in   plain  clothes,  besides  five  district 
inspectors,  and  four  members  of  the  Dublin 
police.    At  this  time  three  district  inspec- 
tors, including  Shannon,  were  in  Dublin 
Castle    tabulating    statistics    of    crime. 
What  was  done  fvhen  we  endeavoured  to 
tabulate  statistics  of  crime  ?     Five  or  six 
young  men  in  Kerry  went   about   from 
house  to   house  endeavouring  to   show 
from  the  evidence  of  the  people  that  the 
Irish  Members  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
outrages  in  Kerry.     They  were  hunted 
by    the    police,   their  documents    were 
taken     from     them,     and      they     only 
got      their      papers     back      after     six 
weeks'   fighting   in  this  House.      Now, 
what   was  the  course  adopted  by  Irish 
Members  ?  The  Commission  was  granted 
to     enable     Members    to     clear     their 
characters;   but  what  happened  in  the 
case   of  two   Members?      Mr.    Edward 
Harrington,  one   of  the    Members    for 
Kerry,  knew  that  there  were  emissaries 
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of  the  Times  in  Kerry,  and  he  warned 
the  people  bhrough  his  paper,  the  Kerry 
Sentinel,  not  to  receive  those  emissaries, 
or  give  them  any  conntenance.  For  16 
months  there  had  not  been  a  Press 
prosecution  in  Ireland,  but  no  sooner 
did  these  paragraphs  appear  than  the  hon. 
Member  was  charged  with  reportiDg 
meetings  of  suppi*essed  branches  of  the 
League,  and  sentenced  by  Mr.  Cecil 
Roche  to  six  months'  imprisonment  with 
hard  labour.  Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  in  his 
paper.  United  Ireland^  said  something 
disparaging  of  the  Attorney  General. 
That,  no  doubt,  was  contempt  of  Court ; 
but  the  Judges,  having  regard  to  all  the 
circumstances,  did  not  inflict  any  punish- 
ment. That  occurred  about  the  early  part 
of  November,  but  the  Grovernment  felt 
they  must  show  Mr.  O'Brien  he  must 
not  speak  disrespectfully  of  the  Attorney 
General.  Accordingly,  for  a  speech  he 
made  in  the  previous  September  they 
sentenced  the  hon.  Member  to  three 
months'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour. 
Now,  I  desire  to  be  told  how  it  came  to 
pass  that  the  Times'  agents  were  able  to 
enter  English  prisons  and  visit  prisoners 
without  the  prisoners'  own  request,  and, 
what  is  more  remarkable,  without  the 
presence  of  a  warder?  Malley  and 
Mullet,  two  Invincibles,  are  prepared  to 
swear  that  these  inj&tmous  agents  offered 
them  freedom  if  they  would  only  testify 
against  the  Irish  Members.  Could  any- 
thing be  more  reprehensible  than  that  a 
man  should  enter  a  prison  cell  and  offer 
the  prisoner  his  liberty  if  only  he  would 
bear  false  witness  against  his  neighbour  ? 
The  great  Pigott  was  allowed  to  see 
Daly,  the  dynamitard,  in  prison.  He 
got  permission  on  the  20th  of  November, 
but  early  in  October  the  Attorney 
General  knew  what  Pigott's  cliaracter 
was.  Why  was  Pigott  allowed  to  see 
Daly  ?  Was  it  to  concoct  a  perjured  tale 
against  the  Irish  Members  ?  Shannon,  the 
miscreant  of  the  Tim^s,  was  allowed  to  see 
Delaney,  another  Invincible,  in  the  Mary- 
borough Prison.  Shannon  represented 
himself  as  a  Crown  official,  and  adminis" 
tered  to  Delaney  an  illegal  oath.  I  have 
here  a  letter  written  by  Delaney,  on  tho 
5th  of  November,  1889,  to  a  Crown  official 
whose  name  we  have  not  given  yet.  In 
that  letter  Delaney  asks  for  the  fulfil- 
ment of  the  promises  as  to  his  release, 
showing  that  he  bad  been  got  at  by 
others  besides  Shannon.  The  Commis* 
sion  having  commenced  its  sittings  on 


October  .22nd,  and  it  being  necessary 
to  economise  as  far  as  possible,  and  drag 
on  the  evidence  in  order  to  keep  Pigott 
away,  the  circular  dated  November,  1888, 
which  was  read  in  the  House  on  the  12th 
April,  1889,  was  issued  by  the  Irish 
Government,  asking  the  police  to  col- 
lect evidence  to  be  used  in  the  Timss  case. 
Well,  this  circumstance,  together  with 
the  other  facts  I  have  narrated,  shows 
clearly  that  between  the  Government 
and  the  Times  there  was  a  close  and 
intimate  connection,  and  that,  as  the 
Government  would  te  prepared  to  take 
advantage  of  the  Commission  if  it  suc- 
ceeded, we  Irish  Members  are  only 
acting  fairly  by  ourselves,  and  by  the 
Government,  in  seeking  to  drive  home 
the  advantage  we  have  gained  by  the 
failure  of  what  we  regard  as  one  of  the 
grossest  conspiracies  ever  entered  into 
for  the  purpose  of  driving  men  from 
public  life  and  discrediting  the  cause  of 
a  people.  One  of  the  miserable  charges 
hurled  against  us  was  that  seven  of  oar 
Party,  in  the  year  1879,  were  determined 
if  they  could  to  bring  about  a  separation 
between  England  and  Ireland ;  and 
another  wretched  charge  was  that  we 
had  been  guilty  of  intimidation.  Well, 
times  have  greatly  changed  since  1879  ; 
but  I  suppose  none  of  the  seven  Gen- 
tlemen who  have  been  found  guilty 
of  the  first  of  these  charges  will  do 
anything  but  glory  in  it.  Under 
the  circumstances  of  that  day,  they 
were  justified  in  seeking  separation, 
but  I  would  remind  the  House  that  tho 
Irishmen  who  were  the  most  ardent 
enemies  of  England  at  that  time  have 
become  her  warmest  friends,  thanks  to 
the  conciliatory  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
They  delight  in  England  and  in  English 
audiences.  These  quondam  traitors  going 
amongst  the  English  people  are  received 
with  an  enthusiasm  which  would  not  be 
exhibited  towards  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  ;  and  even  amongst  the  classes 
there  is  a  reaction  setting  in  against  the 
bitter  persecution  to  which  Ireland  and  its 
representatives  have  been,  and  still  are, 
subjected  by  the  Government  and  the 
Times.  They  are  fair-minded  people.  They 
do  not  like  to  see  men  hunted  down,  and, 
above  all,  they  do  not  like  to  see  men 
hunted  down  by  a  mean,  mercenary, 
metallic  tyranny.  They  cannot  shut 
their  eyes  to  the  fact  that  the  persecu- 
tion to  which  the  Irish  Members  have 
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been  subjected  has  been  a  source  of 
profit  not  only  to  hirelings,  but  to  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  themselves — 
even  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
W.  H.  Smith  &  Son  must  have  made 
thousands  and  thousands  of  pounds  by 
the  sale  of  the  terrible  libels  published 
against  us  by  the  Times,  Will  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  make  restitu- 
tion for  all  the  libels  which  have  been 
circulated  by  his  firm  ?  As  to  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  (Mr.  Lees)  yesterday  in  the 
course  of  his  recantation,  namely,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  had  said  that  the  Act  of 
Union  'was  the  chief  cause  of  all  the 
desire  for  the  separation  of  England  and 
Ireland,  whether  or  not  that  was  a 
correct  representation  of  the  views  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  there  was 
not  the  slightest  historic  doubt  that 
there  was  no  desire  for  separation  in 
Ireland  until  1795  when  the  Union 
policy  was  initiated  and  WolfE  Tone,  who 
was  in  America  and  had  always  wished 
for  separation,  delighted  at  the  policy  of 
England,  came  over  to  Ireland  saying 
that  in  the  Act  of  Union  he  had  received 
his  credentials  for  action.  I  remember, 
from  my  reading  of  history,  that  on  one 
occasion  no  fewer  than  16  gentlemen 
spoke  in  a  debate  all  against  the  Union, 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  hava  the 
effect  of  promoting  separation  betwoen 
the  two  countries.  The  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  on  Monday,  pointed  out  that 
the  Union  had  baen  brought  about  by 
massacre,  forca,  fraud,  and  treachery,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gantleman  never  said  a 
truer  thing  than  when  he  declared  that 
Mr.  Pitt  had  brought  about  the  rebellion 
in  1798.  The  Government  of  the  day 
instigated  and  promoted  the  rebellion 
in  order  to  carry  the  Union.  No  fewer 
than  three  leading  military  commanders 
resigned  their  post  because  they  were 
honourable  soldiers  and  would  not  be 
parties  to  goading  the  people  into  rebel- 
lion. Lord  Clonmell  refused  to  attend 
the  Irish  Privy  Council  any  longer  for 
the  same  reason.  Of  the  42  Chief 
Secretaries  we  have  had  in  Ireland,  Lord 
Castlereagh  was  the  first — and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Man- 
chester (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  is  the  last  of 
that  order — and  what  did  he  do  ?  Why 
through  an  informer  he,  for  18  months, 
knew  every  step  taken  by  the  people, 
every  method  adopted,  every  word 
spoken,  but  he  allowed  the  rebellion  to 
Mr,  MacNeUl 


grow  until  such  time   as  he   could  steep 
the  country  in  bloodshed,  and  a  Unionist 
historian  has  told  us  that  his  policy  cost 
70,000  lives.     So  much  for  the  massacre. 
Now  as  to  bribery.     I  do  not  think  the 
success  of  the  present  Irish  landlords — 
one  of  whom  has  obtained  a  quarter  of 
a  million  from  the   public   purse  under 
Lord  Ashbourne's  Act — can  be  contras- 
ted with   that   of  the    gentlemen   who 
were  bribed   in   the   Irish   Parliament. 
Three   millions   were   spent  in   bribing 
164   of  tlie  300  Members   of  the   Irish 
Parliament,  exclusive  of  the  £1,260,000 
paid   for  the    purchase    of    nomination 
boroughs.     A  perfect  cloud  of  peerages 
was  created  both  for  Ireland  and  the  Uni- 
ted Kingdom.    So  grave  in  fact  was  this 
scandal  that  Mr.  Lecky  has  declared  that 
the  Irish  Peerage  is  a  record  of  acts  not 
of  honour  but  of  shame.     The    Act  of 
Union  was  supported  by  164  Irish  repre- 
sentatives and  opposed  by  120,  and  of  the 
164  there   were  only   three   who   went 
away  without  a   gross  metallic  bribe  in 
their  pockets.     Moreover,   in  the    Irish 
Parliament,  out  of  300  Members  there 
were  116  place-men,  whilst  out  of  the558 
Members  in  England  there  were  only  52 
place-men.  Ami  wrong,  therefore,  in  say- 
ing that  the  Act  of  Union  was  obtained  by 
bribery,   coarse,  vile,  metallic?     Should 
we,   I   ask,    be     men   making    a   right 
use     of     the    hearts    and    brains    God 
has    given    us   if,    remembering  these 
things,      we      did     not    endeavour     to 
bring  about   a   reaction?      Then,   as   to 
force,  the  men  of   10  Militia  regiments 
who    were    Protestants,    and   who   had 
helped  to  put   down   the    rebellion,  re- 
ceived bounties  of  from  j£6  to  j£8,  to  go 
to  England  and  abroad,  and  they  had  no 
sooner  gone  than  their  places  were  filled 
by  Englishmen.     The  Government  would 
not  trust  to  Irish  Orangemen  to  destroy 
the  legislative  independence  of  their  own 
country.    Then,  it  is  needless  to  point  out 
how  fraud  was   practised  in  procuring 
the  Act  of  Union.     Many  Irish  Members 
were  induced  to  accept  the  oflBce  corres- 
ponding to  the  Chiltem  Hundreds  in  this 
House,  and  their  places  were  filled  by 
nominees  of    the  Government — oflBcers 
of  the  army  and  navy,  and  others,  some 
of  whom  were  never  in  the  country  at 
all.     And  a  fraud  was  perpetrated  upon 
U5,  when  we  were  promised  equal  rights 
with  England.      Have   we    had    equal 
rights?     You  have  given  us  88  Coer- 
cion Acts,  and  your  oppression  has  cul- 
minated in  the  terrible  charges  inquired 
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into  by  the  Special  Commission,  the 
object  being  to  destroy  our  reputation, 
and,  if  possible,  sacrifice  our  lives.  AVe 
are  charged  with  having  been  guiliy  of 
intimidation.  Well,  I  have  no  doubt  that 
intimidation  was  practised,  and  would 
to  God  it  had  been  practised  in  the 
40's,  particularly  in  1846.  The  late  Mr. 
Forster,  when  a  young  man,  saw  some 
of  the  scenes  of  misery  which  took  place 
in  Ireland  at  that  time.  It  is  related 
of  him  that  on  one  occasion  he  went 
into  a  cottage,  having  first  been  obliged 
to  burst  open  the  door,  and  found  a 
starving  peasant  lying  on  the  floor,  his 
&ther  leaning  over  him  and  chafing  his 
hands.  Mr.  Forster  went 'to  the  fire, 
made  the  kettle  boil  and  prepared  a  cup 
of  tea  for  the  starving  creature,  who,  on 
opening  his  eyes,  said  "  I  thought,  Sir, 
you  were  the  Angel  Gabriel  come  down 
to  assist  me."  Such  scenes  as  that.  Sir, 
would  have  been  general  all  over  Ireland 
of  recent  years  if  we  had  not  resisted 
the  injustice  and  tyranny  to  which  our 
countrymen  have  been  subjected  by  in- 
timidation. In  1848  a  million  of  our 
people  died  from  starvation,  although  the 
country  contained  food  enough  to  feed 
three  times  the  population  of  the 
country  ;  but  that  would  not  have  been 
the  case  had  we  known  the  value  of 
intimidation.  We  know  it  now,  and 
since  1879,!  by  its  means,  have  saved 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  our  people  from 
starvation,  and  have  brought  comfort  to 
the  comfortless.  For  this  we  are  called 
criminals.  We  glory  in  being  so  con- 
sidered and  in  beingf  accused  of  making 
attacks  on  the  so-called  English  garrison. 
As  to  your  Report,  take  it.  We  care 
nothing  for  it;  the  certificate  we  want,  and 
the  certificate  we  are  receiving,  comes 
from  the  English  people  outside  this 
House,  whom  you  no  longer  represent. 
The  positions  are  now  reversed.  It  is 
you  who  are  now  the  accused  and  we 
who  are  the  accusers.  The  hon.  Member 
who  made  his  recantation  speech  yesterday 
showed  us  what  is  the  feeling  of  the 
English  public,  when  he  said,  "  If  I  were 
only  to  go  into  the  Lobby  with  you  I 
should  be  considered  a  great  hero."  So 
he  would — in  the  best  sense  of  the  term, 
for  he  would  have  been  a  hero  in  his  own 
heart  and  conscience.  He  said  he  did 
not  know  how  he  would  be  considered 
now,  but  if  I  had  to  draw  his  political 
character  I  should  liken  him  to  the 
yoang  man  referred  to  by  Dante  who 


made  the  great  refusal.  There  are  many 
Conservatives  who  will  go  into  the  Lobby 
in  support  of  the  Motion  of  the  leader  of 
the  House,  knowing  full  well  that  they  are 
inflicting  a  wound  on  their  fellow  Mem- 
bers, and  that  it  would  be  more  honour- 
able to  sacrifice  Party  than  to  vote  with 
it.  They  will  carry  their  Motion  by 
their  mechanical  majority,  but  we  tell 
them  that  their  decision  will  be  reversed, 
and  that  very  soon.  Motions  carried  in 
this  House  have  been  reversed  centuries 
afterwards,  but  we  are  not  going  to 
remain  centuries  under  this  stigma.  It 
will  be  reversed  even  before  Home  Rule 
is  carried.    (2.20.) 

*(2.40.)  Mr.  a.  W.  JARVIS  (Lynn 
Regis) :  I  think  the  House  will  admit 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
must  sorely  have  taxed  the  ingenuity  of 
himself  and  his  Colleagues  who  were 
responsible  for  drafting  its  terms.  I 
sympathise  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House 
for  the  dilemma  in  which  they  were 
placed  by  the  Report  of  the  Commission, 
but  I  cannot  congratulate  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Colleagues  upon  the 
result  of  their  deliberations,  which,  we 
are  led  to  believe,  were  not  only 
numerous,  but  protracted.  The  Amend- 
ment, to  my  mind,  begs  the  whole 
question  of  the  Report.  The  Resolution 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  asks 
the  House  to  adopt  the  Report  and  to 
thank  the  Judges  for  their  just  and  im- 
partial conduct.  The  Amendment  vir- 
tually refuses  to  adopt  the  Report  and 
ignores  the  greater  part  of  it.  We  are 
led  to  believe,  therefore,  that  although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  able 
and  eloquent  speech  which  he  delivered 
at  the  commencement  of  this  debate, 
said  he  was  bound  to  admit  the  impar- 
tiality of  the  Report,  there  is  some  doubt 
in  his  mind  as  to  the  justness  of  the 
decision  arrived  at  by  the  Commissioners, 
and,  although  he  would  ask  the  House 
to  consider  it  a  matter  open  to  some 
doubt,  whether  the  verdict  is  just  or  not, 
right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site would  lead  the  country  to  believe 
that  the  verdict  was  a  triumphant  ac- 
quittal of  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way. I  consider  that  proposition  an 
absurd  one.  and  I  believe  no  one  recog- 
nises the  absurdity  of  the  suggestion 
in  his  heart  of  hearts  more  than  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  himself.    We 
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are  told  from  the  platforms  on  which 
hon  Gentlemen  speak,  and  in  the  Press, 
that  Members  below  the  Gangway  have 
been  triumphantly,  acquitted  of  every 
charge  brought  against  them  by  the 
Times  newspaper,  and  yet  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  throughout  the  whole 
course  of  his  speech  described  the 
Resolution  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  as  a  Vote  of  Censure  upon 
Members  below  the  Grangway.  One 
would  have  thought  that  if  the  real 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  followers  is  that  this  Report  of 
the  Commission  is  a  triumphant  acquittal, 
they  would  have  been  only  too  glad  to 
have  seen  such  a  verdict  entered  upon 
the  Journals  of  the  House.  Possibly,  on 
second  thoughts,  Gentlemen  opposite  are 
gradually  and  unwillingly  realising  that 
the  acquittal  is  not  quite  so  triumphant 
as  they  would  in  the  first  instance  have 
led  the  country  to  believe,  or  why 
should  they  ignore  the  judgment  of  a 
fair  and  impartial  tribunal  upon  points 
equally  if  not  more  important  than 
those  upon  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  expresses  his  approval? 
And  why  should  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  publish  statements  in 
the  paper  for  which  he  is  responsible — 
United  Ireland — which  only  deals  with 
those  findings  of  the  Commissioners 
which  either  have  not  been  established 
or  which  may  t\oi  hi^ve  been  proved  ?  A 
very  different  thing  fo  being  disproved. 
Is  it  because  they  are  unable  to  trust  the 
people  of  this  country  to  form  a  fair  and 
impartial  j'udgment  upon  their  own  con- 
sideration of  the  case,  or  is  it  that  they 
would  impugn  the  justice  and  im- 
partiality of  the  English  Bench  and  cast 
a  slur  upon  the  three  Judges  who  have 
conducted  this  inquiry,  and  who  on  the 
first  appearance  of  their  Report  the 
journal  which  represents  the  opinions  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  described  as 
high-minded,  independent  Judges  sitting 
in  the  enjoyment  of  universal  esteem  ? 
I  am  inclined  to  think  that  it 
is  for  the  first  reason.  They  are 
aware  that  unless  a  different  complexion 
is  put  upon  the  case  than  that  laid  down 
in  the  terms  of  the  Report,  their  cause 
will  be  shattered  in  the  country  when  the 
real  means  by  which  it  is  fostered  and 
promoted  are  shown  to  the  people  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  But,  whatever  may 
be  the  reason  for  this  course,  the  right 
3fr,  A.  W.  Jarvis 


hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  cannot 
select  points  from  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  to  suit  his  own  fancy  and 
for  his  own  political  purposes,  and  ignore 
other  points  which  show  that  some  of  his 
former  opponents  and  present  allies 
below  the  Gangway  have  been  members 
of  either  treasonable  or  criminal  con- 
spiracies. The  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
in  the  course  of  his  speech,  admitted  that 
there  were  a  certain  number  of  hon. 
Members  who  sat  below  the  Gangway, 
who,  on  former  occasions,  had  expressed 
ideas  favourable  to  the  separation  of  Ire- 
land from  England,  but  he  said  that  that 
idea  among  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland 
is  now  dead.  I  observed  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  that  statement 
it  was  not  greeted  with  the  cheers  below 
the  Gangway  which  he  might  naturaUy 
have  expected.  What  were  the  argu- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
moving  his  Amendment?  They  were 
chiefly  two.  He  said  that  these  charges 
were  matters  of  ancient  history,  and  that 
what  happened  at  all  to  support  them, 
happened  in  the  years  lb80,  1881, 
and  1882,  in  times  of  great  distress  in 
Ireland.  And  he  went  on  to  argue  that 
the  agitation  in  1879,  1880,  and  1881 
had  been  productive  of  great  good, 
because  it  had  induced  him  to  bring  to 
the  consideration  of  Parliament  the  Lemd 
Act  of  1881.  With  all  due  deference  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  con- 
sider that  that  is  a  very  dangerous 
doctrine  for  a  statesman  to  teach. 
If  we  may  continue  the  argu- 
ment, it  follows  that  it  may 
be  considered  by  hon.  Gentlemen  legal 
for  agitators  to  stir  up  sedition  and  to 
incite  to  intimidation  which  may  produce 
crime,  with  full  knowledge  of  the  effect 
which  that  intimidation  produces,  in 
order  to  force  their  views  upon  the  con- 
sideration of  Parliament.  In  1880  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that  the 
Clerkenwell  outrage  and  the  murder  of 
Sergeant  Brett,  for  which  Allen,  Larkin, 
and  O'Brien  were  condemned  to  death 
and  executed,  brought  the  Irish  Question 
within  the  range  of  practical  politics, 
and  caused  him  to  introduce  the  Land 
Act  of  1870.  In  1890  he  tells  us  that 
the  Land  League  agitation,  and  the 
crime  which  naturally  followed  from 
that  agitation  induced  him  to  bring  for- 
ward the  Act  of  1881,  and  possiUy  in 
1896  he   will  tell  us  that  it  was  the 
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policy  of  fear  and  the  dynamite  outrages 
which  took  place  in  this  city  which 
brought  about  his  sudden  conversion 
to  Home  Rule.  He  quoted  a  speech 
from  Lord  Baaconsfield,  delivered  in  this 
House  in  1844,  in  which  he  said  it  was 
the  duty  of  Parliament  to  correct  evil 
features  without  revolution,  but  the  doc- 
trine of  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
seems  to  me  to  be  that  it  may  be  lawful, 
under  certain  conditions,  to  stir  up  revolu- 
tion, in  order  to  induce  Parliament  to 
consider  claims  which  any  party  may 
wish  to  bring  forward.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton yesterday  preached  the  same 
sort  of  doctrine.  He  told  us  that  it  was 
to  a  great  extent  the  effect  of  Bristol 
being  in  flames,  and  of  the  outrages  in 
Birmingham  in  1832  which  carried  the 
Reform  Act  of  that  year.  All  I  can 
say  is  that  I  consider  that  a  very 
dangerous  doctrine  for  statesmen  of 
the  position  of  the  Members  for  Mid 
Lothian  and  Wolverhampton  to  preach. 
Nor  do  I  consider  that  the  historical 
parallel  of  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  was  a  very  happy  one. 
He  described  two  classes  of  Roman 
Catholics  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Eliza- 
beth— one  a  large  and  loyal  class,  and 
the  other  a  smaller  class,  chiefly  in- 
fluenced by  ecclesiastical  emissaries  from 
abroad,  who  were  constantly  plotting 
against  the  Queen's  life  ;  and  he  said  it 
was  not  the  doty  of  the  large  and  loyal 
class  to  interfere  with  what  was  being 
done  by  the  smaller  and  disloyal  class. 
I  presume  he  intended  to  compare  the 
National  League  with  the  larger  and 
loyal  class,  and  the  Clan-na-Gael  with 
the  smaller  and  disloyal  class.  But  he 
did  not  tell  us  whether  his  historical 
researches  had  led  him  to  discover 
if  any  member  of  the  larger  and  loyal 
class  had  ever  taken  a  treasonable  oath 
against  Queen  Elizabeth,  such  as  many 
members  of  the  class  to  which  he  com- 
pared it  took  when  they  joined  the  Irish 
Republican  Brotherhood.  In  a  debate 
of  this  sort  it  is  necessary  to  examine 
the  whole  Report,  and  not  to  deal  with 
isolated  passages  from  it.  It  is  absurd 
to  emphasise  a  small  part  of  the  Report 
to  suit  the  political  exigencies  of  one 
political  Party  or  the  other.  But  I  am 
confident.that  everyone  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  as  well  as  on  the  other,  possesses 
a  feeling  of  satisfaction  that  some  of  the 
charges  most   severe  and  damaging  in 


their  character  have  not  been  estab- 
lished against  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway.  Nine  charges  were  brought 
against  them,  and  every  Member  who 
has  spoken  in  the  debate  seems  to  have 
his  own  version  of  what  was  charged,  and 
also  of  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners. 
But  there  is  no  getting  away  from  the 
text  of  the  Report,  and  T  maintain  that 
it  is  absolutely  proved  against  seven 
Members  of  this  House  that  they, 
with  Mr.  Davitt,  established  and  founded 
the  Land  League  with  one  object,  and 
one  object  alone,  and  that  was  to 
promote  the  absolute  independence  of 
Ireland,  to  make  her  a  separate  nation, 
free  from  the  control  of  this  country. 
And  although  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  is  not  included  in  that  list  of 
seven  persons,  I  myself  consider  that  he 
sailed  very  near  the  wind  when  he 
talked  at  Cincinnati,  in  February,  1880, 
of  it  being  their  object  to  continue  the 
agitation,  whether  in  America  or  in 
Ireland,  until  the  last  link  was  destroyed 
which  kept  Ireland  bound  to  England. 
We  have  heard  in  recent  years  a  great 
deal  about  the  golden  link  of  the  Crown, 
but  I  am  quite  certain  that  the  impres- 
sion left  by  that  speech  upon  those  who 
listened  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  and  I  happened  to  be  in 
Cincinnati  myself  that  night,  was  this, 
that  having  put  his  hand  to  the 
plough  he  would  not  look  back  till  even 
that  golden  link  had  been  severed.  In 
another  speech,  delivered  by  the  hon. 
Member  in  the  City  of  Cork  in  January 
1885,  he  said:— 

"  We  cannot  under  the  British  Constitution 
ask  for  more  than  the  restitution  of  Graitan's 
Parliament,  but  no  man  has  the  right  to  fix  the 
boundary  to  the  march  of  a  nation.  [Great 
chetrs."]  No  man  has  a  right  to  say  to  his 
country,  'thus  far  shalt  thou  go,  and  no  further,' 
and  we  have  never  attempted  to  fix  ne  plut  ultra 
to  the  progress  of  Ireland's  Nationhood,  and  we 
never  shall!" 

That  speech  could  have  left  but  one 
impression  upon  those  who  listened 
to  it,  and  that  was  that  if  the  National 
League  and  those  associated  with  it 
desired  that  their  policy  should  be  the 
absolute  separation  of  Ireland  from 
England,  he  for  one  was  not  going 
to  refuse  to  lead  the  van.  I  con- 
sider it  also  proved  up  to  the  hilt  by 
this  Report  that  42  Members  of  this 
House,  including  the  Member  for  Cork, 
have  been  members  of  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy,  and  carrying  out  their  objects 
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by  a  system  of  cruel  coercion  and  intimi- 
dation.    We  have  heard  a  great  deal  in 
recent  years  abont  coercion  in  Ireland. 
The  hon.   Gentleman  who  has  just   sat 
down    described     the     Government    of 
Ireland    as   at  present  administered  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  in  Ireland  as  a  "  mean, 
mercenary,  metallic,"  tyranny,  and  Gen- 
tlemen be  low  the  Gangway  are*  continnally 
talking  of  the  Government  of  Ireland  as 
a   system  of    tyrannical   coercion.     We 
aro   used    to    that.       But    very    often 
we  find  those   hon.    Gentlemen   saying 
in   the   next   breath   that    coercion    in 
Ireland      is      futile     and     useless.       I 
have  often  wondered  when  I  have  heard 
the  Member  for  North-East  Cork  describe 
the  system  as  futile  and  useless,  and  of 
no  moment  to  him  and  his  Colleagues, 
why   they  make  such  a  fuss   about  it, 
and  why  they    go   whining   about   the 
country  complaining  of  the  restrictions 
put  upon  them  under  the  administration 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?    We  have 
often    maintained    on    this    side  of  the 
House  that  the  present  system   is   one 
that    will     prevent     coercion,     and    I 
think     the     finding     of    the   Commis- 
sioners   on   this  point  proves  us  to  be 
absolutely  in  the  right.     There  are  two 
coercions    in  Ireland — one  that  of  the 
Chief    Secretary,    which  is  a    coercion 
to    protect    the    loyal,    and   to    enforce 
the  law,  and  the  other  the  coercion  of 
the    National     League,    the    object    of 
which  is    to    bring    about  disobedience 
to      the      law,      and      to      create      a 
reign    of      terror      in      the      country, 
such    as    we  have    never    experienced, 
hon.  Gentlemen    may    take    exception 
to    that    statement,    but    I    would  ask 
whether  it  is  or  is  not  a  reign  of  terror 
when  people  are  prevented  from  carrying 
out    those    contracts   which  they  have 
voluntarily  entered  into,   when  in  con- 
sequence of  the  system  of  coercion  carried 
on  by  the  National  League,   people  arc 
not  allowed  to  buy  from  or  to  sell  to 
whom  they  please,  when  businesses  are 
destroyed  and  men  are  prevented  from 
carrying  on  their  lawful  occupations  in 
life  ;  and  also  when  they  may  even  have  to 
answer  for  their  loyalty  with  their  lives. 
Well,   Sir,    hon.    Gentlemen   have  been 
acquitted  of  the  charge  which  the  Times 
newspaper  made,  that   when    they  de- 
nounced crime  they  were  not  sincere  in 
their  denunciation.      I  am  very  glad  that 
they  are  acquitted  from  such  a  terrible 
charge.      We    upon    this    side    of   the 
Mr,  A,  W,  Jarvis 


House  never   made    any    such    charge 
against  them ;    we  have  only  said  that 
hon.  Gentlemen    below    the    Gangway 
did  not  denounce  intimidation,  although 
they  did  not   actually    incite    to  crime 
in   so    many    words,    and  it    has   been 
proved   that  they  incited  to  intimidation 
which  intimidation  produced  crime,   and 
tliat    they     persisted     in     the     system 
with    a    full    knowledge    of   its  effects. 
It  comes  to  this,  that  although  they  are 
not  actually  engaged  in  pulling  the  chest- 
nuts out  of  the  fire  they  were  adopting 
the  more  cowardly  practice  of  inciting  and 
abetting  those  who  were  thus  occupied. 
It  has  been  pioved  that  hon.  Members 
of  this    House    defended    persons  who 
were  charged  with  crime.     It  has   been 
proved  that  they  compensated  persons 
who  were  injured  in  the  commission  of 
crime,  and|that  they  supported  the  families 
of  those  who  were  convicted  or  injured, 
but   it  has  not  been  proved   that  they 
subscribed  to  testimonials  or  assisted  by 
money  incriminated   persons    to  escape 
justice.     I  do  not  mean  when  I  say  that 
it  has  not  been  proved  that  it  has  been 
disproved ;  that  is  a  very  different  thing. 
All  we  can  say  is  that  the  Commission- 
ers were  not  very  clear  on  that  subject, 
because     the    books    of     the     National 
League  had  been  withheld.     Now,  why 
were  those  books  withheld  if  it  was  pos- 
sible    for     them     to     disprove      those 
charges?     If     it     had     been     in     the 
power  of    hon.    Gentlemen    opposite    to 
disprove   those  charges,   why   did  they 
not  produce  those  accounts,  and  if  they 
failed  to  do  so,  surely  the  country  will 
draw   the   natural  inference   that  their 
production  would  scarcely  be  favourable 
to  the  cause  of   hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway.     It  has  also  been  proved 
that  hon.  Members  opposite  abstained  from 
condemning  the  action  of  the  physical 
force  party  in  America  in  order  to  obtain 
the  assistance  of  that  party.     Crime  and 
outrage   we   all   know  to   be  the   very 
life-blood  of  the  Clan-na-Gael  conspiracy, 
and  if  the  National  League  accepted  the 
assistance    of    that  conspiracy   without 
condemning   the  means  by   which  that 
murderous   association  was   maintained, 
they  must  have  been  accessory  to  the 
crimes  committed  by  members   of   the 
Clan-na-Gbel.      You  may  just  as   w^ell 
argue  that   if   a  man  is  supported  by 
funds  which  he  knows  have  been  obtained 
by  burglary,   although  he  himself  has 
not  actually  committed  the  offence,  he  is 
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not  equally  guilty,  of  theft.  But  it 
has  been  proved  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  did  not  know,  or  rather  it  is  not 
proved  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
did  know,  the  manner  in  which  the 
Clan-na-Gael  was  collecting  the  funds 
which  were  sent  over  for  the  support  of 
the  National  League.  I  have  always 
regarded  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  as 
a  very  shrewd  and  astute  individual, 
and  I  should  have  supposed  that  ignor- 
ance of  the  means  by  which  his  Party 
was  supported,  and  of  the  way  in  which 
that  ABsociation  was  maintained,  would 
have  been  the  last  thing  I  should  have 
attributed  to  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
have  always  considered  the  hon.  Member 
to  be  more  moderate  in  his  views  than 
many  of  those  who  sit  around  him,  but, 
like  many  others  who  have  set  a  stone  roll- 
ing downhill,  he  has  found  himself  abso- 
lutely unable  to  control  either  its  direction 
or  its  velocity.  We  have  not  forgotten  the 
Chicago  Convention  of  1886.  We  must 
not  forget  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  and  the  National  League 
were  represented  at  that  Convention  by 
the  Members  for  North-East  Cork,  North 
Wexford,  and  West  Mayo.  If  we  look 
at  the  company  kept  by  those  Gentlemen 
on  that  occasion,  I  think  we  must  im- 
bibe a  very  shrewd  notion  that  they 
must  have  known  or  must  have  un- 
derstood the  manner  in  which  the 
Clan-na-Gael  Association  collected  their 
funds.  We  are  told  that  the  "night 
before  the  Convention  there  was  a  meet- 
ing between  Messrs.  Davitt,  O'Brien, 
Redmond,  Egan,  Sullivan,  and  Ford." 
Well,  I  say  that  if  those  gentlemen  re- 
presented the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork,  and  he  and  the  National  League 
kept  such  company,  they  must  have  had 
a  shrewd  notion  of  where  the  funds  to 
carry  on  that  organisation  were  obtained. 
K  it  were  not  so,  why  were  they  afraid 
to  produce  the  books ;  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  was  a  party  to  the 
non-production  of  those  books  he  cannot 
be  surprised  if  an  impression  is  left  in 
the  minds  of  the  people  of  this  country 
which  is  hardly  fovourable  to  him.  We 
have  been  told  by  hon.  Members  opposite 
that  the  Irish  Members  have  been 
guilty  of  jwlitical  crimes,  but  not 
of  actual  crime.  Well,  Sir,  I  consider 
that  that  is  ajgreat  admission  on  the  part 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  that, 
morally  speaking,  it  denotes  a  distinction 
without  very  much  difEerence.     It  means 


that  the  dupes  of  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  have  committed  crimes; 
whereas  the  hon.  Gentlemen  themselves, 
who  have  preached  intimidation  with  a 
full  knowledge  of  the  efEect  which  that 
intimidation  would  produce,  may  take 
shelter  behind  the  actual  commission  of  the 
ofEence.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and  other 
Gentlemen  opposite,  have  contended  that 
all  this  is  ancient  history,  and  that  the 
Nationalist  Members  from  Ireland  have 
now  turned  over  a  new  leaf  and  become 
reformed  characters.  But  is  it  such 
very  ancient  history  ?  I  have  already  ex- 
plained, and  hon.  Members  know  perfectly 
well,  what  took  place  at  the  Chicago 
Convention  in  1886;  and  if  you  refer 
to  the  evidence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  as  taken  before  the  Commission 
you  will  find  that  although  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  have  tried  to 
explain  that  what  was  done  was  produced 
by  the  action  of  secret  societies,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  said  distinctly  that 
secret  societies  had  ceased  to  exist  in 
1881.  Therefore,  1  maintain  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  correct  in  that 
assertion  the  secret  societies  which  have 
produced  the  ofEences  of  which  we  have 
heard  must  have  been  formed  since  the 
year  1881.  Now,  with  regard  to  this 
evidence,  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was 
certainly  placed  in  a  very  awkward  predica- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  comes 
to  this  House  in  January,  1 881,  and  asserts 
thatsecret  societies  did  not  exist  in  Ireland 
at  that  time;  but  he  afterwards  gives 
evidence  before  the  Commission,  and 
says  that  the  statement  he  then  made  in 
this  House  was  made  with  the  distinct 
intention  of  misleading  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  that,  in  point  of  fact,  it 
was  absolutely  false.  The  Commissioners, 
after  duly  considering  the  evidence  for 
and  against,  say  distinctly  they  are  in- 
clined to  believe  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  was  perfectly  correct  in  January, 
1881,  when  he  said  that  secret  societies 
did  not  then  exist  in  Ireland ;  and  the 
House  will  see  the  natural  conclusion 
which  we  draw  from  the  finding  of  the 
Commissioners,  namely,  that  they  are 
not  able  to  believe  the  word  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  when  he  swore  he 
had  come  down  to  the  House  with  the 
intention  stated.  Never  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
make  a  truer  statement  than  when 
he    said    in    this    House     that    crime 
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by  a  system  of  cruel  coercion  and  intimi- 
dation.    We  have  heard  a  great  deal  in 
recent  years  about  coercion  in  Ireland. 
The  hon.   Gentleman  who  has  just   sat 
down    described     the     Government    of 
Ireland    as   at  present  administered  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  in  Ireland  as  a  "  mean, 
mercenary,  metallic,"  tyranny,  and  Gen- 
tlemen be  low  the  Gangway  are  continually 
talking  of  the  Government  of  Ireland  as 
a   system  of    tyrannical   coercion.     We 
are   used    to    that.       But    very    often 
we  find  those   hon.    Gentlemen   saying 
in   the    next   breath    that    coercion    in 
Ireland      is      futile     and     useless.       I 
have  often  wondered  when  I  have  heard 
the  Member  for  North-East  Cork  describe 
the  system  as  futile  and  useless,  and  of 
no  moment  to  him  and  his  Colleagues, 
why   they  make  such  a  fuss   about  it, 
and  why  they    go   whining   about   the 
country  complaining  of  the  restrictions 
put  upon  them  under  the  administration 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?    We  have 
often    maintained    on    this    side  of  the 
House  that  the  present  system   is   one 
that    will     prevent     coercion,     and    I 
think     the     finding     of    the   Commis- 
sioners   on   this  point  proves  us  to  be 
absolutely  in  the  right.     There  are  two 
coercions    in  Ireland — one  that  of  the 
Chief    Secretary,    which  is  a    coercion 
to    protect    the    loyal,    and   to    enforce 
the  law,  and  the  other  the  coercion  of 
the    National     League,    the    object    of 
which  is    to    bring    about  disobedience 
to      the      law,      and      to      create      a 
reign    of     terror      in      the      country, 
such    as    we  have    never    experienced, 
hon.   Gentlemen    may    take    exception 
to    that    statement,    but    I    would  ask 
whether  it  is  or  is  not  a  reign  of  terror 
when  people  are  prevented  from  carrying 
out    those    contracts   which   they   have 
voluntarily  entered  into,   when  in  con- 
sequence of  the  system  of  coercion  carried 
on  by  the  National  League,   people  are 
not  allowed  to  buy  from  or  to  sell  to 
whom  they  please,  when  businesses  are 
destroyed  and  men  are  prevented   from 
carrying  on  their  lawful  occupations  in 
life  ;  and  also  when  they  may  even  have  to 
answer  for  their  loyalty  with  their  lives. 
Well,   Sir,   hon.    Gentlemen   have  been 
acquitted  of  the  charge  which  the  Times 
newspaper  made,  that   when    they  de- 
nounced crime  they  were  not  sincere  in 
their  denunciation.      I  am  very  glad  that 
they  are  acquitted  from  such  a  terrible 
charge.      We    upon    this    side    of   the 
Mr,  A,  W,  Jarvis 


House  never   made    any    such    charge 
against  them;    we  have  only  said   that 
hon.  Gentlemen    below    the    Gangway 
did  not  denounce  intimidation,  although 
they  did  not   actually    incite    to  crime 
in   so    many    words,    and  it    has   been 
proved   that  they  incited  to  intimidation 
which  intimidation  produced  crime,   and 
tliat    they     persisted     in     the     system 
with    a    full    knowledge    of  its  effects. 
It  comes  to  this,  that  although  they  are 
not  actually  engaged  in  pulling  the  chest- 
nuts out  of  the  fire  they  were  adopting 
the  more  cowardly  practice  of  inciting  and 
abetting  those  who  were  thus  occupied. 
It  has  been  pioved  that  hon.  Members 
of  this    House    defended    persons   who 
were  charged  with  crime.     It  has   been 
proved   that  they  compensated  persons 
who  were  injured  in  the  commission  of 
crime,  andthat  they  supported  the  families 
of  those  who  were  convicted  or  injured, 
but   it  has  not  been  proved   that  they 
subscribed  to  testimonials  or  assisted  by 
money  incriminated   persons    to  escape 
justice.     I  do  not  mean  when  I  say  that 
it  has  not  been  proved  that  it  has  been 
disproved ;  that  is  a  very  different  thing. 
All  we  can  say  is  that  the  Commission- 
ers were  not  very  clear  on  that  subject, 
because     the    books    of     the    National 
League  had  been  withheld.     Now,  why 
were  those  books  withheld  if  it  was  pos- 
sible    for     them     to     disprove     those 
charges?     If     it     had     been     in     the 
power  of    hon.    Gentlemen    opposite    to 
disprove   those  charges,    why   did  they 
not  produce  those  accounts,  and  if  they 
failed  to  do  so,  surely  the  country  will 
draw   the   natural  inference   that  their 
production  would  scarcely  be  favourable 
to  the  cause  of   hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway.     It  has  also  been  proved 
that  hon.  Members  opposite  abstained  from 
condenming  the  action  of  the  physical 
force  party  in  America  in  order  to  obtain 
the  assistance  of  that  party.     Crime  and 
outrage   we   all   know   to   be  the   very 
life-blood  of  the  Clan-na-G^ael  conspiracy, 
and  if  the  National  League  accepted  the 
assistance    of    that  conspiracy   without 
condemning   the  means  by   which  that 
murderous  association  was   maintained, 
they  must  have  been  accessory  to  the 
crimes  committed  by  members   of   the 
Clan-na-Gael.      You  may  just  as   well 
argue  that  if   a  man  is  supported   by 
funds  which  he  knows  have  been  obtained 
by  burglary,   although  he  himself  has 
not  actually  committed  the  offence,  he  is 
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not  equally  guilty,  of  theft.  But  it 
has  been  proved  tliat  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  did  not  know,  or  rather  it  is  not 
proved  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
did  know,  the  manner  in  which  the 
Clan-na-Gael  was  collecting  the  funds 
which  were  sent  over  for  the  support  of 
the  National  League.  I  have  always 
regarded  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  as 
a  very  shrewd  and  astute  individual, 
and  I  should  have  supposed  that  ignor- 
ance of  the  means  by  which  his  Party 
was  supported,  and  of  the  way  in  which 
that  Association  was  maintained,  would 
have  been  the  last  thing  I  should  have 
attributed  to  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
have  always  considered  the  hon.  Member 
to  be  more  moderate  in  his  views  than 
many  of  those  who  sit  around  him,  but, 
like  many  others  who  have  set  a  stone  roll- 
ing downhill,  he  has  found  himself  abso- 
lutely unable  to  control  either  its  direction 
or  its  velocity.  We  have  not  forgotten  the 
Chicago  Convention  of  1886.  We  must 
not  forget  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  and  the  National  League 
were  represented  at  that  Convention  by 
the  Members  for  North-East  Cork,  North 
Wexford,  and  West  Mayo.  If  we  look 
at  the  company  kept  by  those  Gentlemen 
on  that  occasion,  I  think  we  must  im- 
bibe a  very  shrewd  notion  that  they 
must  have  known  or  must  have  un- 
derstood the  manner  in  which  the 
Clan-na-Gael  Association  collected  their 
funds.  We  are  told  that  the  "night 
before  the  Convention  there  was  a  meet- 
ing between  Messrs.  Davitt,  O'Brien, 
Redmond,  Egan,  Sullivan,  and  Ford.** 
Well,  I  say  that  if  those  gentlemen  re- 
presented the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork,  and  he  and  the  National  League 
kept  such  company,  they  must  have  had 
a  shrewd  notion  of  where  the  funds  to 
carry  on  that  organisation  were  obtained. 
K  it  were  not  so,  why  were  they  afraid 
to  produce  the  books ;  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  was  a  party  to  the 
non-production  of  those  books  he  cannot 
be  surprised  if  an  impression  is  left  in 
the  minds  of  the  people  of  this  country 
which  is  hardly  fovourable  to  him.  We 
have  been  told  by  hon.  Members  opposite 
that  the  Irish  Members  have  been 
guilty  of  jwlitical  crimes,  but  not 
of  actual  crime.  Well,  Sir,  I  consider 
that  that  is  a^great  admission  on  the  part 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  that, 
morally  speaking,  it  denotes  a  distinction 
without  very  much  difEerence.     It  means 


that  the  dupes  of  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  have  committed  crimes; 
whereas  the  hon.  Gentlemen  themselves, 
who  have  preached  intimidation  with  a 
full  knowledge  of  the  effect  which  that 
intimidation  would  produce,  may  take 
shelter  behind  the  actual  commission  of  the 
offence.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and  other 
Gentlemen  opposite,  have  contended  that 
all  this  is  ancient  history,  and  that  the 
Nationalist  Members  from  Ireland  have 
now  turned  over  a  new  leaf  and  become 
reformed  characters.  But  is  it  such 
very  ancient  history  ?  I  have  already  ex- 
plained, and  hon.  Membersknowperfectly 
well,  what  took  place  at  the  Chicago 
Convention  in  1886;  and  if  you  refer 
to  the  evidence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  as  taken  before  the  Commission 
you  will  find  that  although  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  have  tried  to 
explain  that  what  was  done  was  produced 
by  the  action  of  secret  societies,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  said  distinctly  that 
secret  societies  had  ceased  to  exist  in 
1881.  Therefore,  1  maintain  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  correct  in  that 
assertion  the  secret  societies  which  have 
produced  the  offences  of  which  we  have 
heard  must  have  been  formed  since  the 
year  1881.  Now,  with  regard  to  this 
evidence,  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was 
certainly  placed  in  a  very  awkward  predica- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  comes 
to  this  House  in  January,  1881,  and  asserts 
thatsecret  societies  did  not  exist  in  Ireland 
at  that  time;  but  he  afterwards  gives 
evidence  before  the  Commission,  and 
says  that  the  statement  he  then  made  in 
this  House  was  made  with  the  distinct 
intention  of  misleading  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  that,  in  point  of  fact,  it 
was  absolutely  false.  The  Commissioners, 
after  duly  considering  the  evidence  for 
and  against,  say  distinctly  they  are  in- 
clined to  believe  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  was  perfectly  correct  in  January, 
1881,  when  he  said  that  secret  societies 
did  not  then  exist  in  Ireland ;  and  the 
House  will  see  the  natural  conclusion 
which  we  draw  from  the  finding  of  the 
Commissioners,  namely,  that  they  are 
not  able  to  believe  the  word  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  when  he  swore  he 
had  come  down  to  the  House  with  the 
intention  stated.  Never  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
make  a  truer  statement  than  when 
he    said    in    this    House     that     crime 
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dogged  the  steps  of  the  Land  League ; 
and  never  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Bfcircourt) 
make  a  truer  statement  than  when  he 
said  that  the  National  League  was  the 
direct  successor  of  the  Land  League.  And 
never  did  the  latter  right  hon.  Gentleman 
better  echo  the  opinion  which  I  hold  on 
this  subject  tban  when  he  said  in  this 
House,  on  the  3rd  March,  1881 — 

"  To-morrow^  every  subject  of  the  Queen  will 
know  that  the  doctrine  of  the  Land  League  is 
the  doctrine  of  treason  and  assassination.** 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  continued — 

**  Sir,  I  think  it  is  my  duty  to  tell  them  what 
I  know — that  the  Land  League  is  an  organisa- 
tion which  depends  on  the  support  of  the 
Fenian  conspiracy." 

Well,  Sir,  the  Commissioners  endorsed 
the  arguments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. They  found,  on  p.  97  of  their 
Report,  that — 

**  The  National  League,  like  the  Ladies  Land 
League,  was  suhstantially  the  old  Land  League 
under  another  name." 

That  is  to  say,  pui-suing  the  same  tactics, 
governed  by  the  same  methods,  and 
following  the  same  chiefs.  Well,  then, 
I  say  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby,  with  all  the 
weight  of  his  great  authority  as  head  at 
the  time  bjingof  one  of  the  chief  Depart- 
ments of  tl«.e  State,  and  also  as  a  Member 
of  the  Cabiaet,  could  come  here  and  state 
as  his  delil)erate  opinion  that  the  Land 
League  was  supported  by  a  Fenian 
conspiracy,  how  in  this  year,  1890, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
in  a  position  of  greater  freedom 
and  less  responsibility,  can  he 
reconcile  it  with  his  conscience  to 
countenance  and  support  that  organisa- 
tion which  he  has  previously  declared  as 
being  upheld  by  the  Fenian  conspiracy  ? 
.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  never  weary 
of  telhng  us  that  he  obeys  the  same  chief 
and  wears  the  same  uniform  as  that 
which  he  put  on  when  he  first  enlisted. 
I  will  admit,  for  the  sake  of  argument, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  fol- 
low the  same  chief  ;  but  we  who  live  in 
the  eastern  counties  have  a  lively  re- 
collection of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
describing  upon  a  certain  occasion  a 
concoction  in  which  he  supposed  hon. 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House  were 
either  stewing  or  about  to  stew.  I  do  not 
know  whether,  after  what  happened  on 
Tuesday  night,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  content  to  accept  the  denial  of  his 
Mr.  A.  W.  Jarvis 


Friend  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  or 
whether  he  is  not ;  but  if  he  does  wear 
the  same  uniform,  all  I  can  say  is  that,  in 
my  opinion,  it  is  so  very  much  stained 
by  the  concoction  he  so  graphically 
described  to  us  in  the  pastern 
counties  as  to  be  absolutely  unrecognis- 
able by  the  most  careful  observer. 
This,  Sir,  is  not  a  Party  question. 
It  is  a  National  question.  And  it  is 
one  which  most  vitally  affects  the 
interests  of  this  country.  1  believe  there 
are  many  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of 
the  House  who  are  not  so  blinded  by 
prejudice  as  to  shut  their  eyes  to 
many  facts  which  are  proved  in  this 
Report  after  the  most  searching  scrutiny 
and  based  on  the  most  careful  evidence. 
I  believe  there  are  many  who  have 
conscientiously  believed  that  the  hon. 
Gentlemen,  the  so-called  leaders  of 
National  feeling  and  aspiration  in 
Ireland,  have  hitherto  conducted  their 
agitation  upon  Constitutional  lines.  To 
any  such  I  say  that  the  verdict  of  the  Com- 
missioners must  be  a^  rude  awakening. 
And  believing,  as  I  do,  that  the  vast 
majority  of  the  people  are  loyal  to  the 
Queen  and  faithful  to  the  Constitution, 
I  would  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
represent  the  views  of  the  people  in  this 
House  to  hesitate  before  they  virtually 
give  their  support  and  countenance  to  an 
Organisation  which  has  been  found  to  be 
a  criminal  conspiracy,  and  before  they 
throw  in  their  lot  with  a  Party,  some  of 
whom  have  been  shown  to  be  false  to 
those  traditions  which  have  always 
guided  those  whose  duty  and  whose 
inestimable  privilege  it  has  been  to 
control  the  destinies  of  this  country. 

(3.17.)  The  Earl  op  CAVAN  (Som- 
erset, S.)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  fully  endorse 
what  has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  that  this  is  not  a  Party  question. 
But  I  leave  it  to  the  House  to  determine 
whether,  in  the  speech  he  has  delivered, 
he  has  altogether  succeeded  in  separating 
himself  from  the  Party  to  which  he 
belongs.  I,  Sir,  occupy  in  this  House  a 
somewhat  intermediate  position.  It  has 
been  my  fortune  to  write  letters  to  the 
newspapers,  and  to  speak  m  distinct 
condemnation  of  language  which  has 
been  used  by  my  hon.  Friends  below  the 
Gangway,  and  that.  Sir,  at  a  time  when 
we  were  united,  in  1886.  Occupying 
what  I  call  this  intermediate  position,  I 
hope  the  House  will  p^irdon  me  if  I  am 
unable  to  follow  on  the  lines  of  the  hon. 
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Grentlexnen  opposite,  and  if  I  .state  that 
no  Party  politics  should  be  introduced. 
After  all,  are  there  not  many  points  on 
which  both  sides  of  the  House  are  agreed? 
Whatever  may  be  said  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Judges,  I  doubt  not  the 
argument  of  my  hon.  Friend  will  be 
very  ably  answered  by  the  Attorney 
General  in  a  short  time,  showing  abso- 
lute impartiality  of  the  tribunal.  I  will 
not  go  into  that  question.  For  myself,  I 
am  content  to  think  that  they  did  their 
duly  to  the  best  of  their  ability ;  that 
they  were  earnest  in  their  endeavours  to 
find  out  the  truth ;  and  that  they  were 
zealous  and  painstaking.  Of  course, 
being  mortals,  and  having  been  brought 
up  in  their  youth  to  certain  political 
opinions,  it  is  unreasonable  to  sup- 
pose that  they  could  absolutely  divest 
themselves  of  the  whole  of  their 
early  education.  ^Nevertheless,  taking 
into  consideration  the  fact  that  they 
were  mortals  like  ourselves,  I  do  venture 
to  think  that,  in  their  judgment,  they 
have  endeavoured  to  be  as  just  and  as 
impartial  as  it  was  possible  for  any 
men  to  be  under  the  circumstances. 
There  may  have  been  some  inconvenience 
in  reference  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Judges ;  there  was,  undoubtedly,  in- 
convenience in  the  length  of  their 
sittings ;  and  I  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  whether  there  was  not  in- 
convenience in  the  appointment  of  the 
Attorney  General  ?  I  congratulate  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  in  their  Attorney 
General  they  had  a  man  of  extraordinary 
powers  ]  a  man  who  was  not  only  able  to 
fill  most  ably  his  position  as  advocate  for 
the  Times,  but  who  was  able  to  fulfil  very 
largely  the  duties  of  Attorney  General. 
But  was  there  not,  after  all,  some  in- 
convenience in  the  fact  of  even  so 
powerful  a  man  as  the  Attorney  General 
having  to  bestow  so  much  time  on  a 
matter  which  was  purely  one-sided? 
Was  there  not  inconvenience  in  his  being 
necessarily  absent  from  his  post  ?  That 
is  a  question  which  I  will  leave  to  hou. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  But  I  will  not 
labour  this  point.  The  Commission  was 
constituted  to  inquire  into  certain  allega- 
tions, but  they  were  not  to  take  into 
account  philanthropic  or  political  con- 
siderations, which  might  have  led  to 
many  of  those  actions  which,  in  the  main, 
have  been  condemned  by  that  Commis- 
sion. At  any  rate,  whether  or  not  that 
oourae  was  inoonvenient,  we  have  the 


Report  before  us,  and  something  must  be 
done.  The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
seems  to  think  that  when  charges 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  have 
been  disproved  sufficient  reparation  has 
been  made  to  him  by  the  apology,  or 
what  I  prefer  to  call  the  explanation,  of 
the  Attorney  General  in  Court  and  the 
speech  of  the  Leader  of  the  House.  We 
on  this  side  of  the  House  think  some- 
thing further  is  due  to  the  hon.  Member ; 
and  if  there  is  any  difference  between 
us,  it  is  simply  that  we  should  err  on  the 
side  of  generosity  in  regard  to  the 
allegations  that  were  made.  I  hope  that 
is  not  an  unworthy  principle  to  follow. 
There  are  false  charges  and  there  are 
true  charges.  In  regard  to  the  false 
charges,  we  are  coming  tolerably  close  to 
each  other  when  we  say  that  some 
reparation  ought  to  be  made.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  think  sufficient 
reparation  has  been  made ;  we  take  a 
more  generous  view.  As  to  the  true 
charges,  I  ask  if  there  are  not  certain 
precedents  which  we  might  look  to 
with  advantage?  Are  these  Gentle- 
men the  only  persons  in  the  House  of 
Commons  who  have  used  treasonable 
language  ?  Are  they  the  only  persons 
who  on  occasions  have  been  guilty  of 
close  alliance  with  conspirators  and  trea- 
sonable persons  ?  I  think  a  right  hon. 
Colleague  of  mine  was  once  charged 
with  having  been  in  somewhat  close 
alliance  with  a  treasonable  person  and 
conspirator — I  allude  to  Mazzini.  Well, 
if  three  Judges  had  to  decide  upon 
his  guilt  with  reference  to  that  alliance, 
and  were  to  be  told  that  they 
must  ignore  all  political  considerations 
which  surrounded  that  Gentleman 
and  the  conspirator,  we  should  have 
had  very  much  the  same  finding 
as  we  have  now  with  regard  to 
hon.  Members  of  this  House.  Then  take 
Graribaldi.  Great  numbers  of  us  were 
closely  allied  with  that  treasonable 
person  and  conspirator.  If  three  Judges 
had  been  asked,  apart  from  political  and 
Party  considerations,  to  state  their 
opinions  of  that  close  alliance,  there 
would  have  been  a  verdict  not  at  all 
unlike  that  given  in  the  present  case. 
The  Special  Commission  were  unable 
to  look  into  the  political  or  philanthropic 
considerations  which  surrounded  the 
action  of  hon.  Members,  and,  therefore, 
it  would  not  do  to  condemn  hon.  Members 
wholesale,  as    apparently   some  persons 
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do.  Bufc  it  may  be  observed  that  the 
instances  I  have  cited  are  not  on  all 
fours  with  the  Irish  case.  I  admit  it. 
The  Italian  peasantry  were  much  better 
off  than  the  Irish  peasantry  ;  they  were 
better  clothed  ;  they  were  more  contented. 
But  let  us  go  to  Ireland  :  is  treasonable 
language  not  known  on  that  side  of  the 
House  ?  What  of  the  words  used  by  the 
noble  Lord,  who  was  leader  of  this  House 
not  so  long  ago  ?  He  said, — 
"  Ulster  will  fight,  and  Ulster  will  be  right," 
and  added — 

**  Wave,  Ulster,  all  thy  banners  wave, 
And  charge  with  all  thy  chivalry." 

Is  that  language,  used  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  treasonable  or  not  ?  Ulster  is  to 
charge  with  all  its  chivalry  against  the 
Queen's  troops.  That  seems  to  me  a 
treasonable  sentiment.  Then,  again, 
the  '  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Armagh  used  a  tolerably 
strong  sentence  in  this  House,  and  I 
venture  to  think  his  language  was  as 
treasonable  as  any  which  has  been  used 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  I  quite  admit 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bury  rebuked  the  noble 
Lord  in  no  measured  language  for 
the  indiscretion  he  had  perpetrated. 
I  regret  to  state  that  the  sermonetto  was 
entirely  lost  on  the  sinner  to  whom  it  was 
addressed,  and  he  seemed  to  be  more 
irate  than  before.  What  did  the  House 
generally  do  ?  The  House  recognised  the 
political  situation.  It  recognised  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  unaccustomed  to  an 
Irish  audience,  which  is  naturally  more 
enthusiastic  than  an  English  audience, 
audit  refused  to  take  any  particular  notice 
of  this  warm  language.  In  the  same 
way  the  charges  made  against  hon. 
Members  opposite  for  the  violence  of 
their  language  need  not,  I  think,  be  taken 
too  seriously  when  their  political  sur- 
roundings are  considered,  and  I  hold  that 
if  we  make  the  generous  reparation  pro- 
vided for  in  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  we  shall  have  done  all  that  is 
necessary.  References  have  b3en  made 
to  the  position  now  taken  by  the  Liberal 
Party  in  connection  with  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  as  compared  with 
that  of  a  few  years  ago.  But  the  fact  is 
that  not  only  in  the  years  1881-5,  but 
also  when  they  were  the  allies  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway,  the  strong 
language  used  by  those  hon.  Members 
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was  denounced  by  the  leaders  of  the 
Liberal  Party.  Strong  letters  were 
written  condemning  the  language  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Mayo. 
A  letter  of  this  kind  appeared  in  the 
Daily  News,  and  it  was  followed  by  one 
from  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lo- 
thian. It  is,  therefore,  unjust  to  the  Liberal 
Party  to  say  that  they  have  been  in  any  way 
party  to  intemperate  speech,  which  was 
no  doubt  uttered  under  great  provocation . 
I  do  not  think  I  have  made  a  strong 
Party  speech.  I  will  conclude  by  asking 
hon.  Members  opposite  what  they  would 
do  if  a  case  of  this  kind  arose  in  a  club 
of  which  they  were  members  ?  Suppose 
accusations  had  been  made  against  a 
member  of  a  club  and  a  Committee  had 
been  appointed  to  consider  them.  If  it 
were  found  that  of  these  charges  the 
more  criminal  or  serious  had  been  dis- 
proved, while  some  of  the  minor  offences 
had  been  brought  home,  would  the  ques- 
tion of  fairness  only  be  taken  into  ac- 
count 1  Would  it  not  be  felt  by  all  the 
members  of  the  club  that  even  generous 
treatment  should  be  accorded  to  such  a 
member?  Suppose,  further,  that  some 
of  the  offences,  charged  could  be  attri- 
buted to  over-sseal  for  some  philanthropic 
or  social  purpose,  would  not  this  feeling 
be  accentuated  1  Should  we  not,  as  mem- 
bers of  the  club,  willingly  have  moved 
in  a  direction  such  as  that  which  is  indi- 
cated in  the  Amendment  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  ?  Should  we  not  have  erred, 
if  we  had  erred  at  all,  on  the  side  of 
generosity  1  The  House  of  Commons  is 
greater  than  any  club,  and  in  this  case 
the  accused  Members  have  atoned  for  any 
excesses  of  which  they  may  have  been 
guilty  by  long  years  of  suffering.  .  I 
would,  therefore,  appeal  to  hon.  Members 
opposite  to  show  something  of  the  gene- 
rous spirit  to  which  I  have  referred,  and 
to  deal  with  the  question  before  them  in 
no  Party  spirit,  but  in  a  spirit  of  calm 
and  equitable  consideration. 

*(3.36.)  Sir  CHARLES  LEWIS  (An- 
trim, N.) :  I  desire  to  congratulate  the 
hon.  and  noble  Lord  on  the  tone  of  his 
speech,  which  was  widely  different  from 
those  which  we  are  accustomed  to  hear 
from  that  Bench,  which  is  usually  the 
seat  of  the  scorner,  whether  he  he  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  or  any  other 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
We  are  accustomed  from  that  quarter  to 
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hear  abuse  all  round,  and  we  have 
recently  found  that  for  those  right  hon. 
Grentlemen  abuse  is  all  very  well  when 
they  were  to  be  the  only  persons  to 
dispense  it.  The  other  night  we  had  a 
little  scene,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby,  who  is 
accustomed  to  direct  his  artillery  upon 
his  adversaries,  receiving  in  return  only 
a  few  blows  for  every  dozen  or  twenty  he 
distributes,  showed  how  unwilling  he  is, 
unlike  most  men,  to  receive  as  well  as 
give,  as  soon  as  he  was  sat  upon  by  one 
of  the  quietest  and  mildest  of  Cabinet 
Ministers  who  ever  lived.  On  that 
occasion  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  a 
passion  threw  up  his  cards,  if  I  may  so 
describe  the  action,  and  turned  round  to 
the  Speaker  or  the  other  side  of  the 
House  and  said  that  he  was  determined 
not  to  sit  and  hear  himself  abused  any 
longer.  For  such  a  man  who  holds  him- 
self out  to  be  the  prospective  leader  of 
the  Liberal  Party  such  a  petty  and 
miserable  display  of  temper  could  not 
have  been  by  any  possibility  expected. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Member  is  now  exceeding  the 
courtesies  of  debate. 

•SiE  C.  LEWIS  :  If  that  is  so,  then 
I  will  say  it  was  such  a  display  of 
temper  as  the  House  has  a  right  to  regret. 
I  was  surprised  at  the  tenderness  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  moral  feeling. 
We  on  this  side  are  accustomed  to  be 
clothed  with  all  the  bad  names  which  by 
any  possibility  can  be  uttered  by  a  facile 
tongue ;  but  I  consider  that  on  that 
occasion  we  had  evidence  of  that  domi- 
nating spirit  in  the  language  of  debate 
which  is  not  fair  or  critical  or  in  accord- 
ance with  the  rules  and  customs  of  the 
House.  I  have  desired  to  interpose  in 
this  debate  because  I  have  taken  an 
attitude  on  the  question  which  is  not 
common  on  this  side  of  the  House.  In 
May,  1887,  I  thought  it  my  duty  to 
endeavour  to  put  a  spur  into  Members 
below  the  Gangway  opposite,  who  com- 
plained so  much  of  the  charges  having 
been  made  against  them,  and  to  induce 
them  to  take  some  notice  of  what  had 
been  going  on  for  about  three  weeks. 
During  the  whole  of  that  time  it  was  in 
their  power  to  take  proceedings  of  one 
kind  or  another  in  the  Courts  of  Justice. 
But  they  did  not  move  an  inch.  I 
thought  this  was  a  grave  scandal ;  but  I 
failed  to  stir  them  to  any  sense  of  self- 
respect.     I  am  perfectly  aware  that  the 
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course  I  then  took  was  not  popular  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  It  was  my  own 
independent  action,  and  was  taken  with- 
out any  particular  inquiry  as  to  how 
such  a  Motion  would  be  received  by  the 
Front  Bench.  But  I  believe  it  has  been 
productive  of  great  good  to  the  country. 
It  has  been  said  that  the  Commission 
has  proved  nothing  that  was  not  known 
before.  That  may  be  true ;  but  it  hLS 
demonstrated  what  has  been  disputed 
before..  Every  fact  stated  in  this  House 
in  condenmation  of  the  system  of  boy- 
cotting used  in  those  days  to  be  contra- 
dicted. Thus  a  great  public  service 
has  been  done,  and  a  vast  number  of 
charges  have  been  either  disproved  or 
proved.  To  hear  the  speeches  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  one  woidd  have 
thought  that  they  had  never  disputed  any 
of  those  horrible  charges  of  boycotting 
leading  to  crime  which  have  now  been 
proved  before  the  Commission.  We 
know  very  well  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Harbour  Division  of  Dublin  used 
to  be  continually  stating  that  the  Land 
League  had  condenmed  the  action  of 
branches  in  promoting  boycotting; 
indeed,  the  hon.  Member  was  ready 
generally  to  contradict  everything ;  but 
we  can  now  see  what  has  been  proved 
as  to  actual  and  criminal  breaches  of  the 
law.  I  have  spent  a  good  deal  of  time  in 
considering  the  genesis  of  this  Amend- 
ment. We  know  from  the  serious  con- 
claves which  were  held  on  the  Front  Bench 
opposite  before  it  was  actnally  framed 
that  its  genesis  was  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
out  of  or  alongside  of  the  hon.  Members 
for  Cork  and  North-East  Cork.  The 
voice  is  the  voice  of  Jacob,  but  the  hand 
is  the  hand  of  Esau.  Is  not  the  red  blood 
ink  of  a  certain  section  of  this  House 
clearly  manifest  in  those  heavy  anathe- 
mas we  find  on  the  face  of  the  Amend- 
ment ?  Can  anyone  believe  that  such  an 
Amendment  would  have  been  produced 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  in  the  calmness  of 
his  private  study,  when  he  bore  in  mind 
all  his  responsibilities  as  a  statesman  of 
great  experience.  There  has,  undoubtedly, 
been  great  manipulation  of  it  in  certain 
quarters.  I  will  read  the  Amendment, 
leaving  out  only  two  words,  and  then  I 
will  ask  the  House  some  questions  on  it. 
Omitting  these  two  words  it  runs — 

"  To  leave  ont  all  the  words  after  *  House,' 
in  line  5,  in  order  to  add  the  words,  'deem  it 
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to  be  a  duty  to  reoord  its  reprobation  of  the 
false  charges  of  the  gravest  and  most  odions 
description,  based  on  calumny,  which  have 
been  bronght  against  Members  of  this  Honsei 
and  particularly  against  Mr.  Pamell;  and, 
while  declaring  its  satisfaction  at  the  exposure 
of  these  calumnies,  this  House  expresses  its 
regret  for  the  wrong  inflicted  and  the  suffering 
and  loss  endured,  through  a  protracted  period, 
by  reason  of  these  acts  of  flagrant  iniquity." 

Now  that  these  two  words  "  on  forgery  " 
are  omitted  I  venture  to  say  that  every 
part  of  the  Amendment  has  been  over  and 
over  again  alleged  and  spoken  by  the 
Irish  Members  against  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself.  Did  they  not  endure 
months  of  sufEering  by  being  shnt  up  in 
Elilmainham  ?  Did  they  not  endure  foul 
charges  made  against  them  when  they 
heard  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
say  in  that  House  in  1883 — "We  know 
that  that  Party  preaches  the  doctrine  of 
murder  and  assassination?"  Did  they 
not  allege  that  it  was  a  foul  and  odious 
charge  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  said  that 
"crime  dogged  the  steps  of  the  Land 
League  ? "  Was  not  that  an  infamous 
accusation?  Were  not  these  grave 
charges  based  on  calumny  ?  Have  they 
been  atoned  for,  or  withdrawn,  or  apolo- 
gised for  ?  No,  unless  it  has  been  done 
in  any  of  those  quiet  conclaves  which 
have  led  up  to  the  alliance  of  the 
Liberals  with  the  Irish  Party.  A 
peculiar  fact  in  this  matter  which 
this 'House  and  the  country  will  not 
fail  to  notice  is  the  altogether  different 
manner  in  which  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  is  now  regarded  from 
that  in  which  it  was  first  received.  At 
first  the  placards  of  the  Nationalist  news- 
papers flared  with  announcements  in 
large  letters  of  the  entire  exculpation  of 
the  respondents,  and  the  Irish  Members 
were  exultant  because  they  had  been 
absolutely  acquitted  of  two  of  the  nine 
charges  brought  against  them.  But  they 
were  misled  by  their  eager  anticipation 
of  the  advantages  that  the  Piggot  incident 
would  bring  to  them,  as  if  the  whole  of 
the  case  rested  on  that.  At  first  the 
Judges  were  all  that  was  good — patient, 
able,  and  impartial ;  they  were  "  noble 
grave  and  reverend  seigniors."  But 
what  are  they  now?  Why,  all  that  is 
bad, land,  figuratively  speaking,  they  have 
bean  spat  upon  by  every  Nationalist 
Member.  And  this  arises  from  the  very 
exigencies  of  the  case.  At  the  first 
blush  certain  parts  of  the  case  looked 
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favourable  and  encouraging  for  hon. 
Members  opposite ;  but  when  they  looked 
at  the  Report  as  a  whole  and  went 
through  it,  especially  that  part  having 
reference  to  the  charge  of  encouraging 
intimidation  which  led  to  crime,  and 
persisting  in  it  with  knowledge  of  its 
effects,  their  jubilation  disappeared, 
they  displayed  a  very  serious  air,  and  a 
very  hang-dog  look  appeared  on  their 
faces,  showing  that  they  felt  the  pinch 
of  the  case,  and  that  the  result, 
on  the  wholci  was  a  very  strong  and 
grave  judgment  against  them.  I  wish 
now  to  refer  to  two  or  three  statements 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  One  of  the 
leading  statements,  which  he  seemed  to 
repeat  over  and  over  again,  was  that 
there  would  have  been  no  Land  Act  for 
Ireland  if  there  had  been  no  agitation. 
But  what  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
mean  by  agitation,  because  the  whole 
point  is  in  that?  Does  he  mean  by 
agitation  bringing  children  out  of  their 
houses  in  the  middle  of  the  night  and 
cowardly  shooting  them  in  the  presence 
of  their  parents  1  To  us  on  this  side  of 
the  House  this  convenient,  compendiotis 
word  agitation,  as  illustrated  by  the 
history  of  the  last  five  or  six  years  in 
Ireland,  consists  of  acts  which  led  up  to 
assassination,  murder,  withholding  the 
necessities  of  life  to  even  poor  women  in 
the  hour  of  nature's  greatest  trial,  by- 
refusing  wood  for  a  coffin  in  which  to 
bury  a  murdered  person,  and  mutilating 
cattle.  That  is  the  state  of  things  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  euphoniously  calls 
agitation.  Last  night,  too,  we  had  an 
illustration  of  the  very  tender  way  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  went  over 
the  same  ground  when  he  tried  to  lead 
the  House  to  believe  that  all  the  Judges 
meant  by  intimidation  which  led  to 
crime  was  the  ordinary  system  of  boy- 
cotting ;  whereas  he  knew  at  the  same 
time  that  the  most  disgraceful  trans- 
actions, the  most  cruel,  horrible,  and 
wicked  acts  had  been  proved  before  the 
Commission.  What  is  the  difference,  I 
will  ask,  between  murder  committed 
with  a  knife  on  the  spur  of  the  moment 
and  murder  committed  through  months 
of  wickedness  .and  persecution,  and  by 
withholding  the  necessaries  'of  life  1 
We  have  heard  it  said  ad  nauseam 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  that  there  is  no 


37 


Special  Commission         {Mabch  5,  1890} 


(1888)  Report. 


38 


I 


ciinLinal    offence     in    boycotting.       No 
criminal  o£Eence  in  boycotting  as  it  had 
been  carried  oat  for  years  in    Ireland 
and    as  set  forth  in  the  Report  of  the 
Judges !     I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
men  have  been  sentenced  to  long  periods 
of  transportation  for  offences  not  more 
heinoos,  morally  or  legally,  than  those 
proved    against    some    of    the     persons 
chaiged  in  the  Judges'  B«port.     As  to 
the   statement  that  there    would  have 
been  no  Land  Act  in  1881   if  there  had 
been  no  agitation,  I  should  like  to  ask 
whether  the   murder  of  Lord    Mount- 
morres  in  1880  was  part  of  that  agitation? 
We  have   been  distinctly  told  in  other 
places  that  that  murder  was  one  of  the 
causes  of  the  introduction  of  that  Land 
Act,  although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  is  too  clever  a  debater  himself 
to  make  that  statement  here.      I   was 
greatly  astonished  to  hear  the  attempt 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the 
Members  for  Mid  Lothian  and  Wolver- 
hampton  to   compare  the    agitation    in 
Ireland  with   the  agitation    about    the 
Reform  Bill  in  1831.     Is  there  a  man  in 
this  House   who  thinks    the    wretched 
midnight    harassing     of    poor     people, 
the  midnight   murde;rs   with    gun    and 
dagger,  the  shooting  of  children  in  the 
face  of  their  parents,    the    cruel    and 
cowardly    ill-usage  and   persecution    of 
defenceless  women,  and  the  brutal  maim- 
ing of  cattle  that  have  been  perpetrated 
in  Ireland,  can  be  reasonably  compared 
for  a  moment  with  the  agitation  in  Eng- 
land at  the  time  of  the  Reform  Bill  ?     It 
is  an  insult  to  hon.  Members  to  suggest 
it.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  could  hardly  have 
consulted  some  of  his  legal  friends  when, 
referring  to  the  charge  against;  the  re- 
spondents of  paying  money  for  the  assist- 
ance  of   undoubted   criminals,    he   said 
that  iB  12  only  would  cover  the  iniquity 
of  such  acts  as  that  described  in  Timothy 
Horan's     lefcter.     Only  £12!     May  not 
those  betaken  as  samples  merely  ?  Where 
were  all  the  books  in  which  the  money 
expended   was    entered  1      Four    small 
books  only,  as  the  Commissioners   have 
reported,  were  all  that  could  be  found  of 
the  numerous  books  of  the  Land  League. 
%an^  who  took  them  to  Paris,   might 
have  been  called  and  examined,  but  he 
carefully  kept  out  of  the  box.    Consider- 
ing the  difficulties  of  the  case,  consider- 
ing the  difficulties  the  prosecutors  and 
the   Ckmrt    have    to  contend    with,    I 


wonder  that  so  much  was  done  and 
proved  as  was  accomplished,  especially 
in  the  absence  of  so  many  books  and 
papers  necessary  to  the  investigation. 
In  this  Koran's  case  it  is  reported  by  the 
Commissioners  that  this  letter  was  found 
on  a  chest  of  drawers  or  something  in  the 
house  of  one  of  the  clerks  of  the  League ; 
it  was  not  intended  to  be  found  or  to  be 
submitted  to  inspection,  but  was  found 
accidentally  when  the  house  was  being 
swept  out.  Two  letters  are  all  that  have 
been  seen  out  of  the  sackf  uls  of  paper 
described  as  being  removed  directly  the 
Land  League  was  suppressed.  The  extent 
of  their  correspondence  has  been  proved 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County, 
who  was  temporarily  put  in  charge  of 
that  wonderful  nest  of  villany  the  office 
of  the  League  in  Sackville  Street,  and 
who  had  found  it  impossible  to  put  things 
in  order  because  of  the  enormous  amount 
of  correspondence  and  the  carelessness 
with  which  it  had  been  treated.  It  i^ 
said  that  Koran's  case  was  a  casual  one. 
But  does  not  any  man  of  business  see, 
from  its  style  and  mode  of  being  treated, 
that  it  must  have  been  a  telling  incident  of 
a  system,  and  that  it  is  not  a  stray  docu- 
ment relating  to  one  particular  case  ?  I 
have  met  John  Ferguson,  whose  initials 
are  endorsed  on  the  letter,  during  the 
time  I  was  Member  for  Derry  ;  I  know 
his  great  ability  and  the  trust  reposed  in 
him  by  his  Party  on  account  of  his 
position,  and  great  intelligence  and 
power  as  a  man  of  business.  John 
Ferguson  has  said  that  it  was  npt  a 
solitary  letter,  but  one  of  several  which 
he  himself  had  manipulated,  and  it  is 
certainly  illustrated  by  the  other  facts 
that  this  was  not  a  solitary  instance,  but 
part  of  a  system  of  giving  comfort  and 
pay  for  crime,  which  in  itself  shows  that 
there  was  every  reason  why  evidence  of 
this  great  offence  should  be  destroyed. 
If  this  letter  had  not  been  accidentally 
preserved  all  this  would  have  passed  into 
that  oblivion  of  which  hon.  Members 
opposite  are  so  fond  when  they  take 
refuge  under  their  non  mi  ricordo.  The 
Commissioners  report  in  words  which 
form  the  basis  of  my  charge  that  there 
has  been  wilful,  determined,  and  suc- 
cessful suppression  of  evidence  from  first 
to  last,  in  order  to  prevent  the  truth  from 
being  known.  It  has  failed  to  a  great 
extent,  I  am  happy  to  know,  though  it 
has  succeeded  in  some  cases.  Then  in 
regard  to  this  deliberate  charge  of  keep- 
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ing  back  witnesses,  what  is  the  first 
fact  I  refer  to?  Who  went  away  to 
Australia  before  he  could  be  called  as  a 
witness?  Why,  the  second  principal 
defendant,  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo.  Why  did  that  hon.  Meiliber  find  it 
convenient  or  necessary  for  his  health  to 
go  away  at  that  particular  moment,  when 
he  could  have  been  called  at  any  time  ? 
[Laughter.]  Hon.  Members  laugh,  but 
what  would  a  Judge  think  if  a  witness 
under  no  pressure  of  law  took  himself  off 
to  the  uttermost  parts  of  the  world  ? 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  :  When 
the  hon.  Member  makes  this  reference 
to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  may  be  allowed 
to  say  that  my  hon.  Friend  before  his 
departure  submitted  himself  to  the 
decision  of  the  Court,  and  the  Court  mad^ 
no  objection  to  his  leaving.  [Cries  of 
"withdraw."] 

*SiE  C.  LEWIS  :  It  is  not  worth  while, 
for  the  simple  reason  that  there  is  a 
complete  answer  to  that ;  the  hon.  Mem- 
-ber  f  or  East  Mayo  went  to  the  Court  and 
asked  whether  they  wished  to  ask  him 
any  questions  before  the  Court  hadgot  into 
the  evidence,  and  before  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  prosecuting  counsel  so  called  to  ask 
any  questions.  How  could  any  questions 
be  asked  before  the  case  was  developed  ? 
This  is  one  of  the  subterfuges  to  which 
we  are  accustomed  upon  this  subject. 
Who  was  the  next  person  ?  This  is  more 
peculiar  still,  because  I  have  always  con- 
nected the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
with  the  idea  of  a  fair,  bold,  outspoken 
opponent,  from  whom  we  have  heard 
words  that  excited  seething  indignation 
in  the  mind  even  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby.  I  can  recollect  the  latter 
stood  up  in  this  House  and  made  use 
use  of  remarks  I  dare  not  repeat,  as 
the  Member  for  Mayo  is  not  here,  they 
are  so  odious,  so  unfortunate.  I  always 
looked  upon  him  as  an  honourable,  a 
bold,  straightforward  man,  even  if  he 
felt  he  was  committing  a  crime.  But  I 
come  to  another  man,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Fermanagh,  who  for  a  long  time  was 
the  secretary  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  haunted  the  Court  from  day  to  day ; 
his  name  was  mentioned  over  and  over 
again,  and  I  think  I  am  not  stating  what 
is  untrue  when  I  say  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  South  Hackney 
undertook  to  call  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.    ASQUITH  (Fife,  Bast) :    As  the 
hon.    and    learned    Member   for    South 
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Hackney  is  not  here,  may  I  be  allowed  to 
say  that  that  is  not  the  case. 

*SiK  C.  LEWIS  :  I  should  put  it,  per- 
haps, in  another  form.  I  believe  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  South  Hackney 
undertook  to  call  all  the  respondents,  and 
perhaps  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  will 
correct  me  if  I  say  giving  such  an  under- 
taking included  the  hon.  Member  for 
Fermanagh.  [Mr.  Asquith  :  No.]  Not 
contradicted  with  any  great  vigour.  At 
all  events,  there  was  an  impression  that 
this  was  the  intention.  But  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  fresh  in  the  re- 
collection of  his  brief,  will  not  deny  this, 
that  it  was  sworn  in  the  evidence  before 
the  Commission  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Fermanagh  was  a  party  to  the  re- 
moval of  the  books  from  Sackville-street 
when  the  Land  League  was  suppressed. 
Was  it  not  in  the  highest  degree  material 
when,  at  every  turn,  the  necessiiy  for 
the  evidence  contained  in  the  books 
arose  ? 

*Mr.  H.  CAMPBELL  (Fermanagh,  S.)  : 
As  the  hon.  Member  has  referred  to  my 
name  in  connection  with  a  statement 
which  is  not  borne  out  by  the  evidence, 
I  think  it  is  only  right  to  myself  that  I 
should  instantly  rise  and  inform  the 
House  that  not  only  is  there  no  evidence 
given  that  I  removed  the  books  or  had 
anything  to  do  with  them,  but  that  no 
statement  at  all  was  put  before  the  Court 
of  such  an  occurrence.  Sir,  I  never 
had  the  books  under  my  control  at  any 
period  of  my  life ;  1  did  not  remove 
them  from  Ihiblin,  nor  did  I  have  them 
in  my  hands  at  any  time,  and  no  evi- 
dence of  the  kind  that  I  had  the  books 
under  my  control  was  given  before  the 
Court.  Further,  the  League  clerk 
Farragher,  who  appeared  before  the 
Court  to  give  evidence,  was  asked 
directly  by  the  counsel  for  the  Times 
whether  it  was  true  that  I  was  present 
at  the  removal  of  the  books,  and  his 
answer  was  that  not  only  did  I  not  re- 
move the  books,  but  that  I  was  not 
present  in  Dublin  on  the  occasion  when 
they  were  removed.  So  much,  there- 
fore, for  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  which  is  similar  to  that  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  North -West 
Ham  the  other  night. 

♦Sir  C.  lewis  :  Perhaps  one  of  my 
hon.  Friends  will  find  me  the  reference 
in  the  Report — about  half-way  through 
— and  I  tmst  the  note  in  my  hand  will 
not  be  contradicted  by  the  original  docn- 
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ment.      I  will  read  the   words  to   the 
Honse — 

"  The  Land  Leagce  was  snppressed  on 
October  18, 1881,  and  thereupon  most  of  the 
books  were  removed  to  London  by  Messrs. 
CampbeU,  M.P.,  and  P.  J.  Sheridan." 

•Mb.  H.  CAMPBELL :  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  from  whose  evi- 
dence he  is  reading  ? 

•Sir  C.  LEWIS:  I  am  quoting  from 
the  Keport  of  the  Commission. 

•Mb.  H.  CAMPBELL:  I  can  only 
appeal  to  the  House  to  accept  my  word 
of  honour  for  what  I  have  stated. 
There  was  no  evidence  given  by  any 
person  summoned  before  the  Commis- 
sioners that  I  removed  those  books.  A 
letter  was  found  in  the  batch  of  letters 
given  up  by  Phillips  from  Dr.  Kenny  to 
me,  written  a  day  or  two  after  the  sup- 
pression of  the  League  in  1881. 

^IB  C.  LEWIS :  I  rise  to  order,  Sir. 
Am  I  to  be  interrupted  for  five  minutes 
with  what  is  entirely  new  matter  ? 

•Mb.  speaker  :  I  understood  that  a 
statement  having  been  made  with  regard 
to  evidence  concerning  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Fermanagh,  the  hon.  Member 
states  that  no  such  evidence  was  given. 
I  think  that  the  House  will  feel  that  the 
hon.  Member  has  a  right  to  make  an 
explanation  on  a  personal  matter.  He 
will  not  exceed  an  explanation  of  this 
particular  matter. 

•Mb.  H.  CAMPBELL:  I  will  be  as 
brief  as  I  can,  Sir,  and  I  am  sorry  to 
interrupt  the  hon.  Member,  but  I  am  not 
responsible.  A  letter  was  written  to  me 
by  Dr.  Kenny  a  day  or  two  after  the 
suppression  of  the  Land  League.  I 
was  then  at  Holyhead  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Donegal.  In  that  letter  Dr. 
Kenny  informed  me  that  the  books  of 
the  League  had  been  sent  over  to  Liver- 
pool, and  that  as  we — that  is,  Mr.  Biggar, 
Mr.  O'Connor,  and  my  self — ^were  expected 
to  go  to  London  and  endeavour  to  direct 
ttie  Land  League  Organisation  from  there, 
I  should  go  to  Liverpool  and  bring  the 
books  wit£  me  from  there.  In  reply  to 
that  letter  I  wrote  that  I  would  go  with 
tke  otliers  on  to  London,  call  at  Liver- 
pool,  and  (bring  the  books  with  me. 
I  went  to  Liverpool  and  endeavoured  to 
get  the  books,  but  the  clerk  sent  from 
Dublin  refused  positively  to  let  me  have 
ftnything  to  do  with  them,  and  I  was  so 
diflgosted  and  annoyed  that  I  took  no 
hirkier  steps  in  the  matter.  I  never 
Bw     the    books   then,   and     I     have 
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never  seen  them  since,  nor  had  anything 
to  do  with  them.  To  further  clear  up 
this  matter  I  may  add  these  very  books 
which  were*  taken  to  Liverpool  were 
afterwards  produced  in  Court  before  the 
Commissioners.  They  are  the  books 
which  have  been  before  the  Commis- 
sioners. 

•Sir  C.  lewis  :  I  have  no  objection, 
but  it  is  necessary  to  go  over  the  case 
again.  I  am  not  going  to  be  put  off  by 
this  explanation,  for  the  simple  reason 
that  it  has  never  been  given  before. 
Daring  the  sittings  of  the  Commission 
the  hon.  Member  was  frequently  in 
Court.  He  was  the  right-hand  man  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City,  had  his 
confidence,  and  consorted  with  him  in 
open  Court,  and  yet  up  to  the  present 
moment  this  explanation,  so  vital  in  the 
interests  of  those  who  from  the  first 
have  been  charged  with  spiriting  away 
the  books,  up  to  the  present  moment 
this  vital  explanation  has  never  been 
given.  Now  it  is  given  for  the  purpose 
of  interrupting  an  opponent  and  making 
him  stray  from  his  line  of  argument.  I 
maintain  that  if  the  books  had  been 
forthcoming  every  one  of  the  charges 
which  have  failed  would  in  all  probability 
have  been  proved.  I  will  read  some  of 
the  findings  of  the  Judges,  and  show 
how  material  to  the  subjects  investigated 
was  the  appearance  of  these  books.  The 
Judges  say — 

**  We  find  that  the  respondents  did  enter  into 
a  conspiracy  by  a  system  of  coercion  and  in- 
timidation to  promote  an  agrarian  agitation 
against  the  payment  of  agricultural  rents,  for 
the  purpose  of  impoverishing  and  expelling 
from  the  country  the  Irish  landlords,  who  were 
styled  the  '  English  garrison.*  "     ^ 

This  is  the  general  charge,  and  how 
would  the  lines  have  been  filled  up  ?  I 
think  it  is  plain  that  many  persons 
employed  in  this  system  of  coercion  and 
intimidation  would,  in  the  natural  course 
of  events,  have  many  charges  to  make 
against  the  Land  League,  and  the  books 
would  hive  shown  how  they  were  met. 
The  fourth  finding  is — 

*'That  the  repondents  did  disseminate  the 
Irish  World  and  other  newspapers  tending  to 
incite  to  sedition  and  the  commission  of  other 
crime.*' 

The  fact  of  the  circulation  of  the  Irish 
World  is  proved  beyond  dispute,  but, 
mark  you,  would  it  not  have  been  matter 
of  grave  importance  to  have  proved 
before  the  Commission  that  some  thou- 
hands   of    pounds   were   spant    in    this 
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particular  form  of  attack  against  the 
institutions  of  the  country  and  the  lives 
and  liberties  of  individuals.  ,But  that  is 
not  proved,  because,  owing  to  the  peculiar 
"  hunt  thei  slipper  "  kind  of  operation  the 
hon.  Member  had  described,  the  books 
have  disappeared  from  view,  and  are  not 
available  for  reference.  In  the  fifth 
finding  the  Judges  say — 

"  We  find  that  it  has  not  been  proved  that 
the  respondents  made  payments  for  the  purpose 
of  inciting  persons  to  commit  crime." 

What  a  flood  of  light  might  have  been 
thrown  upon  this  point  by  the  books ! 
But  no;  the  books,  with  the  exception 
of  four  worthless  Small  ones,  have  dis- 
appeared into  thin  air,  unless  they  are 
still  in  Paris  in  charge  of  Mr.  Egan. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  He  is  in  Chili.]  I 
know  all  about  it  The  production  of 
the  books  was  also  a  matter  of  great 
consequence  in  respect  of  the  points  in 
the  seventh  finding — 

**  We  find  that  the  respondents  did  defend 
persons  charged  with  agrarian  crime,  and 
supported  their  families,  but  that  it  has  not 
been  proved  that  they  subscribed  to  testimoni- 
als for,  or  were  intimately  associated  with, 
notorious  criminals,  or  that  they  made  pay- 
ments to  procure  the  escape  of  criminals  fro  m 
justice.** 

The  books,  however,  were  not  produced ; 
every  door  through  which  information 
might  come  was  closed  by  the  League ; 
every  hand  was  shut,  every  mouth  was 
dumb.  What  wonder,  then,  that  some 
of  the  charges  broke  down,  that  some  of 
the  bolts  aimed  at  the  League  missed 
their  mark  ?  The  real  wonder  is  that  it 
has  been  found  possible  to  prove  so  much. 
It  says  much  for  the  intelligence,  power, 
and  legal  acuteness  that  wormed  so  much 
out  of  unwilling  witnesses.  I  pass  on 
to  the  eighth  finding — 

•*  We  find,  as  to  the  allegation  that  the 
respondents  made  payments  to  compensate 
persons  who  bad  been  injured  in  the  commission 
of  crime,  that  they  did  make  such  pay- 
ments." 

"  Oh!"  said  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  "  there  is  very 
little  evidence  in  support  of  this,  only  a 
small  matter  of  £12.'*  The  right  hon. 
Member's  view  seems  to  he  De  twn 
apparentibus  et  nan  existentibus  eadem 
est  ratio.  Because  further  proof  of  buch 
payments  cannot  be  found  in  the 
-N^ational  League  documents  the  hon. 
Gentleman  alleges  that  none  were  made. 
But  how  could  such  proof  be  procured 
Sir  C.  Lewis 


when  the  National  League  books  were 
sent  away  ? 

*Mk.  T.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin,  Har- 
bour) :  May  I  be  allowed  to  say  that 
when  the  hon.  Member  says  the  National 
League  books  were  sent  out  of  the  way 
he  is  making  a  statement  not  justified  by 
the  Report.  Every  document  of  the 
League  extending  over  a  period  of  eight 
years  was  presented  to  the  Committee, 
examined,  and  nothing  found  missing. 

♦Sir  C.  lewis  :  Taking  advantage  of 
a  slip  of  the  tongue,  the  hon.  Member 
endeavours  to  lead  off  on  a  false  scent. 
National  League  was  a  verbal  slip ;  I 
should  have  said  Land  League. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Baronet, 
I  think,  will  see  that  it  is  not  right  to 
say  of  a  Member  who  makes  an  expla- 
nation that  he  is  endeavouring  to  lead 
the  House  off  on  a  false  scent. 

♦Sir  C.  lewis  :  I  do  not  claim  im- 
munity  from  sin,  and  if  I  passed  the 
threshold  of  perfect  propriety,  I  ani 
happy  to  be  set  right  by  you.  Sir.  I  pcuss  to 
the  ninth  finding,  as  to  the  receipt  of  memo- 
randums by  respondents  from  persons  in 
America,  known  advocates  of  crime. 
There  again  the  Commissioners  would 
have  had  assistance  from  the  books. 
Hundreds  of  thousands  of  pounds  have 
been  contributed  chiefly  from  America. 
Where  did  it  come  from?  Had  the 
books  been  produced  incriminating 
matter  of  the  utmost  importance  in  con- 
nection with  this  ninth  finding  might 
have  been  disclosed.  Unfortunately,  the 
case  does  not  end  here.  The  accounts 
were  traced  to  Messrs.  Monro,  Parisian 
bankers,  whose  clientele,  by  the 
way,  consists  mainly  of  American 
visitors.  They  were  asked  by  the 
Commissioners'  representative  to  pro- 
duce the  accounts  for  his  inspection. 
It  was  a  reasonable  request.  The 
greatest  care  was  taken  throughout  that 
no  private  matters  should  be  disclosed ; 
the  secretary  was  always  put  forward  to 
see  fair-play.  It  was  a  reasonable 
request,  but  Messrs.  Monro  refused  to 
accede  to  it,  and  they  were  perfectly 
within  their  right  in  so  doing.  Had 
they  consented,  I  suppose  the  results 
would  have  been  somewhat  scarifying. 
The  Commissioners  then  asked  Mr. 
Parnell  fco  authorise  Messrs.  Monro  to 
produce  the  accounts.  What,  in  the  cir- 
cumstances, would  any  honourable  man 
unjustly  charged  with  crime  have  done  ? 
Above  all,  what  might  be  expected  from 
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a  man  on  whom  sitting  here  rests  the 
responsibility  of  assisting  in  making  laws 
for  the  government  of  his  countrymen  ? 
Would  he  not  have  said,  "  Yes,  by  all 
means.  Here  is  the  authority"  ?  Wliat  was 
the  answer  of  the  Member  for  Cork? 
"  I  refuse  to  give  it."  A  kind  of  game 
of  hunt  the  slipper  or  thimblerigging 
was  being  played  by  the  clerks  in  the 
office  with  the  books,  and  the  man  who 
had  the  key  coolly  refused  to  hand  it 
over  to  square  off  the  accounts. 

Mb.  sexton  :  As  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork  is  absent,  and  the 
Report  does  not  state  the  reason,  I  will 
explain  in  one  sentence  why  my  hon. 
Friend  refused.  He  declined  to  place  a 
statement  of  the  financial  resources 
of  his  Party  at  the  disposal  of  his  political 
opponents. 

•Sir  C.  lewis  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
thinks  that  my  poor  voice  will  not  be 
able  to  stand  up  against  these  interrup- 
tions he  is  mistaken.  I  shall  proceed 
till  I  have  concluded.  To  prove  what  I 
have  said  I  will  quote  from  the  Report, 
page  97 — 

•*  We,  therefore,  requested  Mr.  Parnell  to  give 
aathority  to  Messrs.  Monro  to  produce  the 
accounts  relating  to  the  Land  League.  This 
he  lefoaed  to  do." 

This  is  a  point  blank  refusal  by  the 
Member  for  Cork  to  an  application  than 
which  nothing  could  be  more  proper  in  a 
Court  of  Justice.  The  Commissioners 
concluded — 

**  On  this  subject  we'may  Bay  generally  that 
we  have  not  received  from  Mr.  Parnell  and  the 
officers  of  the  Land  Leagae  the  assistance  we 
were  entitled  to  expect  in  the  investigation  of 
the  Land  Leagae  accoants,  in  order  that  it 
might  be  seen  how  its  funds  were  expended.'' 

When  we  find  an  institution  like  the 
Land  League,  which  professes  to  be  the 
Government  of  Ireland,  which  has  enor- 
mous funds  provided  by  persons  in 
America  who  are  not  distinguished  by 
their  loyalty,  so  anxious  to  prevent  dis- 
closure and  punishment  when  it  is  due,  I 
think  we  may  draw  our  own  inferences. 
There  is,  however,  a  still  more  painful  part 
of  the  subject.  There  is  one  hon.  Member 
who  has  always  stood  high  in  the  ranks 
of  the  Home  Rule  Party,  and  high  in  the 
estimation  of  his  opponents,  the  hon. 
Member  who  is  my  successor  in  the  re- 
presentation of  Derry  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy).  [Iloine  Rule  cheers  and 
laughter.^  Oh,  there  is  no  sting  left  in 
my  mind.    I  had  not  to  wait  long  before  I 


found  another  constituency,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  I  should  be  well  received  in  Derry 
if  I  went  back  there  now.  The  part  of  the 
case  with  which  Iwish  to  deal  will  be  fully 
appreciated  by  lawyers.  The  Commis- 
sioners, in  analogy  to  the  practice  of 
Courts  of  Justice,  made  an  order  on  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derry  to  make  an 
affidavit  of  documents  and  books 
which  he  had  in  his  possession.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Derry  made  an  affi- 
davit, and  will  it  be  believed  that  this 
affidavit  was  to  the  effect  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  in  his  possession  the  books, 
especially  the  books  of  account,  for  the 
years  1881-2,  and,  I  think,  1883  ?  [Mr. 
Sexton  :  He  did  not  swear  that.  Sir.  C. 
Lewis.]  Then  the  able  gentleman  who 
acted  as  solicitor  for  the  defendants  got  up 
and  said  that  there  had  been  some  mistake. 
After  an  affidavit  of  this  character  by  a 
Member  of  the  Legislature,  it  was  taid 
in  Court  that  there  had  been  some 
mistake.  These  books  have  been  run 
after  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Fermanagh 
(Mr.  H.  Campbell),  but  have  never  been 
found  since  they  we  re  in  the  hands  or  power 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derry.  Yet  these 
books  were  the  very  books  which  would 
have  elucidated  the  truth  and  shown  the 
expenditure  of  the  Land  League  in 
1881-2,  and  whether  those  who  con- 
ducted that  organisaticJn  were  honest 
men  or  villains.  This,  of  course,  was 
looked  upon  most  gravely  by  the  Judges. 
They  had  been  used  all  their  lives  to 
Courts  of  Justice,  and,  knowing  the 
importance  of  an  affidavit  of  docu- 
ments and  their  production,  they 
of  course  expected  that  some  decent 
excuse  would  have  been  tendered  before 
them  to  explain  this  mysterious  dis- 
appearance of  the  books.  Every  day 
some  explaination  was  expected,  but  no 
explanation  came.  In  the  face  of  the 
country  this  surely  is  one  of  the  charges 
which  have  to  be  answered.  Instead  of 
our  being  taken  back  two  centuries  or 
to  the  Reform  Bill,  let  us  have  some 
answer  as  to  the  present,  and  some 
elucidation  of  this  wonderful  spiriting 
away  of  the  evidence. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.  Rugby)  :  I 
rise  to  order  on  a  point  of  fact,  because 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derry  is  not  here. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  The 
hon.  Member  for  Derry  will  have  an 
opportunity  hereafter  of  speaking. 

♦Sir  C.  lewis  :  When  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber obtains  the  opportunity  of  moving 
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his  Amendmeut  he  will  be  able  to  offer 
an  explanation.  Well,  this  was  the  last 
scene  in  this  "  strange  eventful  history." 
Several  people  were  engaged  in  Ihis 
little  faux  pas.  There  was  Mr.  Alexander 
Phillips,  who  was  so  useful  in  connection 
with  the  two  sums  of  £6.  Then  there 
were  Mr.  Mahony  and  Miss  Stritch,  who 
played  important  parts  in  the  wonderful 
drama.  The  Judges  took  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  in  the  matter,  but  at  last  got 
tired  of  the  long  series  of  explanations 
interjected  like  the  interruptions  to 
which  I  have  been  subjected  to-day. 
It  was  stated  that  the  list  of  books  came 
from  Mr.  Brady.  Where  was  Mr.  Brady  ? 
He  was  frequently  in  Court,  and  might 
have  afforded  information.  But  they 
never  put  Mr.  Brady  into  the  box. 
Any  jury  would,  under  such  circum- 
stances, have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
they  had  the  books  and  wilfully  refused 
to  produce  them.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  taken 
a  course  in  regard  to  these  matters 
which  has  exposed  me  to  some  criti- 
cism. I  hope  my  right  hon.  Friends  below 
me  will  forgive  me  after  such  a  long  time. 
I  appeal  especially  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.Goschen),  and  remind 
him  that  I  have  belonged  to  the  Con- 
servative Party  for  very  many  years, 
and  have  made  great  sacrifices  on  its 
bihalf .  In  regg,rd  to  this  matter,  I  have 
scarcely  received  justice  at  the  hands  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  himself  a  neophyte 
of  the  Conservative  Party,  did  not  think 
it  wrong  to  goto  his  constituents  and  give 
vent  to  gibes  against  me  for  the  cours3 
I  took  in  moving  the  Privilege  Motion 
which  led  to  the  suggestion  made 
opposite  for  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  these  charges  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and  his  friends. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  have 
been  more  cautious.  He  might  have 
left  unsaid  what  he  then  said,  for  it  is 
now  rising  up  in  pleasaat  judgment 
against  him.  When  I  made  my  Motion 
in  May,  1887,  I  stood  almost  alone,  and 
had  not  the  support  of  half  a  dozen 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House ;  but 
'  that  Motion  has  been  justified  by  events. 
Before  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
remained  perfectly  silent  under  the 
charges  made  against  them;  but  the 
Motion  applied  the  necessary  motive- 
force,  and  directly  led  to  the  appoint- 
ment cf  this  Commission.  From  the 
inquiry  carried  out  by  the  Commissioners 
Sir  C.  Lewis 


both  the  country  and  the  Govern- 
ment and  even  hon.  Members  opposite 
have  derived  great  benefit.  No  doubt 
hon.  Members  have  been  able  to 
clear  themselves  of  some  charges 
brought  against  them ;  but  the  Com- 
mission has  been  the  means  of  unmask- 
ing a  gross  conspiracy,  and  of  showing 
how  Ireland  has  been  the  victim  of  gross 
intrigues  hatched  in  some  cases  across 
the  Atlantic.  The  Commission  has  set 
forth  plainly  that  there  has  been  for  a 
long  time,  in  existence  a  conspiracy 
against  the  State,  carried  out  by  all  sorts 
of  contrivances,  offences,  and  intimida- 
tion. If  the  country  gets  released  from 
this  conspiracy  by  the  unparalleled  ad- 
ministration of  the  Chief  Secretary,  i1^ 
will  be  because  he  had  had  the  courage 
to  repel  with  scorn  the  attacks  made  upon 
him  by  hon.  Members  opposite.  We  are 
fighting  in  a  great  and  a  holy  cause .  [Home 
Rtde  latighter.]  Yes,  a  holy  cause,  for  it 
is  one  which  has  for  its  object  to  throw 
the  segis  of  the  State  over  every  private 
individual,  and  to  bring  criminals  to 
justice,  not  only  at  the  criminal  bar, 
but  at  the  bar  of  public  opinion  ;  and  if 
we  fail  in  any  of  these  endeavours,  it 
will  not  be  because  we  have  been  un- 
true  to  the  cause  and  to  the  duty  which 
we  owe  to  the  citizens  of  the  country, 
but  because  the  commission  of  crime  has 
baen  followed  by  something  far  more 
cute  and  clever,  namely,  by  a  gross 
and  deliberate  withholding  of  evi- 
dence that  ought  to  have  been  willingly 
produced  instead  of  carefully  concealed 
and  even  destroyed. 

*(4.50.)  MR.BRYCE(Aberdeen,S.):The 
hon.  Member  has  spoken  of  a  holy  cause ; 
but  seldom  has  a  holy  cause  been  sup- 
ported in  a  less  scrupulous  manner,  and 
with  such  a  total  want  of  taste  and  good 
feeling  as  that  shown  by  him.  The 
hon.  Member  complained  of  inter- 
ruptions; but  he  drew  every  one 
of  these  upon  himself  by  his  misstate* 
ments — innocent  misstatements  possibly, 
but  misstatements  which  care  would 
have  prevented.  He  quoted  passages  of 
the  Rieport  without  their  context,  and  in 
a  manner  to  put  a  false  and  improper 
sense  upon  what  the  Commissioners  really 
said ;  and  I  thought  that  if  the  Com- 
missioners had  been  present,  they  would 
have  risen  repeatedly  to  correct 
his  perversions  of  their  findings. 
But,  turning  away  from  the  bitter 
and  painful  spirit  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  has  introduced  into  the  debate,  let 
me  remind  the  House  of  the  main  issue 
before  it.  There  is  a  Motion  and  an 
Amendment.  The  Motion  asks  the 
House  to  adopt  the  Report.  The  Amend- 
ment asks  the  House  to  express  its 
opinion  with  regard  to  certain  portions  of 
the  Report.  What  is  the  meaningof  adopt- 
ing the  Report  ?  It  means  that  the  House 
approves  the  Report  in  all  its  fulness,  and 
considers  that  it  deals  adequately  and 
satisfactorily  with  the  matters  referred 
to  the  Commission.  Is  the  House  in  that 
sense  prepared  to  adopt  the  Report  ?  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind,  as  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  pointed  out,  that  this 
Commission  is  quite  unique  and  without 
precedent.  Its  appointment  was,  in  fact, 
an  abdication  by  the  House  of  one  of 
its  own  duties,  that  of  guarding  the 
character  of  its  own  Members.  But, 
irrespective  of  this,  there  is  an  omission 
in  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
which  makes  it  an  unsatisfactory  docu- 
ment. The  Commissioners  themselves 
state  that  they  had  not  deemed  it  their 
duty  to  inquire  whether  the  conduct 
of  which  hon.  Members  were  accused 
could  be  palliated  or  condoned  by  the 
circumstances  of  the  time.  They  put 
aside  a  vast  mass  of  matter  as  being  fit 
for  the  consideration  of  historians  and 
politicians,  but  not  for  their  own.  This, 
as  I  shall  attempt  to  show,  prevents 
their  Report  from  being  a  complete  or 
adequate  deliverance,  such  as  this  House 
can  adopt.  I  do  not  desire  to  repeat  the 
distinction  that  has  been  drawn  between 
the  personal  and  the  political  charges. 
But  it  must  be  admitted  that  the  ques- 
tions referred  to  the  Commissioners  were 
partly  questions  of  bare  fact  and  partly 
questions  in  which  the  circumstances  sur- 
rounding the  bare  facts  formed  the  main 
element  of  inquiry,  and  without  investi- 
gating which  the  examination  of  bare 
facts  was  of  little  value.  What  were  the 
questions  of  bare  fact  to  be  investigated  ? 
Did  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  write 
certain  letters  ?  Did  he  and  his  friends 
incite  to  the  commission  of  crime  ?  Were 
the  respondents  privy  to  the  commission 
of  crime,  and  did  they  aid  criminals  to 
escape?  These  were  questions  which 
were,  no  doubt,  proper  for  the  Commis- 
sioners to  decide.  It  was,  indeed,  for 
these  questions  that  the  Commission  was 
appointed.  It  was  on  account  of  these 
charges  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
challenged    to    bring    an     action,    and 


these  were  indeed  the  only  charges  about 
which  there  was  any  substantial  doubt. 
The  other  matters  of  fact,  such  as  the 
existence  of  boycotting  and  the  speeches 
in  which  it  had  been  advocated  or  de- 
fended, were  matters  about  which 
there  was,  practically,  no  controversy. 
The  Commissioners  have  made  a  deliver- 
ance to  the  effect  that  the  Member  for 
Cork  did  not  write  the  letters ;  that  the 
respondents  did  not  incite  to  drime ; 
that  they  were  not  privy  to  murders ; 
that  they  did  not  aid  criminals  to  escape  ; 
that  the  Land  League  did  make  some 
payments  to  persons  accused  of  crime, 
and  did  compensate  those  injured,  though 
ihey  have  given  these  two  last  deliver- 
ances on  very  scanty  evidence  and 
stretched  very  widely  in  giving  them 
the  dangerous  doctrine  of  constructive 
liability.  I  am  not  now  arguing  whether 
these  findings  are  right  or  not.  I  am 
putting  it  to  the  House  that  as  respects 
these  matters  we  have  a  Report  that 
is  satisfactory,  because  plain  and  clear, 
and  addressed  to  questions  of  bare  and 
simple  fact.  Were  we  only  to  adopt 
the  findings  of  the  Commission  simply 
dealing  with  facts  like  these,  I  should 
support  the  Motion;  but  looking 
at  the  other  side  of  the  question, 
can  we  give  a  similar  answer?  The 
other  questions  are  questions  that  involve 
not  merely  poinls  of  bare  fact,  but  conduct 
extending  over  a  seric  s  of  yeara  and  intri- 
cate matters  of  policy.  "Did  the  respond- 
ents combine  against  the  paymentof  rent  ?'' 
"  Did  they  abuse  the  power  which  they 
wielded  over  Irish  public  opinion 'f" 
because  that  is  what  is  meant  by  the 
charge  of  boycotting.  "Did  they  co- 
operate with  the  American  Party  of  vio- 
lence, or  did  they  profit  by  the  help  of  the 
American  Party  of  violence  ?"  and  "  Did 
they  aim  at  the  independence  of  Ireland?" 
These  are  in  a  certain  sense  questions  of 
fact ;  but  the  bare  fact  goes  but  a 
little  way  in  the  determination  of  the 
character  of  the  conduct  which  the 
respondents  are  found  to  have  pursued. 
The  question  of  fact  does  not  imply 
moral  or  even  legal  judgment,  because 
I  appeal  to  lawyers  whether  these  are 
not  questions  upon  which  it  would  be 
in  the  power  of  a  jury,  if  certain  facts 
were  proved,  nevertheless  to  return  a 
verdict  of  not  guilty,  seeing  that  the 
issue  of  guilty  or  not  guilty  leaves 
it  to  the  jury  to  take  into  view  all 
the     surrouning     circumstances,    and 
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pronounce  whether,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, there  is  guilt  or  not.  A 
combination  may  be  justifiable  or  not 
according  to  circumstances;  some  cir- 
cumstances would  make  it  a  criminal 
conspiracy,  and  others  would  make  it 
lawful  combination ;  and  to  call  a 
combination  a  conspiracy  does  not  make 
it  a  guilty  combination  unless  the  verdict 
of  the.  jury  declares  it  to  be  so.  It  is 
the  same  as  regards  boycotting  and  in- 
timidation. They  are  what  may  be  called 
a  misuse  of  public  opinion.  The  power 
of  public  opinion  is  one  to  which  we  are 
all  amenable,  and  without  which,  acting 
over  and  above  the  law,  and  often  in 
cases  which  law  cannot  reach,  society 
could  not  .get  on  for  a  day.  The  charge 
made  here  is  really  that  these  respondents 
tried  before  the  Commission  have  carried 
that  power  of  public  opinion  too  far  ;  that 
instead  of  allowing  people  their  legitimate 
and  natural  freedom  they  have  directed 
popular  feeling  so  as  to  deprive  certain 
persons  of  the  exercise  of  that  freedom. 
But  that  is  a  question  of  degree.  Boy- 
cotting is  not  like  burglary,  which  is 
wrong  jper  se\-  the  culpability  of  it 
depends  upon  the  extent  to  which  it  is 
carried,  the  object  it  is  designed  to 
effect,  and  the  attendant  circumstances. 
I  do  not  deny  that  boycotting  and 
intimidation  were  in  Ireland  pushed 
beyond  what  could  be  justified ;  but 
I  say  it  is  absurd  to  examine  into 
the  question  of  boycotting  and  intimida- 
tion unless  you  look  at  motives  and  aims. 
At  the  time  when  Austria  held  part  of 
Italy,  Austrian  officials  and  officers  were 
boycotted  in  Italy,  and  all  free  countries 
sympathised  with  the  Italians.  The 
boycotting  was  necessary,  because  the 
Italians  were  under  the  law  of  force, 
which  was  opposed  to  the  national  good, 
and  no  weapons,  except  those  of  extra 
legal  action,  remained  to  the  people.  I  do 
not  say  the  case  is  exactly  parallel  with 
that  of  Ireland  ;  but,  still,  it  is  an  instance 
in  which  boycotting  was  justifiable,  and 
which  shows  that  you  cannot  determine 
without  examination  whether  it  is  or  not. 
.  I  will  even  go  so  far  as  to  say  that 
in  like  manner  the  conduct  of  the 
Times  in  this  particular  matter — grossly 
culpable  as  it  was — ought  to  be  judged 
by  the  consideration  of  all  the  circum- 
stances in  which  it  took  the  action  it  did. 
If  the  Times  had  been  endeavouring  to 
do  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  a  private 
wrong  from  purely  private  motives,  if  it 
Mr.  Bryc€ 


had  published  the  letters  out  of  sheer 
personal  private  mialice,  with  the  object 
of  taking  away  his  personal  and  private 
character,  we  should  have  been  disposed 
to  deal  with  it  even  more  severely  than 
we  now  are.     I  knew  the  late  Mi,  Mac 
Donald,   and   I   believe   that    Mr.   Mac 
Donald  and  those  others  who  acted  with 
him — I  do  not  include  Houston  among 
them,  for  a  deeper  and  darker  stain  rests 
upon  him — would  have  been  incapable 
of  acting  as  they  did  in  the  publication 
of  the  forgeries  if  they  had  been  ani- 
mated   by    a    desire    bom    of    private 
malice  or  selfish  private  interest.     They 
acted  as  they  did  because  they  were  the 
victims  of  an   invincible   political   pre- 
judice  against  the   Irish   cause  and  its 
leaders  ;  and  therefore  they  were  predis- 
posed to  believe  everything  that  was  bad 
of  them,  and  to  assume  in  every  case  of 
doubt  that  it  must  be  decided  against  the 
Irish  Members.  I  do  not  put  that  conduct, 
bad  sts  it  was,  upon  quite  the  same  level 
as  conduct  prompted  by  private  malice. 
In  condemning  severely   the  conduct  of 
the  Timss,  we  must  judge  it  exactly  as 
we   judge  the  extreme  things  done  and 
said  by  some  of  the  respondents  ;  that  is 
to  say,  we  must  remember  that  in  the 
prosecution  of  a  political  contest  many 
unjustifiable   things  are   done   in   heat, 
which  cannot  be  considered  apart  from 
the  circumstances  under  which  they  were 
done.     I    will    not   pursue    the    other 
points  on  which  it  may  be  shown  that 
the   findings   of   the  Commissioners  on 
those  questions  which  were  not  of  bare 
fact,  but  involved  the  circumstances  of 
the  time,  are  deprived  of  the  value  which 
might  have  attached  to  them.     I  will, 
in  passing,  only  give  one  single  instance. 
The  Commissioners  find  that  the  action 
of  the  Land  League  had  been  particu- 
larly energetic  in  the  Counties  of  Gkdway, 
Mayo,  and  Sligo,  where  also  there  were 
large    numbera    of   outrages,    and  they 
attribute     the     outrages   to  the   action 
of    the    Land    League ;     but    they    do 
not  advert  to  the  fact  that  evictions  had 
been  numerous  in   those    counties  and 
distress   had   been  great   owing  to  bad 
harvests,  although  this  was  obviously  the 
ultimate  cause  both  of  evictions  and  of 
outrages.      Such    omissions  reduce   the 
value  of  the  conclusions  of  the  Commis^ 
sioners,  and,  sometimes  wholly  destroy 
them,  and    therefore  the  House  cannot 
accept  their    findings    as   an    adequate 
treatment  of  the  case.  Now  I  come  to  the 
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Amendment.  It  is  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  to  make  the  Report  intel- 
ligible and  fairly  and  justly  complete  by 
adding  something  to  it  to  qualify  it.  If 
we  do  not  adopt  the  Report  what  course 
can  we  adopt?  The  natural  course  is 
to  express  the  feeling  which  the 
perusal  of  it  forces  upon  our  minds.  ! 
Some  eminent  man  once  said  that  when 
one  is  in  doubt  in  a  moment  of  delicacy  ; 
as  to  what  course  to  take  the  right 
course  to  adopt  was  to  do  the  natural 
thing,  to  say  or  do  what  the  spon- 
taneous impulse  of  the  moment  sug- 
gested. What  is  it  our  honour  and  con- 
science suggests  to  us  with  regard  to  this 
Report?  It  is  a  pity  there  is  not 
prefixed  to  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners the  form  in  which  the 
charges  preferred  against  the  Irish 
Members  were  made,  for  without  a 
careful  perusal  of  those  abominable 
and  dreadful  charges  it  is  impossible  to 
adequately  to  feel  the  contrast  between 
them  and  the  findings  on  the  charges 
formulated  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners. It  is  most  interesting  to 
conipare  these  terrible  charges  with  the 
form  which  the  charges  took  when  they 
had  passed  through  the  refrigerating 
medium  of  lawyers'  minds  and  came 
to  be  stated  in  the  beginning  of 
this  Report.  But  anyone  making  that 
comparison,  and  then  looking  to  the 
findings  in  the  Report,  can  only 
feel  one  impulse  with  regard  to  the 
course  which  should  now  be  taken,  and 
that  is  to  express  intense  regret  that 
such  charges  were  ever  made  against 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  satisfaction  that  they  have  been  com- 
pletely disproved.  If  so,  why  should  we 
shrink  from  putting  our  feelings  of 
satisfaction  on  record  ?  We  are  told  that 
the  acquittals  do  not  stand  alone,  and 
that  there  are  serious  condemnations  on 
other  counts  in  the  indictment  brought 
against  the  Members  from  Ireland.  I 
will  therefore  ask  the  House  to 
examine  the  other  findings  and  see 
whether  they  contain  anything  to 
prevent  us  expressing  satisfaction  with 
the  acquittal  on  the  gravest  charges.  One 
of  the  findings  is  that  hon.  Members 
tolerated  the  language  of  the  party  of 
violence  in  America,  and  profited  by 
subscriptions  from  that  party.  In  con- 
nection with  that,  I  would  like  to  ask 
hon.  Members  whether  one  of  the  most 


difficult  positions  which  we  have  to 
decide  is  not  how  far  we  can  co-operafe 
with  those  with  whom  we  agree  in  part 
and  disagreed  in  part.  Let  us  take  the 
case  of  the  National  movement  in  Italy. 
The  leaders  of  that  movemert  were 
obliged  to  carry  on  a  struggle  against 
Austrian  and  domestic  oppressors  for 
many  years.  They  had  to  carry  on  that 
struggle  by  means  of  conspiracy,  and 
had  frequently  to  plan  insurrection. 
There  were  also  in  Italy  secret  conspi- 
racies of  violent,  but  patriotic,  men,  who 
went  by  the  name  of  Carbonari,  whose 
practice  it  was  to  act  occasionally  by 
assassination;  and  it  was  frequently 
necessary  for  men  so  great  and  good  as 
Mazzini  to  know  what  was  beii^g 
done  by,  and  thus  to  incur  the 
reproach  of  being  more  or  less  connected 
with,  the  Carbonari.  It  will  not,  I 
think,  be  said  that  ]\[azziui  and  his  asso- 
ciates are  less  entitled  to  the  grateful 
remembrance  of  their  country  because 
they  were  sometimes  obliged  to  know, 
andjjwere  not  always  able  to  prevent,  the 
regrettable  acts  of  these  violent  and 
dangerous  members  of  the  Nation?il 
Party.  I  really  think  this  question 
ol  co-operation  with  persons  whom  t.iiey 
do  not  quite  agree  with  must  have 
frequently  been  in  the  minds  of  •  leaders 
of  Parties  in  this  House.  Gentlemen 
opposite  must  often  have  had  to 
consider,  during  1884  and  1885,  how  far 
they  could  co-operate  with  the  Irish 
Members.  Wlien  the  Liberals  sat  on 
the  Ministerial  side  they  were  in  the 
habit  of  seeing  Members  of  the  Opposi- 
tion and  of  the  Fourth  Party  frequently 
holding  sweet  converse  with  the  Irish 
Members,  and  hatchinof  little  plots  with 
them,  whose  meaning  was  revealed  in  a 
surprise  Division  on  the  following 
day,  like  the  Division  on  the  expedi- 
tion to  Tokar.  There  must  often  have 
been  grave  questions  of  conscience  pre- 
sented to  the  minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  but  they  solved  those  questions 
in  1885  by  entering  into  an  alliance  with 
the  Irish  Party.  In  the  conversation 
across  the  Table  which  took  place  the 
other  night,  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach)  did 
not  venture  to  deny  that  the  Conserva- 
tive Government  of  1885  had  deter- 
mined, before  they  came  into  office,  not 
to  renew  the  Coercion  Bill,  nor  did  he 
deny  that  that  decision  had  been  com- 
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mtinicated  to  the  Irish  Members.  If  that 
was  not  to  be  called  a  bargain,  it  had  all 
the  substantial  effect  of  a  bargain,  and  it 
carried  to  the  Tory  Party  the  benefits  of 
a  bargain.  I  do  not  suppose  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  the  other 
leaders  of  the  Irish  Party  had  any  more 
diflScult  question  before  them  during  the 
years  from  1880  to  1886,  than  the  ques- 
tion of  how  they  were  to  daal  with  the 
Fenian  Party.  Are  hon.  Members 
opposite  aware  that  the  Irish  Republican 
Brotherhood  expelled  Mr.  Davitt  becaus3 
he  founded  the  Land  League?  Are 
they  aware  of  that  remarkable  Resolu- 
tion of  the  Brotherhood,  in  which  they 
not  obscurely  threatened  the  leaders  of  the 
Irish  Constitutional  Party  with  a  speedy 
close  to  their  career  if  they  persisted  in 
their  course  of  a  peaceful  Parliamentary 
agitation  ?  These  are  facts  of  the  utmost 
importance,  and  facts  of  which  the  Com- 
missioners have  not  a  single  word  to  say. 
Surely,  to  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  not  tied  by  legal  rules,  it 
is  a  most  material  fact,  in  enabling  us 
to  judge  the  conduct  of  the  respon- 
dents, that  the  Constitutional  leaders 
were  continually  embarrassed  by  the 
action  of  the  extreme  party.  I  believe 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  did  all  hh 
possibly  could  to  keep  back  the  extreme 
party,  and  that,  if  he  had  separated  him- 
S3lf  entirely  from  it,  ths  res  alts  would 
probably  have  been  far  worse.  But  be 
that  as  it  may,  I  entreat  the  House  to 
have  some  charity  for  the  conduct  of  the 
Irish  leaders  in  such  a  difficult  position. 
We  are  told  that  this  is  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy. Hon.  Members  seem  to  think  that 
any  man  guilty  of  such  a  conspiracy  ought 
to  have  hard  labour.  [Mr.  Maclure  : 
Hear,  hear  !]  I  will  endeavour  to  show 
the  hon.  Member  who  says  "  hear,  hear  " 
that  he  may  have  himself  been  guilty  of 
such  a  conspiracy.  Suppose  that  any 
two  barristers,  thinking  that  a  colleague 
was  not  acting  up  to  the  strictest  standard 
of  professional  good  taste — that,  for  in- 
•  tance,  he  was  touting  for  briefs — were 
to  tell  an  attorney  that  he  ought  not  to 
employ  him,  that  would  be  a  criminal 
conspiracy.  Or  suppose  any  two  Prim- 
rose Dames,  in  the  innocence  of  their 
hearts,  said  to  one  another  they  did  not 
think  that  any  good  Churchwoman 
ought  to  give  her  custom  to  a 
dissenting  grocer,  and  that  they  would 
promise  one  another  to  do  so  no  longer, 
Mr.  Bryce 


they  would  be  guilty  of  a  criminal 
conspiracy.  [Mr.  Maclure  :  Hear,  hear  ! 
aiid  laughter^  I  am  glad  I  carry  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  with  me. 
I  put  these  extreme  caises,  in  which 
really  no  jury  would  dreaA  of  bringing 
in  a  verdict  of  guilty,  to  show  there 
is  nothing  so  terrible  in  the  ex- 
pression "criminal  conspiracy."  It 
merely  means  a  conspiracy  for  which  a 
man  may  be  indicted,  but  as  we  are  told 
that  every  moment  in  our  lives  we  are 
imbibing  microbes,  so  I  suppose  that  there 
are  few  hon.  Members  who  at  some 
moment  of  their  lives  have  not  been 
guilty  of  a  criminal  conspiracy.  The 
moral  guilt  which  is  involved  in  a  so-called 
criminal  conspiracy  depends  entirely  upon 
the  circumstances  of  the  case.  In  this 
case,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  criminal 
conspiracy  for  which  the  respon- 
dents were  condemned  was  one  into 
which  two-thirds  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  entered.  Hon.  Members  will 
remember  the  famous  phrase  of  Mr. 
Burke  that  he  could  not  draw  an  indict- 
ment against  a  nation,  but  the  Commis- 
sioners have  found  a  nation  guilty  of  a 
criminal  conspiracy.  They  have  found 
it  guilty  by  omitting  to  notice  or  realise 
the  fact  that  it  was  a  whole  nation 
that  had  conspired.  Then  I  come 
to  the  charge  against  the  respon- 
dents that  they  have  endeavoured  to 
obtain  the  independence  of  Ireland. 
To  endeavour  to  obtain  the  independence 
of  Ireland  would  not  be  an  offence 
unless  violent  means  were  contemplated. 
Canada  is  just  as  much  a  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  dominions  as  Ireland,  and 
there  exist  in  Canada  societies  whose 
aim  it  is  to  obtain  the  independence  of 
Canada,  or  even  to  obtain  the  union  of 
Canada  with  the  United  States,  but  no 
one  thinks  of  prosecuting  the  members 
of  those  societies.  If  they  proposed  to 
attain  their  object  in  a  perfectly  legal 
way  no  one  would  think  of  endeavouring 
to  prevent  them.  Looking  at  the  matter 
even  from  a  purely  legal  point  of  view, 
it  is  not  necessarily  a  culpable  act  to  en- 
deavour to  obtain  the  independence  of 
Ireland. 

It  being  half  an  hour  after  five  of  the 
clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  to-morrow. 
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INFECTIOUS  DISEASE  (PREVENTION ) 
BILL.— (No  80.) 
Bill   read  a  second    time,   and   com- 
mitfced  for  Monday  next. 

PUBLIC   HEALTH    ACTS   AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  96.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan) :  I  beg 
to  move  that  this  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid)  :  I  object. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL :  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  perseveie  with  his 
objection,  as  it  is  yory  important  that 
this  stage  of  the  measure  should  be  taken 
as  soon  as  possible,  in  order  that  it  may 
afterwards  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

♦Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton) :  I  would  remind  the  House  that 
there  is  another  Bill  on  the  same  subject 
a  little  lower  down  on  the  Paper.  That  Bill 
was  brought  in  by  myself,  and  I  suggest 
that  the  House  should  accept  both  these 
measures,  and  that  they  should  then  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  in  order 
that  the  necessary  means  may  be  devised  of 
carrying  out  a  very  effective  and  desir- 
able reform.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
accept  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  unless  my  own  Bill  is  also  read 
a  second  time  to-day,  and  both  of  them 
referred  to  the  same  Committee,  which 
course,  I  believe,  will  meet  the  views  of 
the  Local  Government  Board. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Dorset  (?).: 
I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Tanner)  will 
not  press  his  objection  after  what  has 
just  been  stated. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  F.  S.  Powell)  assent 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  in  the 
event  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  withdraw- 
ing his  objection  ? 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL-:  Yes. 

Dr.  tanner  :  But  I  must  really  ask 
for  some  explanation.  I  shall,  however, 
withdraw  my  objection  on  the  under- 
standing that  both  Bills  are  to  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mr,  F.  S.  POWELL  :  What  has  taken 
place  is  that  the  Sanitary  Committee  has 
been  overburdened  with  work  for  several 
Sessions,  and  I  have  been  asked  by  the 
Committee  to  marshall  the  clauses  they 


have  been  passing  into  something  like 
an  appreciable  form.  They  have  been  so. 
marshalled  and,  in  that  form,  have  been 
duly  adopted  by  the  Committee.  In  the 
form  they  have  thus  assumed,  they  will 
be  the  means  of  effecting  a  great  saving 
of  time  and  also  of  expense  to  the 
parties. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
this  Bill  be  read  a  second  time."  Motion 
agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

SOLICITORS  (MAGISTRACY)  BILL. 
(No.  99.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Mr.  MACLURE  (Stretford)  :  I  beg  to 
move  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time.  The  object  of  the  measure  is 
mainly  to  remove  a  disqualification  under 
which  solicitors  are  at  present  with 
regard  to  being  able  to  sit  on  a  County 
Bench  of  Magistrates.  The  Bill  is 
acceptable  to  the  solicitors  in  the  High 
Court  of  Justice. 

Motion  made,  a,nd  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'' — (Mr  Maclure,) 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  think  this  is  a 
subject  which  ought  to  attract  the  atten- 
tion of  one  of  the  responsible  Law  Officers, 
or  at  any  rate  of  some  hon.  or  right  hon. 
Gentleman  experienced  in  legal  matters, 
who  might  favour  us  with  his  opinion  on 
the  point.  For  my  own  part,  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  solicitors,  who  of 
course  have  some  knowledge  of  law, 
would  make  very  good  magistrates.  I 
should  like  to  hear  why  it  is  that 
solicitors  have  been  hitherto  excluded 
from  the  Bench  of  Magistrates.  It 
appears  to  me  a  singular  thing  that  this 
exclusion  has  been  maintained,  and  that 
there  must  have  been  some  reason  for  it, 
and  as  one  of  the  uninitiated  I  should 
like  some  explanation  of  the  fact.  The 
House  ought,  I  think,  to  have  the  assur- 
ance of  some  responsible  Law  Officer  that 
this  measure  would  have  a  beneficial 
effect.  The  only  reason  that  occurs  to 
mo  for  the  exclusion  of  solicitors  from 
the  Magisterial  Bench  is  that  they  might 
curry  favour  with  the  other  magistrates, 
and  so  undermine  the  administration  of 
justice  in  furtherance  of  their  own  pro- 
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fessional  ends.     I  do  not  know  whether 
they  are  allowed  to  act  in  boronghs. 
.    An  hon.  Member:   They  can  act   in 
boroughs. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Well,  if  they  can  act 
in  boronghs  I  do  not  see  why  they  should 
not  also  act  in  counties. 

Mr.  MACLURE  :  Solicitors  who  are 
made  magistrates  are  to  be  specially  ex- 
cluded under  this  Bill  from  acting  in  any 
Court  within  the  county  in  which  their 
mfln-isterial  functions  are  exercised. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Am  to  I  understand 
that  this  Bill  will  only  allow  solicitors  to 
act  as  magistrates  in  districts  in  which 
they  do  not  practice  ? 

Mr.  MACLURE:  They  are  not  to 
practice  in  any  Court  of  first  instance  in 
counties  wherein  they  may  act  as  magis- 
trates. 

Dr.  TANNER:  And  does  the  Bill 
also  exclude  their  partners  1 

Mr.  MACLURE :  Yes. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  am  glad  to  hear 
this,  and  to  have  had  the  explanations 
that  have  been  given  on  all  these  points, 
which  are  certainly  germane  to  thp  ques- 
tion. But  1  would  impress  on  the  House 
that  it  is  really  very  wrong  to  bring  for- 
ward in  so  crude  and  imperfect  a  way 
measures  of  this  kind,  especially  at  a 
time  when  we  arc  unable  properly  to 
discuss  them. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday,  13th  March. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS  AMEND- 

IMENT  BILL.— (No.  103.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.): 
I  beg  to  move  the  Second  Reading.  In- 
quiries having  been  made  by  those  in- 
terested in  the  Bill,  certain  Amendments 
have  been  agreed  to  and  accepted,  and  I 
would  suggest  to  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  that  the  Amendments 
can  be  pot  upon  the  Paper  after  the 
Second  Reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Howell.) 

•The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  After  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said,  I  hope  the  House 
will  agree  to  the  Second  Reading. 
Dr.  Tanner 


Mr.  ROYDEN  (Liverpool,  W.  Tox- 
teth)  :  I  object.  The  reason  of  my  ob- 
jection is  that  the  hon.  Members  for 
Liverpool  and  opponents  of  the  Bill  have 
not  yet  seen  the  Amendments. 

Mr.  HOWELL :  All  the  Amendments 
have  been  before  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  charge  of  this  Bill,  and  he  has 
assented  to  them  as  far  afi  possible.  But 
it  is  impossible  to  get  the  Amendments 
on  the  Paper  until  after  the  Second 
Reading,  which  I  hope  hon.  Members 
will  agree  to. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  (Liverpool,  Everton)  : 
I  regret  it  is  impossible  to  withdraw 
the  objection,  as  a  number  of  hon. 
Members  interested  have  not  seen  the 
Amendments. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  to- 
morrow. 

TREES  (IRELAND)  BILL  (No.  70). 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Clause  1  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddex,  Dublin 
University)  :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  to  report  Progress,  not  with 
the  view  to  opposing  the  BQl,  but  to 
enable  hon.  Members  to  put  down  certain 
Amendments. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  agree  to  the  propo- 
sition of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, though  I  would  point  out  that  this 
Bill  has  been  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Mem> 
bers  for  the  past  fortnight. 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Session  is  still 
young. 

Dk.  TANNER:  Inasmuch  as  I  have 
complained  about  hon.  Members  not 
seeing  these  Bills,  which  are  brought 
forward  in  a  crude  hasty  way,  of  course 
I  will  offer  no  opposition  to  the  Motion. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

URBAN  SANITARY  AUTHORITIES 
(FURTHER    POWERS)  BILL.— (No.    167.) 

Bill  read  a  s?r*ond  time,  and  committed 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Public 
Health  Acts  Amendment  Bill. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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IXFBCTIOTJS  DISEASE  (PREVENTION ) 
BELL.— (No  80.) 
Bill   read   a  second    time,   and   com- 
miked  for  Monday  next. 

PUBLIC    HEALTH    ACTS   AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  96.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan) :  I  beg 
to  move  that  this  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time. 

Dk.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid)  :  I  object 

Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL :  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  persevere  with  his 
objection,  as  it  is  yory  important  that 
this  stage  of  the  measure  should  be  taken 
as  soon  as  possible,  in  order  that  it  may 
afterwards  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 
•Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolverhamp- 
ton): I  would  remind  the  House  that 
there  is  another  Bill  on  the  same  subject 
a  little  lower  down  on  the  Paper.  That  Bill 
was  brought  in  by  myself,  and  I  suggest 
that  the  House  should  accept  both  these 
measures,  and  that  they  should  then  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  in  order 
that  the  necessary  means  may  be  devised  of 
carrying  out  a  very  effective  and  desir- 
able reform.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
accept  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  unless  my  own  Bill  is  also  read 
a  second  time  to-day,  and  both  of  them 
referred  to  the  same  Committee,  which 
course,  I  believe,  will  meet  the  views  of 
the  Local  Government  Board. 

Dr.  FARQUHAltSON  (Dorset  (?).: 
I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Tanner)  will 
not  press  his  objection  after  what  hiis 
jast  been  stated. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Will  the  lion.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  F.  S.  Powell)  assent 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  in  the 
event  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  i^dtlidraw- 
ing  his  objection  ? 

Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL :  Yes. 

Db.  tanner  :  But  I  must  really  ask 
fnr  some  explanation.  I  shall,  however, 
withdraw  my  objection  on  the  under- 
standing' that  both  Bills  are  to  be 
referred  to  a  Select  CJommittee. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL :  What  has  taken 

place  is  that  the  Sanitary  Committee  has 

been  overburdened  with  work  for  several 

Sessions,  and    I   have  been  asked  by  the 

Committee  to  marshall  the  clauses  thejr 


have  been  passing  into  something  like 
an  appreciable  form.  They  have  ^en  so. 
marshalled  and,  in  that  form,  have  been 
duly  adopted  by  the  Committee.  In  the 
form  they  have  thus  assumed,  they  will 
be  the  means  of  effecting  a  great  saving 
of  time  and  also  of  expense  to  the 
parties. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
this  Bill  be  read  a  second  time."  Motion 
agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

SOLICITORS  (MAGISTRACY)  BILL. 
(No.  99.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Mb.  MACLURE  (Stretford)  :  I  beg  to 
move  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time.  The  object  of  the  measure  is 
mainly  to  remove  a  disqualification  under 
which  solicitors  are  at  present  with 
regard  to  being  able  to  sit  on  a  (bounty 
Bench  of  Magistrates.  The  Bill  is 
acceptable  to  the  solicitors  in  the  High 
Court  of  Justice. 

Motion  made,  and  (Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
t inie . " — (  J//*  Jfacht  re. ) 

Dk.  TAXXER:  I  think  this  is  u 
subject  which  ought  to  attract  the  atten- 
I  tion  of  one  of  the  responsible  Law  Oflficers, 
or  at  any  rate  of  some  hon.  or  right  hon. 
'  Gentleman  experienced  in  legal  matters, 
j  who  might  favour  us  with  his  opinion  on 
'  the  point.  For  my  own  jMirt,  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  solicitors,  who  of 
course  have  some  knowledge  of  law, 
would  make  very  good  niagistnites.  I 
should  like  to  hear  why  it  is  that 
solicitors  have  been  hitherto  excluded 
from  the  Bench  of  Mapfist  rates.  It 
appears  to  me  a  singular  thing  that  this 
exclusion  has  been  maintained,  and  that 
there  must  have  been  some  reason  for  it, 
and  as  one  of  the  uninitiat-d  I  should 
like  some  explanation  of  the  fact.  The 
House  ought,  I  think,  to  have  tlie  assur- 
ance of  some  responsible  Law  Officer  that 
this  measure  would  have  a  beneficial 
effect.  The  only  reason  tliat  occurs  to 
me  for  the  exclusion  of  solicitcjrs  from 
the  AhigisterialBcncli  is  that  they  might 
curry  favour  with  the  other  magistrates, 
and  so  undermine  the  administration  oi 
justice  in  furtherance  of  their  o^n  pro- 
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opinion  that  should  come  from  my  own 
own  personal  authority.  Lord  DufEerin 
said — 

"Wide  and  broad  indeed  are  the  new  fields 
iu  which  the  Government  of  India  is  called 
upon  to  labour,  but  no  lonfi^er  as  of  aforetime 
need  it  labour  alone.  Within  the  period  we 
are  reviewing  education  has  done  i'-s  work, 
and  we  are  surroanded  on  all  sides  by  native 
gentlemen  of  great  attainments  and  intelli- 
gence, from  whose  ht-arty,  loyal,  aud  honest 
co-operation  we  may  hope  to  dtr  ve  the 
greatest  benefit.  In  fact,  to  an  administration 
so  peculiarly  t>ituate:i  a<«  oun*,  their  advice, 
assistanoc,  and  solidarity  are  essential  to  the 
successful  exercise  of  its  functions.  Nor 
do  I  regarJ  with  any  other  feelings  than 
those  of  approval  and  goodwill  their 
natnral  aspiration  to  be  more  extensively 
associated  with  their  English  rulers  in  the 
administration  of  their  own  domestic  affairs; 
and  glad  and  happy  should  I  be  if  circum- 
stances permitted  me  to  extend  and  to  place 
upon  a  wider  and  more  logical  f  >o  ii^  the 
political  status  mhich  was  so  wis«-lv  ^v^^n  a 
(generation  ago  by  that  great  statesnixn,  Lori 
Halifax,  to  such  Indian  gentlemen  as  by  their 
inflof  nee,  their  acqiiiremente,  and  the  confi- 
dence of  their  fellow-conntr^men  were  marked 
nnt  as  useful  adjuncts  to  our  Legislative 
Councils.'* 

Xow,  my  Lords,  a  year  later,  in  1888, 
Lord  DufPerin  on  the  eve  of  his  giving  up 
the  office  of  Viceroy,  alluded  to  what  he 
had  said  on  the  oc^msion  of  the  Jubilee, 
using  words  which  were  well  weighed,  and 
which  I  cannot  believe  were  uttered  by 
Lord  Dufferin  without  previous  com- 
munication with  the  Government  at 
home.  On  the  occasion  of  St.  Andrew's 
Day's  dinner,  having  quoted  the  speech 
which  he  made  at  the  Jubilee,  Lord 
DufPerin  said,  after  some  other  words — 

"  I  am  not  the  less  convinced  that  we  could, 
with  advantage  draw  more  largely  than  we 
have  hitherto  done  on  native  intelligence  and 
native  assistance  in  the  discharge  of  our  duties. 
I  have  had  ample  opportunities  of  gauging  and 
appreciating  to  its  full  extent  the  measure  of 
good  sense,  of  practical  wisdom,  and  of  experi- 
ence possessed  by  the  leading  men  of  India, 
both  among  the  great  nobles  on  the  one  hand, 
and  among  the  leisured  and  professional  classes 
on  the  other,  and  I  have  now  submitted  to 
the  Home  Authorities  some  personal  suggest 
tions  in  harmony  with  the  foregoing  views.** 

My  Lords,  such  liaving  been  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  at  home,  and 
such  having  been  the  utterances  of  the 
Viceroys  of  India,  in  respect  to  en- 
larging the  functions  and  widening  the 
basis  of  the  Jjegislative  Councils,  I  do 
not  think  that  the  Bill  now  introduced 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  can 
be  said  either  to  be  uncalled  for  or 
The  Far!  of  Xorthhrook 


in  any  scnsj  premature.  I  do  not  think 
that,  after  a  perusal  of  the  opinions  given 
by  Lord  Dufferin  which  I  have  presented 
to  your  Ix)rdships  and  placed  on  the 
Table,  and  tlie  opinions  of  the  present 
Viceroy,  Lord  liinsdowne,  after  com- 
munication with  the  several  Local  Go- 
vern ments  of  India,  your  Lordships  can 
consider  that  the  proposals  contained  in 
the  Bill  have  not  been  most  carefully 
examined  into.  They  have  undoubtedly 
met  with  the  approval  and  concurrence 
of  the  two  succeeding  Viceroys,  and,  with 
a  few  slight  exceptions,  they  have  re- 
ceived the  concurrence  of  the  Local 
Governments  of  India.  Therefore,  I  am 
sure  that  your  Lordships  may  be  satisfied 
that  in  giving,  as  is  proposed  by  this  Bill, 
additional  power  to  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cils for  the  discussion  of  the  Budgets,  and 
also  in  giving  them  the  power  of  inter- 
pellation under  certain  restrictions,  youi' 
Lordships  will  be  doing  a  wise  act,  and  an 
act  which  will  strengthen  the  hands  of  the 
Government  in  India.  On  the  subject 
of  interpellation  I  should  like  to  make 
only  one  i*emark,  and  that  is,  that 
I  agree  with  the  proposal  made  by 
the  Bill  that  it  shall  not  be  competent 
to  the  member  who  makes  the  in 
terpellation  to  follow  it  up  by  a  Motion, 
and  to  divide  the  Council  upon  the 
question.  If  a  latitude  of  that  sort  were 
to  be  allowed,  it  would  have  the  effect  of 
making  these  Legislative  Councils  in 
India,  which  are  intended  to  be,  and 
which  are,  practical  bodies,  into  bodies,  I 
am  afraid,  in  the  nature  of  debating 
societies,  because  there  could  not, 
in  India,  he  the  same  result  as  there  is 
in  this  country  of  Motions  followed  by 
Divisions.  India  is  a  long  way  from 
having  what  is  called  a  Responsible  Gk>- 
vemment,  namely,  an  Administration  com- 
posed of  men  who  possess  a  majority  in  the 
Representative  Assembly,  and,  therefore, 
Motions  and  Divisions  in  India  would  be 
more  in  the  nature  of  discussions  without 
any  pra<;tical  result,  than  in  the  nature 
of  the  practical  business  which  alone 
ought  to  be  carried  on  in  the  Legislative 
AssomblieH.  My  Lords,  in  a  proposal 
that  I  have  seen,  which  was  elaborated 
by  the  Congress  which  met  lately  at 
Bombay,  it  is  proposed  that  there  shall 
be  an  opportunity  given  in  Legislative 
Council  for  such  Motions  to  be  made  and 
Divisions  to  1x2  taken ;  and  those  who 
have  made  this  proposal  in  India,  which. 
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I  believe,  it  is  not  impossible  may  come 
before  Parliament  her^,  appaar  to  have 
seen  the  same  difficulty  that  1  have 
pointed  out — as  to  the  practical  result  to 
such  Motions,  because  they  propose  that 
in  case  the  opinion  of  the  majority  should 
not  be  concurred  in  by  the  Viceroy  or 
the  head  of  the  Local  Government,  they 
should  have  the  power  of  over-ruling  it ; 
but  that,  at  the  same  time,  an  appeal 
should  lie  to  this  country  to  a 
Standing  Committee  of  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  which  is  to  be  constituted 
for  the  purpos3  of  hearing  such  appeals, 
and  that  the  Standing  Committee  should 
have  the  power  to  call  persons  before  it 
and  take  evidence,  and  should  then  re- 
port their  opinion  to  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  on  the  subject.  I  think  that 
such  a  proposal  as  this,  making  so  fun- 
damental a  change  in  the  British  Consti- 
tution, giving  such  executive  functions 
to  a  Standing  Committee  of  the  other 
Housi  of  Parliament,  need  not  be  dis- 
cussed further.  It  only  shows,  my  Lords, 
how  difficult  it  is,  however  able  the 
men  may  be — and  some  of  the  men  who 
are  endsavouring  to  deal  with  this  sub- 
ject are  men  of  great  ability  and  great 
education — to  succeed  in  devising  a  plan 
which  would  enable  at  the  present  time 
such  Motions  to  be  made  in  the  Legisla- 
tlTd '  Councils  in  India,  and  provide  an 
appsal  to  any  authority  in  this  country 
excepting  as  now  to  the  authority 
which  has  the  duty  of  advising  Her 
Majesty  on  all  Indian  aiEairs,  namely,  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  in  Council. 
While  I  say  this,  I  must  remind  your 
Lordships  that  there  is  ample  power  by 
the  prdsent  law  whenever  any  legislation 
takes  place  in  any  of  these  Councils  for 
Divisions  to  be  taken  upon  any  clauses  of 
any  Bill  which  is  before  the  Council. 
So  iskTj  my  Ix)rds,  as  to  the  extension 
of  the  functions  of  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cils in  India.  .  I  now  come  to  another 
part  of  the  subject,  and  that  is,  to  use  the 
words,  I  think,  of  the  noble  Viscount  in 
addressing  the  Governor  General  in 
Council  on  the  subject — 

**  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  been  of 
opioion  that  the  time  is  come  when  it  im 
desirable  that  pablic  opinion  should  be  more 
largely  and  variously  represented  in  India.** 

For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  that 
▼lew  it  is  proposed  in  this  Bill,  and  as  I 
believe  rightly  proposed,  to  increase  the 
number  of  the  non-official  members  of 


the  different  Councils  — the  number  of 
the  non  official  members  of  the  Council 
of  the  Viceroy  to  a  moderate  ex  tint,  and 
the  number  of  members  of  the  local 
Legislatures  to  a  greater  extent.  My 
Lords,  I  believe  this  change  is  a  wise 
one.  It  is  curious  to  look  back  even  in 
my  own  personal  experience  to  what  was 
the  case  not  very  many  yeare  ai^o.  In 
the  y^ar  1861,  when  the  present  law  was 
pasSwd,  the  great  difficulty  which  A>'as 
ant.cipatjd  was  to  tind  natives  <»f 
India  who  would  be  fit  to  be  mem- 
bers of  the  new  Legislative  Coun- 
cils. They  were  expected  to  be  ex- 
ceedingly few,  and  it  was  supposed  at 
that  time  that  they  would  not  be  of  any 
great  value  because  it  was  supposed,  if 
they  were  put  into  the  Councils,  all  they 
would  do  would  be  to  agree  with  the 
opinions  of  the  Englishmen  around  them. 
When  I  was  in  India  10  years  after 
that,  in  1872,  I  found  that  there  were 
in  India  a  certain  number,  I  cannot  say 
very  many,  but  there  were  a  certain 
number  of  men  who,  fi*om  their  educa- 
tion, their  knowledge  of  English,  and 
their  ability  and  position,  were  capable 
of  rendering^  most  valuable  assistance  as 
members  of  the  Supreme  Legislative 
Council,  and  still  more  as  members  of  the 
Local  Legislatures,  and  as  regards  the  ap- 
prehensicm  entertained  in  1861,  that  the 
native  members  of  the  Legislative  Councils^ 
would  not  freely  express  their  opinions,^ 
I  am  sure  any  one  who  has  watched  of 
late  the  proceedings  of  the  Legislative 
Councils,  especially  in  regard  to  two  very 
important  measures,  one  affecting  the 
land  in  Bengal,  and  the  other  affecting 
the  rights  of  the  landowners  in  the 
Province  of  Gudh,  would  find  it  impossible 
to  deny  that  the  opinions  held  by  the 
native  members  were  pressed  with  great 
ability  and  firmness,  and  with  perfect 
independence  in  the  Legislative  Council. 
Therefore,  the  apprehension  that  was  felt 
in  1861  has  been  found  to  be  removed  by 
time,  and  undoubtedly  there  must  be  at 
the  present  moment  very  many  more 
native  gentlemen  in  India  of  education, 
ability,  and  position,  who  are  capable  of 
being  usefnlly  placed  in  the  Legislative 
Council  than  thes:j  were  12  years 
ago,  when  I  was  myself  in  India.  At 
the  same  time,  your  Lordships  should  not, 
I  think,  supjKMo  that  the  extension  of 
high  educiition  in  India,  although  very  re* 
mar  cable,  is  very  general.  No  doubt  there. 
D  2 
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is  a  very  large  number  of  iiatives  of  India 
who  year  by  year  acquire  a  moderate 
knowledge  of  our  English  education  and 
a  moderate  education  in  the  literature 
and  general  knowledge  of  the  West ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  judging  by  the  actual, 
Returns,  and  this  is  one  of  the  things 
that  can  ba  reduced  to  actual  proof, 
there  does  not  app?ar  to  be  a  very  large 
number  of  men  who  have  received  what 
may  be  called  a  thorough  English 
education  even  now.  I  have  ssen  some 
very  remarkable  figurv?s  which  have  been 
taken  from  tlie  records  of  the 
Universities  in  India.  Almost  every 
man  in  India  who  receives  a  high 
English  education  go9S  to  one  or  other 
<»f  the  Universities,  and  a  calculation  has 
been  made  of  the  total  number  of  men 
who  have  entered  at  the  Universities  in 
the  20  yeara  ending  with  the  year  1883. 
T  liave  added  to  that,  by  a  calculation  of 
my  own,  an  estimate  of  the  number  that 
liave  probably  joined  from  the  year  1883 
down  to  the  present  time,  adding  sime- 
thing  to  the  average  of  the  former  years 
in  order  to  allow  for  the  undoubted 
increase  in  the  number  of  those 
who  now  go  through  the  Universities. 
The  first  Arts  Examination  at  the 
Universities  does  not  give  any  very  great 
test  of  high  education  ;  however,  as  far 
as  I  can  make  out,  from  the  time  the 
Universities  were  first  constituted  up  to 
the  present  date— that  is  to  say,  in  a 
period  of  27  years  -about  17,000  natives 
of  India  have  passed  the  first  Arts 
Kxaniination ;  that  is,  out  of  about 
H0,000,000,  which  is  the  wliole  male 
papulation  of  Bengal,  Madras,  Bombay, 
and  the  North-Western  Provinces.  The 
next  examination  is  that  of  B.A.,  which 
is  a  hiorher  standard.  Of  course,  by 
those  wlio  know  the  value  of  the 
li.A.  examination,  it  may  be  said 
that  there  are  many  men  who  have 
piissed  the  B.A.  examination  who  are 
not  thoroughly  instructed  men.  The 
total  number  of  natives  of  India  who 
liave  passed  the  B.A.  examination  since 
the  vear  1863  is  alx)ut  7,000  out  of 
the  '80,000,000  males  of  those  four 
Provinces.  I  now  come  to  the  last 
examination,  namely,  tlij  examination 
for  the  degree  of  M.A.,  which  is 
very  sev.^re,  and  any  native  who  has 
]»assed  that  examination  is  a  very 
well-educated  man  in  English  knowledge 
and  in  the  literature  and  science  of  the 
I'/ie  Earl  of  Northhrook 


West.  A  very  few  more  than  1,000 
men  out  of  the  80,000,000  of  male  popu- 
lation have  passed  the  M.A.  Examination 
in  the  27  years.  Your  Lordships  will  see 
then,  that  althou<?h  a  knowledge  of  Eng- 
lish has  been  diffused  over  a  very  large 
area,  yet  the  number  of  really  highly- 
educated  men  in  English  knowledge  and 
literature  is  exceedingly  few  as  compared 
with  the  vast  population  of  that  country. 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  do  not  mean  for  a 
moment  to  assert  that  it  is  only  the 
gentlemen  who  have  passed  those  Ex- 
aminations whose  opinions  and  assistance 
are  valuable  in  respect  of  Indian  affairs. 
Far  from  it.  Perhaps  the  very  soundest 
opinions  upon  all  Indian  affairs  may  be 
obtained  from  men  who  have  Eastern 
knowledge,  Eastern  experience,  and  who 
thoroughly  understand  the  country  in 
which  they  live.  But  I  only  mention 
those  facts  as  showing  that  as  regards  the 
particular  class  of  education  which  is  now 
coming  so  much  to  the  front,  the  number 
of  men  who  possess  it  is  not  so  very 
large.  My  Lords,  in  regard  to  this  sub- 
ject, I  have  alluded  before  to  the 
meetings  of  the  Congress  called  the 
International  Congress,  which  has 
met  annually  since  the  year  1885, 
and  it  would,  I  think,  be  wrong 
in  me  to  address  any  remarks  to  your 
Lordships  upon  this  question  without 
saying  a  few  words  upon  that  Congress, 
because  it  has  attracted  so  much  public 
attention  both  here  and  in  India.  I 
know  some  of  the  leading  natires  in 
India  who  have  taken  a  prominent  part 
in  that  Congress,  and  I  am  perfectly 
satisfied  of  the  loyalty  and  thoroughly 
good  and  hearty  disposition  towards 
England  and  the  English  Administration, 
which  is  felt  on  the  part  of  a  great  many 
Indian  gentlemen  who  have  been  con- 
cerned in  the  Congress.  I  have  read  a 
great  many  of  their  speeches  and  have 
been  struck  with  the  ability  and, 
generally  speaking,  the  moderation  with 
which  they  have  discussed  somewhat 
difficult  questions.  I  think  that  the  way 
in  which  the  Congress  is  assembled,  and 
the  necessarily  short  time  they  have  for 
discussing  important  questions  has  very 
much  militated  against  its  usefulness 
and — for  I  wish  to  speak  quite 
frankly  upon  this  question — I  greatly 
regret  to  observe  that  some  of  the  pul>li- 
cations  issned  and  circulated  by  the 
officers  of  the  Congress^  not,  so  far  as -I 


69 


Indian 


{March  6,  1890} 


CouticUs  BUI. 


70 


am  aware,  from,  any  deliberate  intsntion 
on  the  part  of  the  Congress  as  a  Body, 
bat  certainly  issued  on  the  part  of  its 
officers,  if  not  with  their  authority, 
have  been  couchtd  in  language  which 
I  believe,  if  read  by  any  larga  number 
of  the  natives,  or  to  any  great  extent, 
by.  the  natives  of  India  might  b3  decidedly 
dangerous.  My  Lords,  I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  regret  these  assemblies.  I 
think  there  are  advantages  to  be 
derived  from  having  free  expression  of 
opinion  by  the  educated  classes  of  India 
on  public  affairs,  but  along  with  those 
advantages  we  S3e  from  the  experience 
of  the  Congresses  how  difficult  it  is  to 
form,  even  for  such  temporary  purposes, 
anything  like  representative  Bodies 
among  the  natives  of  India.  It 
will  be  within  the  knowledge  of  those 
who  are  acquainted  with  the  subject 
that  this  Congress  has  not  been  without 
its  disadvantages,  because  it  has  excited 
very  considerable  differences  of  opinion 
in  various  parts  of  India,  where  the 
natives  are  of  different  religious  opinions, 
and  especially  among  the  Mahommedan 
subjects  of  Her  Majesty  in  India.  Now, 
my  Lords,  tjiis  Congress,  and  also  others, 
have  recommended  a  much  larger 
extension  of  the  numbers  of  the 
Legislative  Councils.  I  believe  myself 
that  the  Bill  goes  far  enough  in 
that  direction.  I  believe  there 
would  be  great  difficulty  in  making  any 
much  larger  increasa  in  the  number  of 
the  Legislative  Council  of  the  Viceroy, 
and  a  substantial  increase  has  been  made 
in  the  Local  Councils.  Therefore,  I  think, 
the  noble  Viscount  in  the  Bill  which  he 
has  laid  on  your  Lordships'  Table  has 
provided  fully  for  all  present  needs  in 
respect  of  the  increase  of  numbers.  I 
wish  to  point  out  to  your  Lordships 
that  there  is  an  essential  difference 
between  the  work  done  by  the  Supreme 
Legislative  Council  and  the  Local  Coun- 
cils. They  require  in  my  opinion  very 
different  treatment.  The  principle  of 
the  Indian  Government  for  many  years 
now  past,  since  the  time  of  Lord  Mayo, 
has  been  to  decentralise  local  affairs, 
providing  for  their  management  by  the 
people  of  each  municipality  ordistrict,  and 
to  give  to  the  Local  Governments  very 
much  more  power  over  their  own  affairs 
than  they  used  to  have  in  old  times.  It  is 
only  by  the  legislation  of  1861  that  the 
Lo^  fjegislatures  have  had  any  power 


given  them  at  all,  and  it  is  to  them  that 
the  task  is  now  given  of  managing  local 
affairs  for  their  own  Governments.  It  is 
obvious  there  would  be  very  little  diffi- 
culty found  in  selecting  natives  of  India 
belonging  to  the  Local  Governments 
living  in  the  different  Presidencies 
who  would  be  fit  and  able  to  give 
the  most  valuable  assistance  to  the 
Local  Legislatures.  But  the  case  is 
very  different  in  regard  to  the 
Supreme  Council.  In  India  we  do  not 
think  it  necessary  to  have  a  programme 
put  forward  every  year,  as  we  have  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  in  this  country,  .and 
to  be  constantly  altering  the  laws  of  tJie 
land.  Legislation  is  only  carried  on  in 
India  when  it  is  really  required,  and  it  may 
be  confined  to  one  or  two  different  parts 
of  India  only.  I  remember  myself 
during  one  year  being  occupied  nearly 
the  whole  time  with  the  Central  Provinces 
on  the  one  side,  and  with  Burma  on  the 
(ther.  I  have  not  seen  any  plan  or 
scheme  under  which  it  would  be  possible 
to  appoint  anything  like  representative 
Members  to  the  Supreme  Legislative 
Council  who  could  be  expected  to  supply 
the  whole  of  the  information  which  would 
be  wanted  in  such  an  enormous  country 
as  India,  Avhere  the  subjects  to  bo  dealt 
with  are  so  wide  and  various,  and  where 
the  people  are  so  separated  in  interests 
from  each  other-  Then  how  is  the  work 
done  ?  The  main  part  of  the  work  in 
the  Supreme  Council  in  India  is  not  don© 
by  speeches  in  the  Council.  The  main 
part  of  the  work  is  done  by  circu- 
lating the  proposals  for  laws  to  the 
dift'erent  Governments,  with  instructions 
to  them  to  get  opinions  from  all  classes 
of  people  respecting  those  proposals,  and 
then,  having  received  all  the  information 
they  possibly  can  from  outside,  to  appoint 
a  Committee  for  the  purpose  of  working 
ont  the  details  ;  and  the  matter 
is  only  brought  before  the  Supreme 
Council  wlien  the  greater  part  of  the 
work  is  already  done.  That  work  is 
necessarily  heavy,  and  it  occasionally 
happens  that  two  or  tliree  years  pass 
before  projects  of  Inwsare  ripe  for  decision. 
But  the  work  is  done  with  a  full  know- 
ledge of  the  opinions  of  those  who  know 
most  about  the  subject.  I  have  not  yet 
seen,  as  I  said  before,  any  plan  by  which 
the  Supreme  liCgislative  Council  of  India 
could  be  supplemented  by  any  persons 
purporting    to    represent   tho    different 
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parts  of  that  vast  country.  My  Lords,  it 
would,  in  my  opinion,  bj  injurious  to  the 
intarests  of  India  if  the  present  state  of 
the  law  should  be  altered,  and  the 
Sessions  of  the  Supreme  Council  con- 
fined to  Calcutta.  Everjbody  knows 
that  Calcutta  does  not  in  any  Avay 
repres3nt  the  whole  of  India.  The  people 
who  lire  m  Calcutta  probably  know  less 
about  India  than  a  great  many  of  your 
Lordships  who  pay  attent'on  to  the  affairs 
of  that  country  but  who  have  never 
been  there.  *  It  was  always  intended 
that  tlie  Legislative  Council  of  the 
Viceroy  might  meet  wherjver  necessary, 
so  that  they  might  on  the  spot  get  all 
the  information  which  wns  desirable 
before  passing  laws.  I  well  remember 
myself  when  I  was  in  India  holding  a 
^Legislative  Council,  lasting,  I  think,  a 
week,  at  the  City  of  Agra,  when  several 
Bjiatters  affecting  important  interests  of 
the  North  Western  Provinces  were  dis- 
•  cussed,  and  I  bad  the  advantage  of  having 
►the  presenqe  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
of  the  North  \Vest:^rn  Provinces  in 
the  Council,  and  als>  of  non-oflficial 
^communications  with  those  who  were 
C3nver8ant  witli  the  matters  we  had 
to  decide.  My  Lords,  I  should  con- 
sider that  any  plan  in  which  any  attempt 
should  be  made  to  form  a  representative 
Supreme  Council,  and  to  make  that 
'  Council  sit  at  Calcutta,  and  nowhere 
iclse,  is  a  plan  which  would  be 
injurious  to  the  interests  of  India.  I 
have  seen  a  plan  which  is  called,  I  think, 
:a  skeleton  scheme,  proposed  by  the 
'•Congress  at  Bombay,  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  such  a  Council  as  I  depre- 
-icate,  and  I  have  examined  it  with  all  the 
attention  which  the  expression  of  opinion 
-of  such  a  Body  is  entitled  to  ;  but  I 
mast  inform  your  Lordships  that  I  can 
in  no  way  recommend  this  plan  to 
-the  consideration  of  Parliament.  It 
is  a  plan  under  which  a  system  of 
representation  based  upon  po,  ulation  is 
to  bs  carried  out  throuT^hout  the  whole 
of  India.  There  is  to  be  a  registration 
of  electors ;  thera  are  to  be  Electoral 
Councils ;  there  is  to  be  representation  of 
minorities ;  and  there  is  to  be  vote  by 
Ballot.  And  the  result  will  be  the  selec- 
tion of  some  40  members  purporting  to 
represent  the  different  parts  of  India,  to 
form  part  of  the  Supreme  Legislative 
Council.  My  Lords,  I  must  express  my 
deliberate  opinion  that  in  the  first  place 
The  Earl  of  NorihhrouL' 


such  a  system  as  this,  if  introduced  into 
India,  is  entirely  unsuited  to  the  present 
condition  of  the  country,  and  in  the 
second  place  that  wer3  the  Councils  of 
India  to  elect  representatives  in  such  a 
manner  as  that,  it  would  be,  in  my 
opinion,  a  serious  political  danger.  My 
Lords,  I  submit  that  the  basis  on  which 
this  scheme  rests,  namely,  the  allotting 
of  representation  in  proportion  to  popu- 
lation in  India,  is  one  which  cannot 
be  accepted  by  anyone  who  has  any 
real  knowledge  of  the  whole  interests  of 
the  country' .  The  results  would  be  some- 
what peculiar,  and  the  mere  statament 
of  them,  I  think,  would  be  sufficient  to 
satisfy  your  Lordships  of  the  impractica- 
bility of  any  such  scheme  as  this.  Half 
of  the  whole  number  of  members  to  be 
elected  would  ba  elected  from  Bengal 
and  Madras,  leaving  the  whole  of  the 
rest  of  India  to  be  represented  by  only 
the  other  half.  To  take  another  way  of 
putting  it :  The  province  of  Bengal  with 
Assam  would,  under  this  plan,  have  cs 
many  members  of  thLs  proposed  Assem- 
bly as  the  provinces  of  Bombay  and 
Madras,  with,  added  to  them,,  the  Pun- 
jaub.  Anyone  who  knows  i^nything  of 
political  importance  of  the  different 
parts  of  India  will  see  at  once  that  such 
a  scheme  would  not  give  the  necessary 
political  weight  to  those  fiarts  of  India 
which  are  of  the  greatest  political  impor- 
tance. My  Lords,  I  conceive  in  respect 
to  the  increase  of  the  numbers  of 
thes3  legislative  Bodies  in  India  the 
wisest  course  is  to  work  upon  the 
lines  upon  which  we  have  already 
gone,  namely,  decentralisation.  I  think 
that  the  first  object  should  be  to 
strengthen  the  hands  of  Local  Legisla- 
tures, and  I  would  even  go  further  than 
the  noble  Viscount  has  gone  in  his  Bill 
to  give  power  to  the  Members  of  the 
Local  Legislatures,  but  1  would  leave  the 
Supreme  Council  very  much  as  it  now 
stands  until  some  wider  experience 
than  we  have  at  present  is  possessed  of 
the  effect  of  the  measure  upon  the  Local 
Legislatures.  Having  expressed  that 
opinion  upon  the  plan  which  I  have 
seen,  I  wish  to  say,  my  Lords,  that,  on  the 
other  hand,  I  regret  very  much  that  the 
Government  has  not  been  enabled  to 
introduce  into  this  Bill  any  system  what- 
ever by  which  a  portion  of  the  non-official 
Members  of  the  Local  Councils,  at  any 
mte,  cru'd  be  chcsen  by  some  system  of 
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election  or  selection,  and  not  left  entirely 
to  the  system  of  pure  nomination  as  it  now 
e^xists.  On  reading  the  Despatch  which 
was  addressed  by  the  noble  Viscount  to 
the  present  Governor  General  on  the 
Ist  of  August  last,  and  which  has 
been  laid  on  your  Lordships'  Table, 
I  find  the  following  paragraph.  After 
saying  tliat,  ia  the  opinion  of  the  noble 
Viscount,  public  opinion  should  bj  more 
largely  and  variously  represented,  he  goes 
on,  not  to  ask  the  Government  of  India 
for  thsir  views  as  to  the  best  manner  in 
which  this  shoald  be  done,  but  to  express 
his  own  opinion  most  decidedly  upon  it. 
He  goes  on  to  say — 

**  And  this  may,  in  my  opinion,  Le  best  ef- 
fected  by  a  simple  extension  of  the  existing 
system,  such  as  vsiVL  by  increasing  the  number 
of  nominations  to  the  CouncilF  extend  the 
circle  of  selection  so  as  to  secure,  as  far  as 
circumstances  admit,  due  representation  of 
considerable  sections  of  the  community,  and 
of  administrative  knowledge  and  experience  in 
the  principal  departmenis  of  the  various  Go- 
vernments." 

Now, my  Lords,  I  have  a  very  high  respect 
for  the  noble  Viscount  opposite.  I 
believe  he  has  fulfilled  the  duties  of 
his  important  office  with  great  ability, 
auccess,  aad  wisdom  ;  but  at  the  same 
time,  1  may  venture  i)irhaps  to  say  that 
instead  of  the  opinions  which  have  been 
expressed  by  the  noble  Viscount  1  should 
like  to  have  had  the  o  liuion  expressed  by 
the  Viceroy.  I  may  be  wrong ;  but  I 
Ahould  think  that  the  Viceroy  and  his 
Council  in  India  are  better  able — 
upon  matters  of  this  kind  a  great  deal 
bett  jrable — to  gauge  the  political  situation 
in  India,  and  to  expres  j  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  to  the  country  the 
wisest  maaner  of  dealing  witii  the 
a£Eairs  of  India  than  even  the  most 
able  Secret.xr}'  of  State.  And,  my 
Lords,  it  is  a  matter  of  great  regret 
to  me  to  find  that  in  these  Papers 
we  have  not  b3en  given  the  opinions 
which  have  been  expressed  by  either  the 
late  or  the  prjsent  Viceroy  upon  this 
subject.  I  cannot  suppose  after  the 
expressions  used  by  Lord  Dafferin,  which 
I  read  to  your  Lordships  at  the  outset  of 
the  obs3rvations  I  have  to  make  to  the 
House,  that  Lord  DufEerin  is  altogether 
against  any  system  of  election  as  applied 
to  any  part  of  the  Legislative  Bodies  in 
India  ;  and,  indeed,"  I  have  seen  it  broadly 
stated  that  Lord  DufEerin  has  expressed 
aiT  oninion  in  favour  of  some  such  system. 


But,  my  Lords,  however  that  may  be,  I 
venture  to  express  the  hope  that  it  may 
not  be  impossible  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  re-consider  that  portion  of 
the  Bill,  and  that  they  may  think  it 
would  not  be  right  to  shut  the  door,  as 
would  be  done  by  this  Bill,  to  the  intro- 
duction of  some  system  of  selection  or 
election,  at  any  rate,  into  the  subordinate 
Legislative  Councils  of  India.  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  with  proper 
safeguards  some  system  of  selection  of 
that  kind  might  be  safely  carried  out. 
While  I  say  that  I  am  standing  at  a  dis- 
advantage, and  the  reason  why  I  am 
standing  at  a  d  sad  vantage  in  this  matter 
is  because  we  have  not  before  us  the 
opinions  of  the  Government  of  India  upon 
this  matter.  If  I  had  those  opinions  I 
should  speak  with  much  greater  confi- 
dence. No  man  can  be  more  con- 
vinced than  I  am  of  the  necessity  of 
dealing  most  cautiously  and  tentatively 
with  this  great  question.  I  am,  as 
your  Lordships  will  have  seen,  in 
favour  of  no  wholesale  scheme  of  popular 
representation  in  India,  as  popular  feel- 
ing exists  in  India  at  the  present  time  ; 
but  I  cannot  disguise  from  myself  that 
that  idea  exists  in  the  opinion  of  some  of 
the  most  loyal  and  able  men  in  India, 
that  is  to  say,  an  opinion  in  favour  of  the 
introduction  of  natives,  either  by  selec- 
tion or  election,  into  the  Legislative 
Councils.  I  should  deprecate  laying 
down  in  any  Act  of  Parliament  which 
might  be  passed  in  this  country  any  plan 
or  scheme  of  selection  or  election ;  for 
this  reason,  our  knowledge  of  India  is 
very  incomplete  in  this  country.  Each 
Province  in  India  differs  one  from  the 
other,  and  I  hold  that  it  is  impossible  to 
say  the  same  system  would  answer  for 
all — that  the  system  which  would  suit 
Madras  would  suit  Bengal ;  and  certainly 
it  would  be  impossible  to  assert  that  the 
system  which  would  suit  Bengal  or 
Calcutta  would  -suit  the  North-Western 
Provinces  or  the  Punjaub.  Therefore  I 
say  that  with  our  present  incomplete 
knowledge  it  would  be  necessary 
for  us  to  exercise  great  caution 
m  introducing  such  a  system. 
I  myself  would  suggest  it  might  be 
possible  to  introduce  a  clause  into  the 
Bill,  enabling  the  Viceroy  in  Council  in 
India  to  submit  some  scheme  appointing 
part  or  the  whole  of  the  non-official 
Members  of  the  Local  Councils  for  the 
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consideration  of  the  Secretaiy  of  State 
for  India  in  Coniicil,  and  after  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  in  Council  was  given  to  some 
plan  of  that  kind  by  propogation  it  might 
be  carried  into  effect,  at  any  rate,  by  the 
Local  Councils.  I  myself  should  not  be 
disposed  at  the  present  time  to  go 
further  with  respect  to  the  Supreme 
Council  tlutn,  perhaps,  allowing  the  selec- 
tion of  a  Member  by  each  of  the 
subordinate  Legis  atures.  As  the  Bill 
proposes  increasing  the  number  of  Mem- 
bers from  six  to  12  1  cannot  see  any 
danger  in  four  or  five  of  them  being 
selected  by  the  Local  Legislatures  ;  there 
would  then  b3  an  ample  margin  by  allow- 
ing the  Viceroy  to  sileet  the  number 
necessary  to  make  up  the  authorised 
number  to  appoint  any  men  whom  he 
might  select  for  the  purpose  of  assisting 
the  business  he  had  in  hand.  That  is  my 
view  of  the  matter,  my  Lords  ;  and  if  I 
find  any  support  to  the  vijws  which  I 
have  expressed,  I  should  attempt  to  put 
down  on  .paper  those  views  before  the 
Bill  goes  into  Committee,  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  your  Lordships  the  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  an  opinion  upon 
the  measure,  for  I  am  sure  it  is 
a  measure  which  Avill  be  greeted 
with  great  satisfaction  in  India,  but 
which  I  think  requires  that  small  addition 
to  make  it  a  i)erfectly  satisfactory 
measure. 

•The  Marquess  of  ill  PON  :  My  Lords, 
I  think  that  it  Avill  probably  suit 
your  Lordsliips*  convenience  if  I  confine 
any  observations  I  have  to  make  at  this 
stage  of  the  Bill  to  thj  1st  clause.  I 
therefore  will  not  trouble  your  Lordships 
now  with  anything  j elating  either  to  the 
discussion  of  the  Budget  or  to  the 
question  of  interpellation.  I  may  have 
something  to  say  upon  those  clauses  at  ^ 
later  stage,  if  your  Lordships  will  allow 
me ;  but  in  order  not  to  take  up  your 
time  more  than  I  liave  a  right  to  do  on 
the  present  occasion,  I  will  at  this 
moment  confine  myself  to  what  is  the 
most  important  |>ortion  of  this  Bill,  in 
some  respects,  although  perhaps  not  in 
others,  namely,  the  proposed  change  in 
the  organisition  of  the  Council  of  the 
Governor  General  and  of  the  Local 
Councils.  My  Lords,  upon  the  tirat  blush 
of  the  matter  it  would  Scjem,  I  think,  that 
the  proposals  made  by  the  noble  Viscount 
in  this  Bill  are  in  this  respect  of  a  very 
The  Earl  of  Xorthbrook 


limited  cliaracter;  because  he  proposes 
to  increase  the  number  of  the  nominated 
Members  in  the  Governor  General's 
Council  to  a  minimum  of  10  and  a 
maximum  of  16,  thervi  being  at  present 
a  minimum  of  six  and  a  maximum  of 
12  ;  that  is  to  say,  he  proposes  to  give 
power  to  add  four  nominated  Members  to 
the  Governor  GeueraFs  Council,  and 
although  his  proposal  n  regard  to  the 
Local  Councils  is  somewhat  more  exten- 
sive he  proposes  there  only  that  the  mini- 
mum should  be  eight  and  the  maxi- 
mum  20  ;  at  present  under  the  existing 
law  the  minimum  is  four  and  the  maxi- 
mum is  eight.  Therefore,  on  the  first 
blush  of  the  matter  it  might  seem  that 
those  proposals  are  not  of  a  very  exten- 
sive or  veiy  important  chaiucter.  But  I 
quite  agree  with  my  noble  Friend  who 
has  just  sat  down,  to  whose  speech  I  am 
sure  your  Lonlships  listened  with  the 
greattst  attention  and  interest,  in  the 
opinion  which  he,  I  think,  exprtssed,  or 
which  he  certainly  implied,  that  any 
dealing  Avith  the  question  of  these 
Legislative  Councils  in  India  must  be 
a  most  important  matter,  and,  as  I 
ventured  to  suggest  to  your  Lordships, 
on  the  First  Reading  of  this  Bill,  a 
matter  of  special  importance  at  the 
present  time  when  this  subject  is  occupy- 
ing the  minds  of  men  to  so  large  an  extent. 
Now,  my  Lords,  with  respect  to  the  mode 
in  which  any  extension  of  Members  in  the 
Governor  General's  Council  or  in  the 
Local  Councils  should  be  carried  out.  I 
agree  very  much  with  what  fell  from 
my  noble  Friend  the  Earl  of  Northbrook ;. 
and  I  earnestly  hope  that  Her  Maj*  sty's 
Government  will  give  great  weight  to 
what  he  has  said  and  to  the  appeal  which 
he  has  made  to  them  to  i^consider  the 
frame  of  this  clause,  so  as  to  render  it 
possible  for  the  Government  of  India  to 
introduce  into  the  Local  Governments, 
especially,  and  I  would  go  to  tlie  extent 
of  saying  the  Governor  General's  Council 
also,  the  principle  of  election  or  selection, 
whichever  you  may  call  it.  Your  Lordr 
ships  may  remember  that  if  some  such 
power  is  not  given  in  this  Bill  it  will 
require  a  fresh  Act  of  Parliament  before 
any  change  of  that  kind  can  be  intro- 
duced even  into  the  Local  Councils  ;  and 
we  all  know,  and  I  think  nobody  knows 
better  than  the  noble  Viscount  opposite,, 
the  difficulty  there  is  in  passing  an  Indian 
Bill  through  Parliament.     Therefore,  I 
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go  quite  along  with  my  noble  Friend  in 
saying  that  yon  should  make  such  a  Bill 
as  this  an  empowering  Bill ;  that  you 
should  lay  down  the  principle  on  which 
these  Coujicils  are  to  be  constituted; 
but  that  you  should  leave  the  details 
as  much  as  you  can  to  bj  arranged 
by  the  Government  and  L^^gislatures  of 
India.  I  must  strongly  deprecate  Bills 
being  introduced  into  Parliament  here 
containing  very  minute  regulations  in 
respect  of  these  matters.  But  looking 
at  the  clauses  as  they  stand,  while  I 
quite  agree  in  the  principle  that 
adding  elected  Members  to  thes8 
Councils  would  be  desirable,  I  think  it 
would  be  uudcfcirable  to  increase  the 
number  of  the  nominatad  Members — that 
is  to  say,  nominated  as  th'^y  are  at  present. 
And  I  am  much  inclined  to  think  with 
respect  to  the  Governor  General's  Council 
that  that  is  the  opinion  of  the  present 
Grovernment  of  India ;  because  I  find  in  a 
Despatch  of  Lord  Lansdowne's  and  his 
Colleagues  of  the  24th  December  last 
this  passage — 

** The  majority  of  us"  — 

I  do  not  know  whether  my  noble  Friend 
libi^  Larisdowne  is  himself  included  in 
Miat  majority  or  not — 

**  Are  of  opinion  that  there  should  be  no 
increase  in  the  number  composing  the  Governor 
Generars  Council,  and  that  its  enlargement  to 
the  extent  proposed  will  have  the  effect  of 
adding  to  expenditure  wiihoiit  increasing 
efficiency.", 

Now,  my  Lords,  I  am  bound  to  say  that, 
as  far  as  my  own  experience  goes,  I  think 
that  if  you  increasa  the  number  of  nomi- 
nated Members  to  be  selected  by  the 
Viceroy  or  by  the  Governors  of  Pro- 
vinces you  will  be  only  adding  to  a 
difficulty  which  already  exists,  and 
which  is  experienced  in  practice.  At 
all  events,  [  can  only  say  that  I 
myself  found  the  duty  of  selecting 
thoise  Members  a  very  difficult  one.  The 
maximum  number  was  12.  It  had  been 
the  practice  of  some  Viceroys  not  to  fill 
up  all  the  places  in  the  Council.  I  think 
that  was  the  case  sometimes  with  my 
noble  Friend  behind  me  and  with  others. 
I  thought  it  was  ray  duty,  as  far  as  1 
could,  to  fill  up  the  numbers  with  Mem- 
bers who  sliould  represent  various 
opinions  upon  the  Governor  General's 
Council.  I  must  truly  say  to  your  Lord- 
ships that  I  found  the  difficulty  of 
selecting     men    who     repr.sjnted    the 


various  classes  of  the  community  and  the 
various  sections  of  opinion,  as  well  as 
the  various  localities  of  India,  one  of 
extreme  difficulty.  That  these  nominated 
Members  were  intended  to  be  as  far  as 
it  was  possible  under  a  system  of  nomi- 
nation of  a  representative  character  is,  I 
think,  clear  from  a  perusal  of  the  debates- 
and  discussions  upon  the  Bill  of  1861. 
There  I  think  you  will  find  it  waS; 
obviously  the  intention  t)f  my  noble 
Friend,  Lord  Halifax,  who  was  then  at 
the  head  of  the  India  Office,  and  of  Par- 
liament that  by  means  of  this  system  of 
nomination  representatives  of  the  different 
parts  of  India  and  of  the  difEerent  sec- 
tions of  the  community  should  be  intro- 
duced into  the  Governor  Greneral'^ 
Council  and  into  the  other  Councils.  At 
that  time  there  were  no  other  means  open 
to  the  Government  of  appointing  men  to, 
these  Councils.  You  could  not  have  hsid 
at  that  time  anything  in  the  nature  of  a 
system  of  election  or  selection.  In  1861 
you  had  scarcely  anything  in  the  nature 
of  Municipal  Institutions  in  India.  It 
is  one  of  the  many  benefits  which  were 
conferred  upon  India  by  the  late  Lord 
Mayo,  that  he  commenced  to  establish 
the  system  of  municipal  organisation  in 
India.  That  policy  of  Lord  Mayo's  was 
followed  out  yet  more  fully  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Earl  of  Northbrook,  and  since 
then  it  has  taken  a  yet  wider  extension. 
So  that  at  the  present  time  you  have  in 
the  Municipal  Bodies.of  India,  as  well  as^ 
I  think,  in  certain  other  Public  Bodies- 
which  have  sprung  up  since  the 
Act  of  1861,  the  means  of  securing  the 
selection  of  fitting  men  to  sjrve  in  the 
Local Councils,atallevents,and  who  would 
be  representatives  of  the  difEerent  parts . 
of  the  country  and  of  different  sections  of 
native  opinion.  The  great  Education  Des- 
spatch  of  Lord  Halifax  had  then  borne  but 
little  fruit.  Now  our  education  is  wide- 
spread in  India,  and  it  is  bearing  much 
fruit ;  and  although  my  noble  Friend  the 
Earl  of  Northbrook  spoke  of  the  small 
number  of  men  who  have  passed  through 
the  highest  educational  tests  in  India 
that  number  is  a  growing  number,  and 
already  you  have  among  those  men  an 
ample  field  for  the  silection  of  persons 
who  are  well  acquainted  with  the  Eng- 
lish language  (for  that  is  essential,  of 
course,  to  a  Member  of  these  Councils) 
and  fitted  to  ta\e  part  in  the  discussion 
and  in  the  consideration  of  the  measures 
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which  are  submittjd  to  the  Councils.  | 
But,  mj  Lords,  Avith  respect  to  pure  nomi- 
nation, in  the  first  place,  as  I  have  said,  it 
is  a  diflBcult  task  for  a  Viceroy  to  deter- 
mine who  will  represent  in  the  best 
manner  the  various  parts  of  the  country, 
or  the  various  interests  and  classes  in  the 
country  ;  and  then  when  he  has  selected 
the  man  who  he  thinks  is  most  likely  to 
command  influence  among  his  fellow- 
countrymen  it  not  unfrequently  happans 
in  India,  as  it  not  unfrequently  happens 
in  every  other  country  in  the  world, 
that  the  mere  fact  of  the  man  having 
been  selected  by  the  Government  and  put 
into  the  Council  as  their  nominee  seriously 
interferoi  with  his  influence  among  his 
fellow-countrymen.  Then,  again,  take 
another  case,  the  case  of  re-appointments. 
As  the  noble  Viscount  very  well  knows, 
these  nominated  Members  are  nominated 
for  two  years.  At  the  expiration  of  the  two 
years  they  have  to  be  replaced.  They 
have  either  to  be  re-nominated  or  other 
persons  are  put  into  their  place.  Now, 
take  the  case  of  a  Member  of  one  of 
these  Councils  who,  in  the  exercise  of  his 
functions,  has  thought  it  his  duty,  or  has 
seen  fit  for  some  reason,  to  oppose  the 
measures  which  have  been  proposed  by 
the  Government.  Is  he  to  be  re-nomi- 
nated at  the  end  of  his  two  years  by 
the  Governors  or  Governor  General,  or 
is  he  not?  There  might  be*  many 
reasons  in  such  eases  which  would 
make  it  a  matter  of  doubtful  propriety 
for  the  Viceroy  or  the  Governor  General 
to  re-nominate  him  ;  and  yet,  if  he  is  not 
re-nominated,  he  instantly  poses  as  a 
martyr,  and  he  is  at  once  thought  by  his 
fellow-countrymen  to  have  been  put  out 
of  the  Council  simply  because  he  had 
been  a  thorn  in  the  side  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  had  opposed  their  measures. 
I  have  had  other  reasons  which  have 
led  me  to  that  conclusion,  a  conclusion 
which  was  strengthened  during  the  time 
that  I  was  in  India  with  regard  to  the 
diflBculty  of  making  those  selections  with- 
out the  aid  of  some  outside  body  which 
can  choose  acertain  portion  of  the  members 
as  represantatives  of  native  opinion  in  these 
Councils.  My  Lords,  it  is  of  great  value  to 
the  Government  of  India,  that  their 
measures  should  be  criticised  in  these 
Councils  by  men  who  are  face  to  face 
with  them  and  to  whom  they  can  give  a 
reply  upon  the  spot.  One  of  the  great 
difficulties  of  the  Government  of  India 
27i€  Mar(japMs  of  Jilf>0}i 


is  the  difficulty  of  making  replies  to  th^ 
misrepresentations  and  misunderstand- 
inj^s  which  spring  up,  and  which  are 
propagated  by  the  Press,  whether  native 
or  European,  in  all  directions.  The 
Government  of  India  has  not  any  organ 
in  the  Press,  and,  in  my  opinion,  ought 
not  to  have  any  organ  in  the  Press  ;  but  I 
am  not  in  the  smallest  degree  afraid  of 
any  criticism  whit  h  may  be  brought  to 
b:ar  upon  the  Government  by  the 
members  of  the  Council  who  are  face  to 
face  with  it  in  the  C  ^uncil  itself ;  and  I 
have  always  been  of  opinion  that  such 
opportunity  should  be  afforded  them  cf 
defending  their  policy  in  Council.  That 
seems  to  me  to  be  really  the  difficulty  of 
making  a  selection  of  men  by  the 
Governor  General  or  by  the  Governors, 
and  looking  to  the  assistance  which  it  is 
to  the  Government  in  these  Councils  to 
have  men  who  will  speak  freely  with 
regard  to  their  measures,  and  who  will 
afford  them,  therefore,  an  opportunity  of 
defending  their  policy,  I  quite  agree 
with  my  noble  Friend  behind  me  in 
thinking  that  the  time  has  come  when 
the  object  of  the  Act  of  1861, 
namely,  the  obtaining  of  a  representation 
of  native  opinions  upon  the^e  Councils 
may  be  best  secured  by  providing  that  a 
portion  of  their  members  should  be 
chosen  by  some  such  Bodies  as  the  larger 
Municipal  Bodies,  or  other  Public  Bodies, 
to  be  selected,  not  as  I  think  by  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  but  by  an  Act  of  the  Indian 
Legislature.  Now,  my  Lords,  of  course, 
as  my  noble  Friend  has  pointed  out,  we 
are  discussing  this  question  to-night  at 
some  disadvantage,  because  we  have  not 
before  us  the  full  opinions  of  my 
noble  Friend  the  Maiquess  of  Dufferin 
with  respect  to  this  part  of  the  matter, 
and  neither  have  we  any  definite  ex- 
pression of  opinion  on  the  part  of 
the  presant  Government  of  India,  be- 
cause, so  far  as  concerns  the  Go- 
vernor GeneraUs  Council,  they  do  not 
appear  to  agree  with  the  proposals 
of  the  Bill.  The  noble  Viscount  opposite 
has  laid  u^wn  your  Lordships*  Table  an 
extract  from  the  Minute  of  my  noble 
Friend  Lord  Duff^^rin,  made  on  the  6th 
November,  1888,  Hiid  as  was  pointed  out 
by  the  noble  Lord  who  has  previously 
spoken.  Lord  Dufferin  subsequently  to 
that  date,  towards  the  end  of  November, 
in  a  public  speech  which  he  made  in 
Calcutta,  m'^de  known  to  the  pnbl'c  the 
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fact  that  he  had  submilt xl  his  opinions 
upon  these  questions  to  the  Government 
at  home.  It  is  reallj  no  use  to  pretend 
that  we  have  not  raason  to  believe  that 
the  Minute  of  my  noble  Friend  Lord 
Dufferin  went  beyond  the  extracts 
which  hav3  been  given  to  us  in  these 
Papers,  and  touched  upon  the  very 
qnesfcion  of  the  introduction  (»f  a  repre- 
sentative or  elective  element  infco  the 
local  Councils.  The  public  has  been 
favoured  with  a  document  which 
purports  to  give  a  much  larger 
portion,  at  all  events,  of  the  Minute  of 
my  noble  Friend.  That  document,  I 
suppose,  got  out  to  the  public  in  some 
surreptitious  and  improper  manner, 
which  recalls  to  us  the  famous  incident 
of  Mr.  Marvin  ;  bufc  we  cannot  shut  our 
eyes  to  the  fact  that  that  document  is 
the  public  property,  illegitimately  ob- 
tained undoubtedly,  but  it  is  before  the 
public;  and  I  do,  therefore,  venture  to 
think  that  the  noble  Viscount  would  do 
well  while  condemning,  as  he  is  most 
justly  entitled  to  condemn,  the  means  by 
which  that  document  may  have  been 
obtained  and  made  public,  nevertheless 
not  to  follow  a  course  which  a  little  par- 
takes of  the  fabled  policy  of  the  ostrich, 
and  to  ref  ase  to  put  us  in  possession  of  the 
real  facts  of  the  case  with  regard  to  the 
Minute  of  my  noble  Friend  Lord  Dufferin. 
1  think  that  is  the  fair  course  to  take 
towards  Lord  Dufferin,  and  1  certainly 
think  it  is  the  fair  course  to  take  towards 
this  House.  1  do  not  deny  that  I  am 
discussing  this  question  in  the  belief  that 
Lord  Dufferin  has  expressed  an  opinion 
which  is  favourable  to  the  introduction 
of  an  electoral  element  into  the  Local 
Councils.  That  is  an  opinion  of  the 
greatest  importance,  pointing  entirely 
in  the  direction  in  which  I  myself 
think  it  would  be  wise  and  judicious 
to  proceed,  and  giving  great  support  to  the 
views  which  I  myself  have  been  induced 
to  adopt  by  the  consideration  which  I 
have  been  able  to  give  to  this  question, 
not  now  for  the  first  time,  with  regard  to 
the  course  which  it  is  desirable  to  pursue. 
I  go  quite  along  with  my  noble  Friend 
who  has  just  down  in  his  desire  to  see 
the  elective  or  representative  element 
introduced  into  the  Local  Councils.  I 
think  that  if  that  step  is  taken  it  would 
be  desirable  to  introduce  an  element 
very  likely  in  the  manner  suggested  by 
my  noble  Friend,  namely,  by  the  selec- 


tion of  Members  from  the  Local  Council 
to  the  Governor  General's  Council,  but 
to  introduce  an  element  of  election  or 
selection,  if  you  like  to  call  it  so,  into  the 
Governor  General's  Council  also.  And 
1  will  tell  your  Lordships  why.  1  am 
not  at  all  surprised  that  my  noble 
Friend  should  desire  to  proceed  with 
great  caution  in  regard  to  this  question  ; 
but  1  think  it  is  most  desirable  that  what 
you  do  now  in  the  present  stiate  of  public 
fee.ing  upon  this  subject  in  India  should 
be  of  such  a  kind  as  to  afford  a  fair 
ground  for  expecting  that  it  will  have  a 
reasonable  degree  of  permanence.  1 
think  nothing  would  be  worse  than  to 
do  a  little  now,  and  then  to  be  pushed  to 
do  a  little  more  a  few  years  hence.  I 
do  think  that  if  you  so  far  open  the  door 
of  the  Governor  GeneraVs  Legislative 
Council  as  to  admit  into  it  the  infusion 
of  a  representative  element,  you  may  be 
able  to  rest  for  a  reasonable  time.  No- 
body attempts  to  talk  of  finality  in  these 
matters  in  reference  to  any  Bill  which 
might  be  passed  now ;  but  if  you 
leave  the  Governor  General's  Council 
altogether  out  of  your  purview,  and  deal 
only  with  the  case  of  representatives  in 
the  Local  Councils,  I  think  you  will  not  in 
any  degree  check  the  demand  which  is 
being  made  for  a  representative  element 
in  the  Governor  General's  Council ;  and  1 
think  you  will  fail  in  the  object,  which 
L  believe  to  be  the  object  of  the  noble 
Viscount  opposite,  namely,  to  make  such 
a  change  in  those  Councils  at  the  present 
time  as  will  give  fair  and  reasonable 
satisfaction  to  the  public  desires.  My 
noble  Friend  who  spoke  last  said  he  felt 
this  Bill  was  not  at  all  premature.  I 
entirely  agree  with  him  ;  indeed,  I  should 
be  inclined  to  express  a  regret  that  some 
measure  of  this  kind  was  not  introduced 
at  an  earlier  period.  I  regret  that  it  was 
not  introduced  at  the  time  when  my  noble 
Friend,  Lord  Dufferin,  expressed  his 
views  upon  the  subject.  I  am  not  wish- 
ing to  make  any  sort  of  attack  upon  the 
noble  Viscount  oppcsite  on  this  point. 
Very  far,  indeed,  from  it.  I  admit  all  the 
difficulties  of  passing  Bills  of  this  kind 
through  Parliament,  and  I  do  not  there- 
fore wish  to  make  this  in  any  sense  a 
hostile  criticism ;  but  I  do  think 
that  the  sooner  this  question  is  dealt 
with  upon  a  wide  and  sufficient  basis, 
to  form  a  resting  place  for  a  time,  the 
better  it  will  be  for  all  parties,  and  the 
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more  condacive  to  the  safety  of  our  posi- 
tion ia  India.  My  Lords,  if  I  might  be 
pardoned  in  regard  to  this  question  of 
I'epresentation  and  nomination  for  giving 
you  my  own  actual  experience  in  re- 
spect to  it,  I  would  just  allude  to  a  fact 
which  took  place  during  the  time  of  the 
discussion  of  that  Bengal  Rent  Bill  of 
which  my  noble  Friend  spoke.  That  was 
a  Bill,  as  your  Lordships  will  recollect, 
which  dealt  with  very  important 
questions.  It  dealt  with  the  question  of 
the  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Bengal.  It  was  a  very  hotly 
contested  Bill,  and  I  was  very  desirous 
of  obtaining  upon  the  Council  an  able 
and  trusted  representative  of  the  land- 
owning interest.  I  wish  I  could  have 
obtained  a  represantative  of  the  ryots' 
interests  ;  but  that,  of  course,  was  impos-. 
sible.  The  Government  had  to  re- 
present the  interests  of  the  ryots, 
but  it  was  very  important  for  them  to 
obtain  a  thoroughly  trusted  representa^ 
tive  of  the  Bengal  landowners.  What 
did  I  do  ?  I  thought  the  best  plan  was 
to  go  to  the  British  India  Association  and 
to  another  Association  which  represented 
the  landowning  interest  in  Bsngal,  and 
to  say  to  them — "If  you  will  recom- 
mend me  a  parson  in  whom  you  have 
confidence  to  represent  your  views 
upon  the  Council,  if  I  think  him 
a  fit  and  proper  man  •  for  the  pur- 
pose, I  will  appoint  him."  And  I 
did  that  twice.  The  gentleman  who 
was  first  selected  resigned,  and  I 
applied  again  to  the  same  Bodies  and 
they  made  me  a  second  nomination. 
Both  those  nominations  were  accepted. 
As  my  noble  Friend  has  said,  both  these 
gentlemen  represented  the  views  of  the 
landowners  of  Bengal  with  the  greatest 
ability,  and  they  were  of  the  greatest 
service  in  discussing  the  Bill  in  Select 
Committee.  I  secured  what  I  wanted, 
namely,  that  when  they  made  any  com- 
promise and  agreed  to  any  arrange- 
ment they  should  do  it  as  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  landowners ;  and  that 
they  should  not  be  looked  ur)on  as  Go- 
vernment nominees,  whose  proceedings 
could  bj  easily  and  readily  disavowed. 
My  Lords,  I  advocate  the  adoption  gener- 
ally of  a  course  of  that  description, 
which  I  am  confident  was  of  very  great 
assistance  in  passing  the  measure  to 
which  1  have  referred,  and  I  think 
if  my  noble  Friend,  Lord  Duft'erin. 
The  .Varquess  of  Riiioii 


were  here  to-night  he  would  have  agreed. 
with  me  that  the  gentleman  who  repre- 
sented the  landowners  in  the  ConnGil 
when  he  became  Viceroy  was  of  the  grea^ 
est  assistance  to  him  ;  and  that  although, 
he  fought  his  battle  gallantly  and 
detei*minedly  he  still  was  of  very- 
great  assistance  in  passing  the  Bill 
through  the  Legislature.  My  Lords,  for 
these  reasons  I  do  sincerely  hope  that 
the  noble  Viscount  will  listen  to  the 
suggestions  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Earl 
of  Northbrook,  and  will  consider  and 
somewhat  widen  and  open  the  clauses  of 
this. Bill.  If  he  does  not,  I  shall  regret 
the  increase  of  the  number  of  membera 
if  they  are  all  to  be  nominated.  I  believe 
you  will  only  aggi*avate  the  difficulties 
of  the  present  situation  ;  but  if  he  will  in- 
troduce the  measure  which  has  been  sug- 
gested with  regard  to  the  election  by 
constituted  Bodies,  then  I  believe  the 
noble  Viscount  wtIU  have  done  a  very 
desirable  thing  for  the  Government  of 
India,  that  he  will  llave  organised  these 
Councils  upon  a  basis  which  will  be 
calculated  to  possess  a  very  considerable 
amount  of  permanence,  and  that  he  will 
deserve  the  hearty  thanks  of  all  who  are 
interested  in  the  future  of  our  great 
Indian  Dependency. 

♦Vlscounf  CROSS:  My  Lords,  I  have 
to  thank  you  for  the  way  in  which  this 
Bill  has  been  received.  When  I  had  the 
honour  of  introducing  it  the  other  night, 
certain  objections  were  raised  by  noble 
Loi*ds  opposite  to  certain  |X)rtions  of  the 
Bill,  and  I  am  very  glad  to  find  from.the 
debate  to-night,  that  by  the  Papers  which 
I  have  kid  upon  the  Table  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House,  since  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced, I  have  entirely  done  away  with 
the  objections  then  raist*d  to  certain  por- 
tions of  this  measure.  About  these  qnefr- 
tions  it  is  unnecessary^  therefore,  for  me 
to  say  anything  further.  I  must  thank  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  for  the  speech  he  has 
made  for  several  reasons.  In  the  first  place, 
I  think  it  was  an  admirable  speech,  and 
one  which  I  believe  will  do  a  great  deal  of 
good;  and,  secondly,  it  has  saved. me  from 
stating  a  number  of  things  which  have 
been  much  better  stated  by  the  noble  Earl 
than  I  could  possibly  have  stated  ihem. 
Anyone,  I  am  certain,  who  has  had  any* 
ihing  to  do  with  the  Government  of  India 
knows  the  necessity  of  care  and  caution 
when  you  consider  the  vast  interests  at 
st:ik('  in  that  country  with  which  you 
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have  tx)  d^al.  It  is  uiinecssary  for  me 
to  dilate  in  your  Lordships'  House  upon 
the  size  of  India,  upon  the  number  of 
races,  or,  I  may  say,  nations  ;  upon  their 
differences  in  creed  and  in  manners  and 
customs,  from  one  end  of  India  to  the 
other.  As  was  well  said  by  the  late  Sir 
Henry  Maine,  in  speakinpf  of  India,  tliera 
is  no  more  resemblance  between  a  Pun- 
jaubee  and  a  Beno^ilee,  between  an  Indian 
of  Hindustan  and  an  Indian  of  Malabar, 
than  there  is  between  an  Eno;li8hman  and 
a  Roumanian,  or  between  a  Spaniard  and 
a  Swede.  But  it  is  not  only  that  there 
are  differences  of  race  and  creed,  but 
there  arj  other  distinctions,  as  reganls 
education  and  other  matters.  The  noble 
Lord  has  given  the  Housa  several  sets 
of  statistics,  about  what  may  be  called 
the  higher  education  of  the  people  of 
India  ;  but  I  think  it  is  necessary  to  giv^ 
also  statistics  with  regard  tt)  edu.e^- 
tion  among  the  lower  classes  of  natives. 
We  have  to  deal  with  190,000,000  of 
Hindoos  and  50,000,000  of  Mahom:^edans 
who  inhabit  India.  I  belie v;^,  as  far 
as  the  population  of  Britis\i  India  is 
concerned,  we  may  take  it  as  being 
200,000,000.  But  the  lat/st  information 
I  had  from  Lord  Duffc^riW  was  that  you 
can  only  take  about  5  ^r  6  per  cent,  of 
that  vast  population  of  200,000,000  as 
being  able  to  read  or  Vrite,  and  about  1 
per  C3nt.  of  it  as  'f)eing  able  to  speak 
English:  and  eve'n  of  the  10  or  12 
millions  who  may  be  said  to  have  that 
moderate  amount  of  educ^ation,  namely, 
the  capacity  to/  read  and  write,  about 
throe-fourths  .cannot  be  said  to  have 
really  anythiiig  more  than  a  rudimen- 
tary educati(Su.  I  am  in  great  hopes 
that  all  that  -has  been  done,  and  all  that 
is  being  d«/)ne  at  the  present  moment, 
will  vastly  increase  the  amount  of  educa- 
tion in  th.nt  country,  and  more  rapidly 
than  has  laitherto  b/en  the  case.  I  think 
there  are 'signs  of  improvement  from  one 
end  of  Iiidia  to  the  other  in  that  direc- 
tion ;  biit  that  all  shows  hpw  careful  we 
must  bf^  in  dealing  with  mattars  of  that 
kind,  ailid  that  we  should  not  take  a  step 
from  w?|iich  it  may  be  difficult  to  recede 
promptly  should  it  not  answer.  This 
debate  '^has  S3ttled  three  points.  In  the 
first  plaice,  it  has  shown  that  no  man  in 
his  seniles  would  ever  think  of  having 
Parlian  lentary  constituencies  there  such 
as  we  h^ave  in  England.  They  are  abso- 
Jut  jly^'unsuited  to  the  Eastern  h'^its  and 


absolutely  unsuited  to  a  country  like 
India.  But  I  go  one  step  further,  and  I 
say  that  my  second  point  is  that  no  one 
in  his  senses  would  ever  think  of  intro- 
ducing into  India  in  its  present  state  any- 
thing like  our  English  Parliamentary 
Government.  That  is  a  matter  which 
you  must  put  aside  absolutely  and 
entirely  from  your  view.  Just  think 
how  entirely  different  are  the  conditions 
of  the  two  countries.  What  is  the 
meaning  of  an  adverse  vote  here?  It 
means,  according  to  Parliamentary 
Government,  that  che  Government  his 
to  retire,  and  that  some  other  Govern- 
ment must  take  its  place.  But  in  India 
what  is  there  to  take  the  place  of  the 
Governnient  1  The  Government  itself 
cannot  change  its  officers,  and  that 
poVernment  is  not  responsible,  except 
morally,  to  any  local  authority,  but  is 
responsible  to  the  Sovereign  and  to  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  That  Gr)vern- 
ment  must  remain  paramount,  and  must 
continue  the  paramount  power  in  the 
countrj\  whatever  the  votes  of  the 
Council  may  be.  Thirdly,  I  think,  that 
everyone  was  entirely  agreed  that  there 
was  a  vast  difference  between  the 
Supreme  Council  and  the  Local  Councils. 
I  thought  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the 
noble  Earl  as  regards  the  Supreme 
Council  was  that  which  was  almost 
universally  held,  as  I  believe  it  io  be 
absolutely  true,  namely,  that  it  is  one  of 
the  most  dangerous  things  you  can  do 
rashly  to  touch  the  Supreme  Council  of 
India.  But  do  not  think,  my  Lords,  because 
I  say  that  we  must  exercise  caution,  or 
because  I  have  laid  down  those  main 
principles  which  I  believe  are  universally 
agreed  upon,  that  either  myself  or  the 
Government  to  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  belong  have  not  the  fullest  wish  to' 
extend  the  representative  elements  as  far 
as  possible — t)  throw  the  Government  of 
India  oi)en  to  the  natives  themselves,  and 
that  we  are  not  glad  to  avail  ourselves  of 
their  services  in  the  interests  of  the 
country  as  far  as  that  can  be  safely  done. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  intelligence, 
knowledge,  experience,  and  ability  of  a 
vast  number  of  the  natives  of  India  is  of 
great  value  to  the  Government  of  that 
country,  and  it  would  be  XQvy  difficult 
to  hold  the  position  we  do  in  that  countiy 
unless  we  take  every  advantage  of  their 
services  whenever  we  can.  But  have  we 
not  taken  steps  in  that  direction  ?    First, 
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we    have    the    Local   Councils   already 
largely  decent ralis  3d  ;   we  have    decen- 
tralised finance ;  we  have  increased  local 
responsibility.     I,  for  one,  am  perfectly 
prepared   to   add   to  that  responsibility 
and  to  decentralise  further  as  far  as  we 
c  \n  do  sj.      We  have  liad  the  municipal 
legi^fttion  of  the  noble  E'lrl,  the  Local 
Board*  i^islation  of  the  noble  Marquess. 
All    this  shows    that    we    have     been 
willing    and  ^eady    t )    avail    ourselves 
of    the     exp3nnce,     knowledge,      and 
intelligence   of    \q    native    men   from 
time  to  time  as  fa  as  it  can    possibly 
be  of  service   to   us.  Now    I  must  say 
that   I   have   taken    oe   or   two    st^ps 
still  further  in  that  diection.     Acting 
upon  the  Report  of  the  public  Service 
Commission,    I  have  practically  H^rown 
open  more  offices  to  the  natives  than  y^^e 
before  available  to   them.     By  altering 
the  age  of  the  candidates  from  19  to  23, 
I  have  done  a  great   deal   in  order  to 
enable  the  Indian  natives  to  take  advan- 
tage of  that  change  in  the  PublicService — 
I  will  not  call  it   concession,  because  I 
believe  it  is  an  act  of  justice — and  to 
enable  them  to  come  over  here  and  com- 
pete with  their  British  fellow-subjects  as 
they  may  be  inclined  to  do.  All  that  shows 
that  the  Government  are  not  backward  in 
availing  themselves  of  native  assistance 
where  they  can  safely  get  it ;  and  I  say 
without  hesitation,  and  the  noble  Eirl 
and  the  noble  Marquess  have  I  am  glad  to 
say  said  the  same  thing,  tliat  this  Bill  is 
taking  a  longer  step  in  the  same  direction. 
We  have  enlarged  the  numbers  of  the 
several   Councils  ;  we  liave  given  them 
the  power  of   interpellating ;  we  have 
given  them  the  power  of  discussing  the 
Budget  even  on  those  occasions  when  it 
is    not    necessary  to  introduce    legisla- 
tion for  the  purpose  of  the  year's  finance. 
All  those  are  steps  in  the  same  direction. 
Now,  the  only  fault  that,  is  found  with 
this  Bill,  as  fcir  as  I  understand,  is  not 
with     regard     to     anything    which    is 
contained   in   it,   but    as   to   something 
which   has   been    left   out  of   it ;   and 
the   sole    question,     as    far   as     I   can 
gather    from     this    debate,    is     really 
whether,  as  far  as  the  Local  Legislatures 
are  concerned,  there  is  to  be  any  system 
of  election,  or  whether  there  is  not.   The 
GoTemment  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  state  of  India  was  not  ripe  at  present 
for  this  principle  of  election.    The  time, 
no  doubi^  will  come  when  the  situation 
The  Marquess  of  Ripon 


Avill  be  altered.  We  have  had  the 
Municipal  Councils ;  we  have  had  the 
Local  Boards.  '  There  is  no  doubt  that 
Avhen  first  established  they  were,  in 
many  cases,  compamtive  failures.  The 
experience  which  has  been  gained  in 
later  years  has  shown  that  they  are 
graduaHy  rising  to  the  responsibility 
which  has  been  placed  upon  them,  and 
on  many  occa^sions  tlijy  have  done  ex- 
cellent service,  and  they  are  very  good 
institutions  for  the  country.  But  suf- 
ficient time  has  not  elapsed  in  order  to 
enable  us  to  form  an  accurate  judgment 
as  to  t'le  good  work  which,  in  the  long 
run,  they  may  do.  Now,  how  is  this 
question  to  be  dealt  with?  The  noble 
Marquess  has  said  it  is  a  very  invidious 
duty  for  the  Viceroy  or  for  the  Governors 
to  nominate  those  Members  of  the  Coun- 
cil. But  the  noble  Earl  and  the  noble 
'V[arques8  have  both  avoided  a  very  im- 
po'^nt  point  in  discussing  this  question 
of  re>resentation,  and  that  is,  where  are 
your  "pnstituencies  to  be  found  ?  I  have 
heard  nl^ig^t  thrown  upon  that  subject 
by  them,  I^^P**  ^^®  statement  that  there 
are  such  thiiSfs  as  Municipalities  and  Local 
Bodies.  Buit^i^  Municipal  Bodies  are 
not  chosen  for'J^e  purpose  of  interesting 
themselves  in  questions  which  deeply 
affect  the  milliouh  of  ryots  throughout 
India,  but  merely  ^or  ^^^  purpose  of 
dealing  wath  local  n^-^^^^^rs;  and  I  should 
think  they  were,  jrobably,  the  most 
unfit  persons  in  many  cases  to  represent 
the  mass  of  the  ryol?.  ^^  cultivators 
from  one  end  of  Ind:/^  ^  ^^^  other. 
Universities  are  mentioned-  C*^  anyone 
say  the  Universities  woulo  really  repre- 
sent the  whole  interests  of  1^4^ '^  There 
are  no  doubt  Commercial  B^i®«»  such  as 
the  British  India  Assocl^-^^^on,  and 
Chambers  of  Commerce,  ^^^  ^^^7 
are  not  Bodies  known  to  the  ^w,  and  it 
would  be  very  difficult  to  gi^®  *^®^  ^ 
legal  status  for  this  particular  piirpose. 
Now,  one  word  has  fallen  from  PJ  riohle 
Friends  which  I  think  we  ought  ^  ^»^ 
in  mind.  They  have  spoken  of  both 
election  and  selection.  To  my  i^ind  it 
is  quite  clear  that  the  Governor^should 
have  this  power  of  selection.  HhP  i^oble 
Marquess  has  given  an  instance  f ^  what 
happened  in  his  own  case  when  ^®  ^^ 
in  India,  What  he  wanted  in  tl|^*  ^^^ 
specially  was  to  have  the  adV^  ^^ 
someone  who  was  perfectly  well  acqr*^*®^ 
with  all  the  wants  and  necessitie^Vr  ^^ 
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landlord  cla^s  in  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  piwticnlar  Province  which  they 
were  dealing  with.  What  did  the  noble 
Marquess  do  ?  He  iramedi  jtely  consulted 
the  British  India  Association,  because  he 
thought  they  represented  the  very  class 
whose  interests  were  going  to  be  affected. 
When  he  consultetl  them  they  selected 
a  man  whom  they  presented  to  him,  and 
he,  liaving  satisfied  himself  that  he  was  as 
good  a  man  as  he  could  obtain  for  the 
purpo.s?,  immediatijly  j  cccpted  him  and 
nominated  him  to  the  Council.  And  he 
says  he  did  that  twice,  and  that  in  both 
cases  it  was  done  with  the  most  excallent 
results.  In  my  opinion,  that  is  very 
much  the  course  that  might  fairy  be 
pursued  under  this  Bill  standing  as  it  is. 
I  have  no  objection,  quifj  the  contrary, 
that  the  Viceroy  should  consult  any  of 
thase  Bodies  he  <;hooses  ;  that  he  should 
apply,  siy,  to  the  Municipality  of  Cal- 
cutta or  to  the  Universities,  or  to  the 
Chambers  of  Commerce,  or  to  the  British 
India  Association,  and  siy  to  them — 
"  You  nominate  one  or  two  men  to  me, and 
I  will  appoint  them  to  my  Council  when 
I  am  satisfied  that  they  ought  to  be  there." 
That  is  what  my  noble  Friend  did.  But 
in  those  cases,  as  he  f^ays,  they  came 
practically  as  the  representatives  of  the 
landlords ;  and  so  with  regard  to  these 
representatives,  nomiufit  d  by  these 
Bodies,  approved  by  the  Governor  or 
Lieutenant  Governor,  or  Viceroy,  as  the 
case  might  be,  there  would  be  a  process 
of  S3  lection  according  to  the  will  of  these 
Bodies,  to  be  followed  by  nomination  on 
the  responsibility  of  the  Viceroy  or 
Governor  or  Lieutenant  Governor.  In 
that  way  either  of  these  Bodies  might 
render  good  service  to  the  Government 
of  India — as  good  service  as  that  which 
the  noble  Marquess  received  from  the 
gentlemen  whom  he  appointed.  1  do 
not  know  whether  any  of  your  Lordships 
happened  to  see  in  the*  Times  the  other 
day  a  short  notice  of  this  Bill.  If  so,  if 
1  remember  rightly,  t'lis  question  was 
there  raised.  One  of  thi  Indian  papers 
which  generally  takes  imther  a  liberal 
view  of  there  matters  had  said  that 
although  there  was  no  i-opresentation  by 
election  introduced  int  >  the  Bill  yet  they 
were  satisfied  that  prol^ably  it  might  be 
wise  to  leavo  that  for  the  future  ;  bnt 
there  was  a  statement  made  by  one 
gentleman  who  is  very  well  known 
in  India  and  v^rr  much  re«jnocted  there, 


and  who  has  been  very  much  interested 
in  all  these  Congress  movements.  I 
mean  Sir  Madhava  Rao.  It  was  stated 
in  the  Times,  and  I  havcj  every  raason  to 
believe  it  to  be  true,  that  he  wrote  in  this, 
way  to  Madras — 

"  I  do  not  maoh  care  about  the  non-ooDceS' 
sion  of  popular  election,  because  carpfu) 
observation  and  experience  convince  me  t}i<it 
popular  election  at  preheat  would  have  eutnred 
the  failure  of  the  extended  Counciln,  whereas 
nomination    would     probably    be   th(M'r     bug- 

C€88." 

And  as  you  have  to  make  a  fresh 
start  in  regard  to  the  right  of  interpella- 
tion it  is  of  the  highest  possible 
importance,  when  you  are  increasing 
the  numbers  of  natives  to  be  introduced 
into  the  Councils,  that  they  should 
be  carefully  selected  for  the  purpose  of 
assisting  the  Government  in  carrying  out 
this  new  plan,  and  not  for  the  purpose  of 
thwarting  it,  or  bringing  forward 
crotchets  of  their  own.  I  think  in 
the  few  words  whicji  I  liave  said, 
I  have  exactly  stated  the  iK)?ition. 
I  think  that  it  is  wiser  and  safer 
to  leave  the  power  of  nomination  to 
the  Viceroy,  Governor,  or  Lieutenant 
Governor  ;  and  that,  as  in  the  cass  of  the 
Act  of  1861,  a  Despatch  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  should  accompany  the  Act, 
advising  the  Viceroy  with  regard  to 
selecting  the  persons  so  to  be  added  to 
the  Councils  that  they  should  consult 
such  Bodies  as  they  might  think  best  in 
their  own  minds  and  such  as  might  be 
suggested  to  them  for  nomination ;  but 
that  they  should  be  nominated  to  the 
Council  by  the  Viceroy,  or  Governor,  or 
Lieutenant  Governor  on  their  responsi- 
bility, although  it  would  be  practically 
by  the  Bodies  who  might  be  consulted. 
I  think  that  it  would  be  much  safer  that 
we  should  act  in  that  way  than  in  any 
other,  and  that  you  should  let  the  BiU 
stand  as  it  is,  remembering  that  in  the 
proposed  Despatch  it  would  be  pointed 
out  distinctly  to  the  Viceroy  that  he 
might  get  all  the  assistance  he  could 
from  the  highly-educated,  commercial, 
agricultural,  and  other  classes,  ^nd  that 
in  regard  to  persons  who  were  recom- 
mended by  the  Bodies  to  whom  he  had 
applied,  he  should  exercise  his  own  dis- 
cretion  and  nominate  them,  if  he  thought 
fit,  on  his  own  responsibility. 

♦The   Earl    of    KIMBERLEY  :     My 
Lords,  first  of  all,  I  wish  to  assure  the 
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noble  Viscount  that  in  anything  I  say 
I  do  not  int3nd  ia  the  slight 3st  degree 
to  spaak  in  a  hostile  manner  of  his  view. 
I  look  upon  the  Bill  not  as  a  long  step, 
as  he  has  called  it,  because  I  think  a  long 
step  would  scarcely  be  wise  as  regards 
the  affairs  of  India,  but  a«  a  sub- 
«tantial  stsp  in  some  respacts,  and  I 
will  certainly  welcome  the  Bill.  I  will 
presently  siy  something  on  the  subject 
of  the  Councils,  but  there  is  in  the  Bill 
one  very  important  change,  indeed,  apart 
from  the  question  of  Councils,  and  that 
is  a  right  of  intarpellation.  To  give  the 
right  of  interpellation,  1  believe,  is  th3 
right  thing  to  do ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
I  would  not  have  your  Lordships  imagine, 
and  I  am  sure  thos3  who  are  acquainted 
with  India  will  not  imagine,  that  it  is  a 
slight  matter.  The  giving  of  a  right  of 
interpellation  must  be,  as  the  noble 
Viscount  has  said,  very  carefully  guarded. 
It  must  be  obvious  to  anyone  who  knows 
the  Parliamentary  system  that  the  right 
of  interpellation  may  be  made  the  means 
of  harassing  a  Government,  and  unless 
the  Government  retains,  as  it  will  by  this 
Bill,  the  full  power  of  declining  to 
answer  where  it  thinks  that  to  answer 
would  b?  prejudicial  to  the  public  in- 
terests, I  think  the  granting  of  the  right 
of  interpellation  might  lead  to  dangerous 
consequences,  but,  having  said  that,  I 
must  say  that  I  think  the  time  has  come 
— and  I  think  that  is  the  opinion  of 
most  men  who  are  experienced  in 
regard  to  Indian  affairs — when  it  is 
desirable  to  give  the  right ;  but  in  giving 
that  right  we  must  weigh  the  reasons 
against  it,  and  I  think  the  reasons  in 
favour  of  conferring  the  right  outweigh 
the  reasons  against  it.  The  Government 
is  perfectly  helpless,  as  things  exist,  in 
regard  to  meeting  the  constant  attacks 
which  are  made  upon  it.  Ton  have  a 
free  Press,  which  is  not  careful  or  sparing 
in  its  denunciations  of  the  Government, 
and  you  have  statements  made,  \evy 
often  erroneous  in  fact,  as  well  as  poison- 
ous and  malicious  in  intention,  and 
though,  as  it  s?enLS  to  me,  there  may 
be  some  danger  accompanying  the  giving 
of  this  power,  the  reasons  for  giving  it 
outweigh  the  danger,  and  it  will 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  long  run  that  it  should  be 
given.  I  will  only  make  one  remark 
foi*  the  purpose  of  the  iioble  Viscount 
considering  it.  It  has  occurred  to  me 
The  Earl  oj  Kimherley 


that  some  pn^eat  crisis  might  occur  in  th^ 
affairs  of  India,  though  I  hope  there  i^ 
no  occasion  to  fear  anything  of  the  sort ; 
but,  of  course,  many  things  may  occur  in 
so  vast  a  country,  when  the  right  of 
interpellation  ought  to  be  entirely  sus- 
pended ;  and  it  seems  tome  to  be  worthy 
of  consideration  whether  the  Governor 
General  should  not  on  this  subject  pos- 
sess the  same  power  as  he  possesses  on 
every  other  subject,  namely,  that  he 
should  be  able,  on  his  own  responsibility, 
to  suspend  altogether  the  right  of  inter- 
pellation. That  is  obviously  a  differ- 
ent matter  altogether  from  objecting  to 
answer  questions  which  may  be  addressed, 
because  particular  questions  may  be  in 
themselves  a  source  of  objection  and 
annoyance,  and  it  would  be  only  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  the  Governor  that 
necessaiy  power  which,  in  the  case  of 
autocratic  Government^,  must  be  lodged 
somewhere.  With  regard  to  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Budget,  I  think  no  one  of 
experience  contends  that  that  ought  not 
to  be  conceded.  But  to  allow  Motions 
upon  the  Budget  when  there  is  no  Bill 
before  the  L?gislative  Council,  would 
be  most  disastrous  and  would  lead  to  dis- 
cussions without  aim  or  objects.  It 
would  be  quite  contrary  to  6ur  own 
practice  that  Members  should  be  at  liberty 
to  make  all  kinds  of  proposals.  It  is 
desirable,  on  tlie  other  hand,  that  there 
should  be  some  opportunity  of  expressing 
opinions  upon  the  Budget  of  the  year, 
even  though  no  legislative  measure  is 
to  be  passed.  Then  with  regard  to  the 
other  matter  alluded  to  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Earl  of  Northbrook,  as  well 
as  my  noble  Friend  Ixjhind  me,  I  mean 
the  constitution  for  the  future  of  the 
Legislative  Council.  I  am  far  from  not 
admitting  that  this  is  a  matter  of 
great  delicacy,  and  on  which  there  may 
bj  great  differences  of  opinion  as 
to  whether  the  time  has  come  or 
not  for  going  beyond  the  nomination 
system.  1  agree  with  my  noble  Friend 
behind  me  that  it  is  unfortunate,  though 
I  do  not  throw  the  least  blame  on  the 
noble  Viscount  in  that  respect,  that  this 
matter  was  not  dealt  with  two  or  three 
years  ago.  As  my  noble  Friend  re- 
minded the  House,  an  inquiry  was  sug- 
gested at  one  time  which  would  have 
directed  itself  to  this  point,  and  the  result 
of  that  inquiry  would  no  doubt 
have  been  some    legislation.     But   that 
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inquiry  did  not  take  place,  and  I 
think  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  an  oppor- 
tunity has  b2en  given  for  a  good  deal  of 
agitation  in  India  upon  the  subject  which 
would  not  have  arisen  if  the  matter 
had  been  dealt  with  earlier.  But 
before  I  go  to  the  pxrticular  provisions 
of  this  Bill,  I  should  like  to  clear  myself 
entirely  from  any  possible  imputation  on 
the  question  of  Parliamentary  ropre- 
sentation.  I  quite  concede  that  it  is  en- 
tirely chimerical  to  entertain  the 
notion  that  you  can  have  a  Parliamen- 
tary system  in  India.  That  it  would  be 
inconsistent  with  the  whole  system  of 
our  Government  in  that  country,  and  not 
merely  inconsistent  with  our  system 
of  government  in  that  country,  but 
inconsistent  with  the  condition  of 
the  populations  of  India,  the  state  of 
their  civilisation,  and  the  whole  of  the 
circumstances  of  the  country.  I  cannot 
pretend  to  a  tithe  of  the  knowledge  of 
India  which  many  noble  Lords  in  this 
House  possess  ;  but  the  slightest  know- 
ledge of  that  country  will,  I  thinkfl 
convince  anyone  that  the  notion  of  a 
Parliamentary  representation  of  so  vast 
a  country — almost  as  large  as  Europe — 
containing  so  large  a  number  of  different 
races  is  one  of  the  wildest  imagina- 
tions that  ever  entered  the  minds  of  men. 
But  while  I  say  this,  I  am  not  at  all 
inclined  to  disregard  the  progress  which 
has  been  made  in  that  country,  or  the 
efforts  which  have  been  made  by  the 
Congresses  held  in  that  country,  though 
I  do  not  know  that  they  have  been  on 
all  occasions  marked  by  wisdom  and 
statesmanship ;  still  I  believe  that  the 
native  gentlemen  who  have  taken  part 
in  these  Congresses  have  done  so  with 
good  motives  and  with  loyal  intentions, 
and  I  think  we  may  legitimatoly  con- 
sider and  give  every  weight  to  the 
opinions  they  have  expressed.  At  the 
same  time,  it  would  be  a  matter  of  regret, 
as  the  noble  Earl  (Northbrook)  has  said, 
that  we  should  not  take  this  opportunity 
of  taking  a  little  longer  step  than  the 
noble  Viscount  has  taken,  and  that  longer 
step  is  to  introduce  some  elective 
elements  into  the  Legislative  Councils. 
The  noble  Viscount  asks.  How  is  that  to  be 
done?  I  agree  with  my  noble  Friend 
behind  me  that  no  one  in  this  country  is 
really  competent  to  carry  out  a  scheme 
in  detail  for  establishing  a  system  of 
election  in  India,  and  I  should  not 
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venture  even  to  express  an  opinion  in 
favour  of  it  if  I  did  not  know  that  men 
far  more  competent  than  I  am  have, 
after  full  consideration  of  the  matter, 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  time  has 
arrived  when  that  should  be  done.  My 
noble  Friend  alluded  to  Lord  Dufferin's 
opinion  upon  this  subject.  I  am  sorry 
to  be  obliged  to  repeat  what  he  said,  but 
it  is  no  use  to  blink  the  matter.  The 
opinions  of  Lord  Dufferin  are  known 
to  allt  he  world.  I  smypathise  entirely 
wthi  the  feeling  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  at  those  views  having  become 
known  by  a  scandalous  divulgence  of 
public  correspondence.  The  Minute 
which  is  now  published  I  now  know, 
which  I  did  not  know  before,  must  be  an 
authentic  Minute,  because  there  is  an 
extract  in  the  Papers  which  have  been 
laid  before  the  House  agreeing  with  it 
word  for  word.  Now,  in  that  Minute 
which  has  been  no  doubt  stolen  and 
published,  we  have  the  opinions  of  Lord 
Dufferin,  which,  as  I  have  said  before  are 
known  to  all  the  world,  in  favour  of 
election  to  the  Legislative  Councils  ;  and 
however  much  I  regret — and  I  cannot 
condemn  too  strongly  the  manner  in 
which  those  opinions  have  been  made 
known — we  cannot  divest  ourselves  of 
that  knowledge  which  we  possess.  But 
if  we  had  not  that  knowledge — improperly 
acquired  as  it  has  been — not  by  me,  but 
by  those  who  have  published  it,  we 
should  have  the  right  to  strongly  press 
the  Government  to  give  us  the  opinions 
of  Lord  Dufferin.  Lord  Dufferin  was 
the  last  Viceroy,  and  he  could,  therefore, 
form  an  opinion  worth  knowing  on  the 
subject.  Lord  Lansdowne,  I  am  sure, 
would  be  the  first  to  admit  that  he  has 
not  had  sufficient  time  in  India  to  be 
able  to  mature  an  opinion  which  can  be 
possibly  entitled  to  the  same  respect  as 
that  of  the  Viceroy,  who  gave  his  opinion 
aftei:  nearly  the  whole  of  his  tarm  of 
office  had  expired,  and  after  he  had  had 
ample  time  to  satisfy  himsalf  on  any 
subject  which  he  might  have  considered. 
I  again  say,  my  Lords,  I  do  not  at  all 
wish  to  make  this  Bill  the  subject  of 
attack ;  but  I  think  it  is  scarcely  fair  to 
Parliament  that  we  should  have  to 
legislate  upon  such  an  important  matter 
as  this  without  having  in  our  hands  the 
opinion  of  Lord  Dufferin,  who  has  had  so 
recent  and  full  an  experience  of  the 
affairs  and  Government  of  India.  I 
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again  press  upon  the  Government  that, 
it  being  known  to  all  the  world  what  the 
opinion  of  Lord  Dufferin  is,  it  is  perfectly 
in  vain  to  attempt  to  exclude  that 
opinion  from  any  discussion  of  the 
subject  My  noble  Friend,  Lord  Duf- 
erin,  who  is  an  experienced  man  of 
afiEairs,  must  have  practically  considered 
the  matter,  and  must  have  brought 
himself  to  the  opinion,  after  consi- 
deration, that  there  were  means  in 
India  by  which  the  selection  could  have 
been  carried  out.  We  know  him  too 
well  to  suppose  ihit  he  would  have  pro- 
mulgated the  opinion  without  the  fullest 
consideration.  He  so  plainly  alludes  to 
it,  both  in  his  Jubilee  speech  and  in  his 
speech  on  St.  Andraw's  Day,  as  to  make 
it  certain  that  he  would  not  have  spoken 
as  he  did  unless  he  had  made  up  his 
mind  that  this  was  not  a  mere  academical 
opinion,  but  was  a  measure  which 
could  be  practically  carried  into 
effect.  I  shou  d  lika  to  know  what  his 
practical  suggestions  were.  If  I  had  been 
Secretary  of  State  I  should  have  asked 
him  what  were  the  suggestions  he  had  to 
make  and  for  the  details  of  his  plan  and 
for  some  notion  of  Avhat  he  thought  Tvas 
best  to  bs  done.  But  my  noble  Friend, 
and  as  I  tliought  most  wisely,  has 
abstained  from  going  into  details  on  this 
subject,  and  I  agree  with  him  that 
we  should  only  pass  an  enabling 
Bill.  If  you  are  of  opinion  that  election 
in  any  shape  should  be  introduced,  you 
should  enable  the  Governor  General  in 
Council  to  frame  a  measure  to  be  sent 
home  to  be  approved  by  the  Government 
here  if  they  think  fit.  There  can  be 
nothing  naore  disastrous  in  the  future 
than  to  attempt  to  pass  Bills  in  this 
country,  laying  down  details  with  regard 
to  the  government  of  such  a  country  as 
India,  and  there  is  not  merely  the  diffi- 
culty in  passing  such  Bills,  but  the 
difficulty  of  amending  them.  Just 
imagine :  We  might,  after  passing 
a  Bill,  which  we  hope  and  believe 
would  work  well — it  might  be,  on  the 
whole,  a  soimd  and  healthy  measure — 
we  might  find,  as  almost  always  happens, 
that  there  were  some  defects  in  it 
requiring  amendment.  But  if  that  were 
so,  they  could  only  be  amended  by 
another  Act  of  Parliament,  and  I  think 
any  of  us  who  have  been  engaged  in 
politics  in  this  country  know  that,  how- 
ever great  the  necessity  for  passing 
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an  Act  may  be,  it  is  vary  difficult 
to  get  it  passed,  and  although  the 
Government  might  command  a  majority, 
therj  are  very  often  persons  who  will 
for  a  hundred  reasons  prevent  that 
Bill  even  being  discusssd.  Consi- 
der the  difficulty  of  the  position  you 
would  be  in  if,  after  passing  an  Act 
of  Parliament  laying  down  details  for 
the  government  of  India,  you  found 
yourselves  prr.ctically  unable  to  get  an 
amending  Bill  passed  through  the  House 
of  Commons.  It  ought  to  be  a  maxim  with 
regard  to  all  our  legislation  in  reference 
to  India  to  avoid  detail  legislation  and  to 
trust  to  the  wisdom  of  the  Viceroy  in 
Council,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Government  at  home  to  deal  with  de- 
tails. I  should  have  thought  it  was- 
possible,  my  Lords,  to  frame  some  mea- 
sure for  allowing  either  Municipalities 
or  Public  Bodies  to  elect  or  to  send  up 
two  or  three  names  out  of  which  the 
Governor  General  might  select  suck  a 
man  as  he  desired.  The  noble  Viscount 
says  the  Viceroy  might  practically  do 
the  same  thing  as  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Ripon)  successfully  did  him- 
self in  the  two  instances  which  he 
mentioned.  1  would  reply  to  him  that 
you  have  in  India  as  everywhere  else  to 
consider  not  merely  the  thing  which  ift 
to  be  done  itself,  but  the  mode  in  which 
it  is  to  be  done.  You  have  to  satisfy  men's 
minds.  All  these  questions  are  brought 
for.ward  by  a  comparatively  small  body, 
but  at  the  same  time  it  is  a  body  of  im- 
portance. You  have  created  educated 
natives,  and  their  influence  will  tend  to 
increase,  and  they  will  hold  opinions  which 
though  they  may  not  find  utterance  still 
exist  in  the  minds  of  a  great  many  more 
people  than  appears  on  the  surface- 
Looking  at  the  state  of  the  world  at  pre- 
sent I  need  not  ask  any  practical  man 
whether  these  demands  will  not  in- 
crease. I  think  they  will  increase,  and 
they  will  have  to  be  taken  some  notice  of. 
My  feeling  is  this:  that  if  you  can  safely 
— and  upon  this  the  whole  matter  turns — 
take  some  step  in  the  direction  of  giving 
a  representative  element  to  these  Coun- 
cils, it  ij\'ill  be  a  wise  thing  to  do.  The 
noble  Viscount  says  aye;  but  are  these 
representatives  that  you  are  going  to  ob- 
tain  likely  in  any  way  to  be  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  great  mass  of  the  ryots, 
and  of  the  masses  of  the  population  in 
India  ?     My  Lords,  no  one  that  you  can 


97 


Indian 


{MARGft  ^,  18#0} 


Councils  BiU. 


^* 


put  upon  these  Legislative  Councils  can 
possibly  represent  the  ryots  of  India. 
Upon  the  discussion  on  that  Bill  which 
ray  noble  Friand  referred  to,  the  Bengiil 
Rent  Bill,  a  Bill  of  immense  magnitude 
and  difficulty,  the  pissincr  of  which  re- 
flected the  greatest  credit  upon  Lord 
Duffarin,  the  only  representative  of  the 
ryots  was  the  Government.  Anyone  who 
knows  the  circumstances  of  Bengal  must 
be  aware  that  there  are  no  possible  means 
by  which  anyon3  could  have  been  found 
who  would  represent  the  ryots,  and 
for  a  long  time  that  must  continue 
to  be  tho  case.  But  that  docs  not 
entail  that  there  are  not  B.)dics  in 
India  wh  S3  opinions  it  would  be  desir- 
able to  have.  For  example,  there 
is  a  ra  )st  important  body  which  3'ou 
would  have  to  deal  with,  the  Mahome- 
tans of  India.  If  you  were  to  be  guided 
entirely  by  the  Hindoo  popular  opinion 
you  would  find  yourself  in  great  diffi- 
culty. But,  I  say,  if  you  can  from 
different  Bodies  obtiin  assistance  in 
your  legislation,  based  upon  the  selec- 
tions of  thos3  Bodies  themselves,  you 
will  strengthen  yours  ilf  moi'e  than  if 
you  merely  nominated  ev^en  the  sime 
persons,  because  in  the  one  case  tlios3 
parsons  would  b3  res  )ected  as  repre- 
sentatives to  a  considerable  extent  of 
important  Public  B  ^dies,  and  in  the  other 
case  they  would  be  looked  upon  as  only 
nominees  of  the  Government  itself.  I 
believe  upon  that  point  turns  the  whole 
controversy,  if  the  Government  were 
able  to  go  as  far  as  my  noble  Friend  sug- 
gests, I  think  it  would  be  a  very  fortu- 
nate circumstance.  I  think  so,  esp  cia  ly 
for  the  reason  which  my  noble  Friend 
the  Marquess  of  Ripon  mentioned  ;  for  I 
am  extremely  afraid  of  any  Bill  which 
will  give  a  reasonable  pretence  for  further 
agitation  arid  demands  :it  an  early  date. 
We  require  rest  in  these  matters ;  you 
cannot  always  be  tinkering  at  legislation, 
and  you  ought  to  be  able  to  reply  to  any 
such  demands  that  tne  matter  has  been 
dealt  with,  and  that  you  •  must  stand 
where  you  are.  I  cannot  but  fear 
that  this  Bill  may,  by  not  satis- 
fying legitimate  asplratiois  in  India, 
fail  to  bring  about  that  settlement 
for  some  reiisonable  time  which  all. 
of  us  desire.  I  have  not  made  these 
observations,  my  Lords,  in  the  slightest 
in  the  ►pirit  of  hostility  or  of  finding 
fault;  but  having  myself  filled  a"  one  t!me 


the  office  which  the  noble  Viscount 
holds,  I  thought  I  might  express  my 
agreement  in  the  main  with  my  noble 
Friends  behind  me.  But  I  go  a  little 
further  on  one  point.  I  think  it  would 
scarcely  be  safe  not  to  give  some 
representation  in  the  Supreme  Council,  if 
the  principle  of  election  is  to  be  adopted  ; 
because  if  once  you  have  giv^n  elected 
Members  to  the  Loc  il  Councils  I  think 
that  it  would  not  be  possible  for  any 
length  of  time  to  refuse  election  to  the 
Supreme  Council.  In  some  way  I  should 
think  it  would  l^  necess.iry  to  introduce 
the  representative  element  there  also, 
and  that  in  the  Supreme  Council  there 
should  be  the  same  opportunity  of 
expressing  opinions  as  is  given  in  the 
subordinate  Legislatures.  My  Lords,  as 
far  as  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  is 
concerned  I  iiios*;  heartily  support  it. 
*Thk  prime  MIXISTiiJR  and  SECRE- 
TARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (i:he  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
The  noble  Lord  who  has  just  sstt  down 
invites  us  to  consider  the  general  COurfie 
of  events,  and  to  infer  from  that,  what 
is  a  perfectly  legitimat)  inferoncei  that 
we  should  not  see  the  end  of  this  question, 
but  that  whatever  we  did  now  flie  matter 
would  bo  raised  again  and  again.  I  quite 
join  with  them  in  that  view  ;  but  it  does 
not  appear  to  me  that  he  and  those  iioble 
Lords  who  spoke  before  him  estimate  at 
its  right  value  the  intense  gravity  of  the 
question  they  have  raised.  They  did  not 
seem  to  me  to  recognise  how  deep  a 
res^jonsibility  must  lie  upon  any  Govern- 
ment, or  noon  any  Parliament, which 
introduc2S  the  elective  principle  as  an 
effective  agent  in  the  Government  Of 
India.  It  may  be  — I  do  not  desire  to* 
question  it— that  that  is  to  be  the  ulti- 
mate destiny  of  India ;  but  the  bcgining 
of  that  new  principle  is  one  of  the  gravest 
parting  of  the  ways  whicli  it  is  possible 
for  any  Government  to  have  tx*  face: 
The  principle  of  election  or  Governraient 
by  represent ition  is  not  anEas^emidea'; 
it  does  not  fit  Eastern  traditions •' or 
Eastern  minds.  We  have  seen  'some 
efforts  to  introduce  it  on  that  fringe*  of 
Oriental  population  with  which  we  have 
some  acquaintance  in  Europe.  We  know 
that  an  efforc  has  been  made  to  introduce 
it  into  Turkey,  and  I  beUeva  int )  Egypt, 
without  having  pr.  duced  any  pal- 
pable result  whatever.  An  effiort  has 
been  made  also  to  •  intrcdi^ce  it 
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into  Cri^t.%  and  tli  re  I  fear  it 
cannot  b.'  said  to  liave  been  a  medium 
for  producing  }3eace  and  good  Go- 
vernment in  that  country.  The 
difficulty  of  introducing  the  elective 
principle,  largely  dependent  upon 
the  paculiarities  of  Eastern  minds, 
is  also  to  a  great  ext:?nt,  as  the  noble 
Lord  pointed  out  due  to  the  fact  that  we 
have  to  d:?al  with  a  deeply  divided 
lx)pulation.  Representative  Government 
answers  admirably  so  long  as  all  those 
who  are  represented  desire  much  the 
same  thing,  and  have  interests  tolerably 
a^alagous  ;  but  it  is  put  to  an  intolerable 
«lrain  when  it  rests  upon  a  community 
divided  into  two  sections,  one  of  which 
is  bitterly  hostile  to  the  other,  and  desir- 
ou=j  of  opposing  it  upon  all  occasions. 
We  do  not  know  how  the  Mahommedan 
and  Hindoo  populations  if  placed  face 
to  face  with  each  other  in  elective  repre- 
sentative Government  would  view  each 
other  ;  but  we  know,  at  all  events,  that 
one  of  the  heaviest  responsibilities  and 
severest  duties  of  the  Government  of 
India  is  to  prevent  the  outbreak  of 
hostilities  caused  by  the  profound  dif- 
ferences between  those  two  communities 
—differences  in  race  traditions,  history, 
and  creed.  These  are  some  among  the 
^difficulties  ;  and  there  is  another  diffi- 
culty which  was  not  taken  notice  of  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  in  very  clear 
language,  but  which  was  pointedly  re- 
ferred to  by  my  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary o  fState  for  India,  and  that  is  that  if 
you  want  to  liave  the  elective  principle 
<rf  Government,  the  fir>t  thing  you  have 
to  find  before  you  advance  a  single  step 
upon  your  journey  is  a  constituency ;  and 
a  constituency  is  that  which  we  are  at  pre- 
sent entirely  without.  We  have  been 
•offered  as  a  constituency  for  the  represen- 
tation of  the  warlike  races  of  the  Punjaub 
th*  aristocratic  people  of  Rajpootana,  and 
for  the  vast  population  of  the  ryots, 
spread  over  the  whole  of  India,  a  body 
elected  only  for  the  purpose  of  making 
streets  and  taking  care  of  drains.  I 
do  not  think,  without  casting  the  least 
imputation  or  slur  upon  their  patriotism 
or  their  capacity,  that  these  urban  repre- 
sentatives are  either  by  their  education 
or  preparation,  or  the  life  they  hive 
passed  through,  fitted  for  the  function  of 
forming  a  constituency  fitted  to  represent 
those  vast  interests  which  we  have  under- 
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taken  to  represent.  All  I  wish  to  say 
is  this  :  that  you  must  make  up  your 
mind  upon  the  constituency  that  is 
to  surmount  the  tremendous  difficulties 
which  the  elective  principle  must  have 
to  contend  with  wherever  it  became  an 
efficient  force  in  India.  You  must  make 
up  your  mind  upon  that  constituency 
before  you  attempt  to  give  legislative 
sanction  to  that  principle.  What 
appeared  to  me  to  be  most  alarming  in 
the  reasoning  of  the  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site was  that  they  think  they  can  stumble 
and  slip  into  this  great  change  and  that 
no  harm  would  come  to  them  if  they 
had  not  taken  count  beforehand 
where  their  steps  were  to  be  placed  or 
in  what  direction  their  journey  was 
to  be  taken.  You  must  not  drift  into 
an  elective  Government  of  India. 
You  must  make  up  your  mind  how  you 
are  to  frame  your  constituencies,  how 
those  vast  interests  arc*  to  be  represented 
before  you  consign  yourselves  to  the  care, 
charge,  and  goveriiment  of  the  most 
powerful  principle  that  affects  political 
communities.  Do  not  imagine  that  you 
can  introduce  it  in  small  doses,  and  that 
it  will  be  satisfied  by  that  concession. 
At  least,  we  know  this  of  the  elective 
principle  from  our  experience  in  Europe, 
that  wherever  it  has  made  for  itself  a 
small  channel  it  has  been  able  to  widen 
and  widen  gradually,  until  all  has  been 
carried  before  it,  and  that  is  the  danger 
of  any  action  you  may  take  in  India.  I 
hope  we  shall  not  imagine  that  when 
once  we  have  consigned  ourselves  to  this 
principle  we  can  retrace  our  steps  or  take 
away  the  powers  that  we  have  given,  or 
that  we  can  undo  the  result  of  any  mis- 
take we  may  make.  I  therefore  earnestly 
urge  upon  the  House  not  to  make  so 
great  a  change  without  the  most  careful 
and  circumspect  examination  of  all  the 
difficulties  and  dangers  which  surround 
it,  not  to  sUp  into  this  great  innovation, 
as  it  were,  accidentally.  But  if  we  are 
to  do  it,  if  it  has  to  be  done,  let  us  do  it 
systematically,  counting  the  ecst,  examin- 
ing all  the  details, and  taking  care  that  the 
machinery  to  be  provided  shall  effect  ihe 
purpose  of  giving  representation  not  to 
accidentally  constituted  Bodies,  not  to 
small  sections  of  the  people  here  and 
there,  but  to  the  living  strength  and 
vital  forces  of  the  whole  community  of 
India. 
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Earl  GRAXVILLE:  My  Ln-ds,  it  is 
impossible  not  to  ramark  how  very 
mncli  more  strongly  the  noble  Marquess 
has  met  the  objections  which  have  been 
stated  upon  this  sida  of  the  House  than 
has  baen  done  by  tho  noble  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  India  Dipirtment.  Really 
the  sp3ech  of  the  noble  Marquess  put  an 
absolute  stop  to  any  such  suggestion  as 
has  been  made.  I  think  that  argument 
has  b3en  pat  a  littli  too  high  in  this 
sense;  it  would  bs  really  supposed  by 
the  suggestion  mads  by  the  noble  Earl 
bahind  me,  and  which  w^as  8upj>orced  by 
the  noble  Marquess,  who,  of  course,  was 
speaking  with  immense  weight  and 
authority  upon  this  particular  subject 
was  as  far  as  this  Hous3  is  concerned, 
that  the  House  should  amend  the  Bill 
and  send  out  a  complete  cut-and-dried 
Parliamentary  Constitution  to  India  upon 
this  occasion.  But  against  that  my  nolle 
Friend  the  Earl  of  Northbrook  specially 
guarded  himself,  and  he  pointed  out  that 
we  ware  not  in  a  position  to  judge  how 
anything  of  this  kind  was  to  bo  carried 
out,  but  that  it  was  desirable  to  give 
the  Vicjroy  or  the  Governor  or 
Lieutenant  Governor  more  power  than 
he  now  pos^es^es  in  order  to  carry  out 
any  such  matters.  It  appears  to  me  that 
the  noble  Mxrquiss  in  his  speech  has 
dealt  with  the  matter  with  great  autho- 
rity and  wei'^ht.  In  regard  to  the  opinion 
of  Lord  Dnfferin,  I  think  we  are  taking 
a  very  great  responsibility  upon  our- 
selves ;  and  I  certainly  do  claim  what 
the  noble  Viscmnt  has  not  alluded  to, 
that  we  are  entitbd  to  have  before  us  all 
the  Papers  on  this  subject.  To  that  there 
seems  really  no  reason  to  object. 
♦Lord  STAN'LRJr  o?  ALDERLEF : 
My  Lords,  I  desire  to  concur  in  the 
regrets  which  have  been  expressed  on 
this  side  of  the  House  upon  the  subject 
of  omission  in  the  Bill  of  selection  or 
election  of  the  n3w  members  of  the 
Councils.  Toe  object  in  view  is  not  so 
muchrepresintationas  the  independsnce 
of  persons  who  might  hold  plaees  in 
the  Legislative  Councils,  and  who  arj 
put  there  as  nominees.  Another  objection 
that  the  Bill  is  too  permissive  has  been 
removed  by  the  speeches  of  my  noble 
Friends  the  Marquess  of  Ripon  and  the 
Earl  of  Kimb3rley.  As  ray  noble  Friends 
have  said,  the  fact  of  the  Bill  being 
permissive  will  aid  its  passing  through 
Parliament ;  and  if  th  }ro  were  anything  in 


t'le  BUI  which  at  a  future  time  might 
require    alteration,    it    could    only    be 
amended  by   Act    of   Parliament.      My 
noble  Friend  the  former  Viceroy  referred 
to    the   Municipalities  and  to   the   pro 
gress  which  they  have  made.     Lord  Reay 
stated   last   montli   at   Poena    that    in 
1884-5   the   elective   principle    was    in 
operation  in  24  Municipalities  only.     At 
the  end  of  last  year  it  had  been  extended 
to  120  Municipilities  with  896  Commis- 
sioners.    So  that  in  Bombay  there  would 
b  3  these  Bodies  to  be  consulted.     Clause 
4    says    that    the    proportion    between 
official  and  non-official  members  under 
the  Indian  Councils  Act  of  1861  is  to  ba- 
the same  as  befor  j  ;  so  that  the  number 
of   new   official    members   will  be  very 
small.     My  Lords,  if   this  Bill  goes  out . 
to  India  as  it  is  now,  it  will  be  a  groat 
disappointment   to    the    Indian    public 
Some  persons  will  not  allow  that  there 
is  an  Indian  people.    The  noble  Viscount . 
said  that  there  was  no  real  people  of  India, 
but  only  a  collection  of  races  of  various 
languages,   religions,  manners,  and  cus- 
toms ;  but  there  is  no  nation  of  Europe 
which  is  not  so  composed,  even  in  the 
United     Kingdom.       And    as    Voltaire 
said  of  England,  "It  is  a  country  of  a 
hundred  religions,  and  but  one  satice,"" 
and     the    people    of    India    als5    have 
one  sauce,  which  prevails  from  one  endef 
the  country  to  the  other  ;  that  is — cturry* 
The  Government  will  deceive  itself  if  it 
does  not  recognise  the  great  progress  in 
India  in  regard  to  unity.     It  is  becoming 
one  through  the  spread  of  the   English 
language,  through  the   Penal  Code,  ^isd 
through  the  railways ;  and  Mr.  Gladstone- 
h«s  said  that  he  desired  the  amalgamation 
of  the  armies  of  India  because  it  would 
promote    unity    in    the    same    way  as 
occurred  in     Italy    from    sending    the 
troops   from  one  end  of  the  country  to 
the  other.     Now,  ray  Lords,  with  regard' 
to   the    Parliamentary    Papers,  and   the 
right  of    Members  of    the  Councils    fo^' 
put  questions,  I  must  protest  against  the- 
Secretary    of    State     for  allowing    the^ 
Indian     Government    to    corrupt     the 
Queen's  English  by  the  use  of   the  TfOrd 
"  interpellation."    What  is  meant  by  that 
word  ?  It  is  us  id  as   meaning  *'  interro- 
gation," but   it    m3ans    uotliing  o£  the 
kind.       Reference    to   dictionaries  will 
show  that  in  Ln,tin  and  English  it  means 
interruption  of  asp3aker:  in   French  it 
is  a  ph:*as3  of  bg\l   procedure.     During 
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noble  Viscount  that  in  anytliing  I  say 
I  do  not  intend  in  the  slightast  degree 
to  spaak  in  a  hostile  manner  of  his  view. 
I  look  upon  the  Bill  not  as  a  long  step, 
as  he  has  called  it,  because  I  think  a  long 
step  would  scarcely  be  wise  as  regards 
the  affairs  of  India,  but  as  a  sub- 
stantial stsp  in  some  respacts,  and  I 
will  certainly  welcome  the  Bill.  I  will 
presently  8%y  something  on  the  subject 
of  the  Councils,  but  there  is  in  the  Bill 
one  very  important  change,  indeed,  apart 
from  the  question  of  Councils,  and  that 
is  a  right  of  int3rpellation.  To  give  the 
right  of  interpellation,  1  believe,  is  th3 
right  thing  to  do ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
I  would  not  have  your  Lordships  imagine, 
and  I  am  sure  thos^  who  are  acquainted 
with  India  will  not  imagine,  that  it  is  a 
slight  matter.  The  giving  of  a  right  of 
interpellation  must  be,  as  the  noble 
Viscount  has  said,  very  carefully  guarded. 
It  must  be  obvious  to  anyone  who  knows 
the  Parliamentary'  system  that  the  right 
of  interpellation  may  be  made  the  means 
of  harassing  a  Government,  and  unless 
the  Government  retains,  as  it  will  by  this 
Bill,  the  full  power  of  declining  to 
answer  where  it  thinks  that  to  answer 
would  b?  prejudicial  to  the  public  in- 
terests, I  think  the  granting  of  the  right 
of  interpellation  might  lead  to  dangerous 
consequences,  but,  having  said  that,  I 
must  say  that  I  think  the  time  has  come 
— and  I  think  that  is  the  opinion  of 
most  men  who  are  experienced  in 
regard  to  Indian  affairs — when  it  is 
desirable  to  give  the  right ;  but  in  giving 
that  right  we  must  weigh  the  reasons 
against  it,  and  I  think  the  reasons  in 
favour  of  conferring  the  right  outweigh 
the  reasons  against  it.  The  Government 
is  perfectly  helpless,  as  things  exist,  in 
regard  to  meeting  the  constant  attacks 
which  are  made  upon  it.  Y'ou  have  a 
free  Press,  which  is  not  careful  or  sparing 
in  its  denunciations  of  the  Government, 
and  you  have  statements  made,  very 
often  erroneous  in  fact,  as  well  as  poison- 
ous and  malicious  in  intention,  and 
though,  as  it  s.^ems  to  me,  there  may 
be  some  danger  accomprinying  the  giving 
of  this  power,  the  reasons  for  giving  it 
outweigh  the  danger,  and  it  will 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  long  run  that  it  should  be 
given.  I  tvill  only  make  one  remark 
for  the  purpose  of  the  noble  Viscount 
considering  it.  It  has  occurred  to  me 
The  Earl  oj  Kimherley 


that  some  great  crisis  might  occur  in  th^ 
affairs  of  India,  though  I  hope  there  i'** 
no  occasion  to  fear  anything  of  the  sort  ; 
but,  of  course,  many  things  may  occur  in 
so  vast  a  country,  when  the  right  of 
interpellation  ought  to  be  entirely  sus- 
pended ;  and  it  seems  to  me  to  be  worthy 
of  consideration  whether  the  Governor 
General  should  not  on  this  subject  pos- 
sess the  same  power  as  he  possesses  on 
every  other  subject,  namely,  that  he 
should  be  able,  on  his  own  responsibility, 
to  suspend  altogether  the  right  of  inter- 
pal  lation.  That  is  obviously  a  differ- 
ent matter  altogether  from  objecting  to 
answer  questions  which  may  be  addressed, 
because  particular  questions  may  be  in 
themselves  a  source  of  objection  and 
annoyance,  and  it  would  be  only  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  the  Governor  that 
necessary  power  which,  in  the  case  of 
autocratic  Government*,  must  be  lodged 
somewhere.  With  rezard  to  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Budget,  I  think  no  one  of 
experience  contends  that  that  ought  not 
to  be  conceded.  But  to  allow  Motions 
upon  the  Budget  when  there  is  no  Bill 
before  the  L legislative  Council,  w^ould 
be  most  disastrous  and  would  lead  to  dis- 
cussions without  aim  or  objects.  It 
would  be  quite  contrary'  to  dur  own 
practice  that  Members  should  he  at  liberty 
to  make  all  kinds  of  proposals.  It  is 
desirable,  on  the  other  hand,  that  there 
should  be  some  opportunity  of  expressing 
opinions  upon  the  Budget  of  the  year, 
even  though  no  legislative  measure  is 
to  be  passed.  Then  with  regard  to  the 
other  matter  alluded  to  by  toy  noble 
Friend  the  Earl  of  Northbrook,  as  well 
as  my  noble  Friend  behind  me,  I  mean 
the  constitution  for  the  future  of  the 
Legislative  Council.  I  am  far  from  not 
admitting  that  this  is  a  matter  of 
great  delicacy,  and  on  which  there  may 
hi  great  differences  of  opinion  as 
to  whether  the  time  has  come  or 
not  for  going  beyond  the  nomination 
system.  I  agree  with  my  noble  Friend 
behind  me  that  it  is  unfortunate,  though 
I  do  not  throw  the  least  blame  on  the 
noble  Viscount  in  that  respect,  that  this 
matter  was  not  dealt  with  two  or  three 
years  ago.  As  my  noble  Friend  re- 
minded the  House,  an  inquiry  was  sug- 
gested at  one  time  which  would  have 
directed  itself  to  this  point,  and  the  result 
of  that  inquiry  would  no  doubt 
have  been  some    legislation.     But   that 
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inquiry  did  not  take  place,  and  I 
think  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  an  oppor- 
tunity has  baen  given  for  a  good  deal  of 
agitation  in  India  upon  the  subject  which 
would  not  have  arisen  if  the  matter 
had  been  dealt  with  earlier.  But 
before  I  go  to  the  pirticular  provisions 
of  this  Bill,  I  should  like  to  clear  myself 
entirely  from  any  possible  imputation  on 
the  question  of  Parliamentary  repre- 
sentation. I  quite  concede  that  it  is  en- 
tirely chimerical  to  entertain  the 
notion  that  you  can  have  a  Parliamen- 
tary system  in  India.  That  it  would  be 
inconsistent  with  the  whole  system  of 
our  Government  in  that  country,  and  not 
merely  inconsistent  with  our  system 
of  government  in  that  country,  but 
inconsistent  with  the  condition  of 
the  populations  of  India,  the  state  of 
their  civilisation,  and  the  whole  of  the 
circumstances  of  the  country.  I  cannot 
pretend  to  a  tithe  of  the  knowledge  of 
India  which  many  noble  Lords  in  this 
House  possess  ;  but  the  slightest  know- 
ledge of  that  country  will,  I  thinkfl 
convince  anyone  that  the  notion  of  a 
Parliamentary  representation  of  so  vast 
a  country — almost  as  large  as  Europe — 
containing  so  large  a  number  of  different 
races  is  one  of  the  wildest  imagina- 
tions that  ever  entered  the  minds  of  men. 
But  while  I  say  this,  I  am  not  at  all 
inclined  to  disregard  the  progress  which 
has  been  made  in  that  country,  or  the 
efEorts  which  have  been  made  by  the 
Ck)ngres8S8  held  in  that  country,  though 
I  do  not  know  that  they  have  been  on 
all  occasions  marked  by  wisdom  and 
statesmanship ;  still  I  believe  that  the 
native  gentlemen  who  have  taken  part 
in  these  Congresses  have  done  so  with 
good  motives  and  with  loyal  intentions, 
and  I  think  we  may  legitimatsly  con- 
sider and  give  every  weight  to  the 
opinions  they  have  expressed.  At  the 
same  time,  it  would  be  a  matter  of  regret, 
as  the  noble  Earl  (Northbrook)  has  said, 
that  we  should  not  take  this  opportunity 
of  taking  a  little  longer  step  than  the 
noble  Yiscx^unt  has  taken,  and  that  longer 
step  is  to  introduce  some  elective 
elements  into  the  Legislative  Councils. 
The  noble  Viscount  asks,  How  is  that  to  be 
done?  I  agree  with  my  noble  Friend 
behind  me  that  no  one  in  this  country  is 
really  competent  to  carry  out  a  scheme 
in  detail  for  establishing  a  system  of 
election  in  India,  and  I  should  not 
VOL.  CCCXLII.    [third  sbbtes.] 


venture  even  to  express  an  opinion  in 
favour  of  it  if  I  did  not  know  that  men 
far  more  competent  than  I  am  have, 
after  full  consideration  of  the  matter, 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  time  has 
arrived  when  that  should  be  done.  My 
noble  Friend  alluded  to  Lord  Dufferin's 
opinion  upon  this  subject.  I  am  sorry 
to  be  obliged  to  repeat  what  he  said,  but 
it  is  no  use  to  blink  the  matter.  The 
opinions  of  Lord  Dufferin  are  known 
to  allt  he  world.  I  smypathise  entirely 
wthi  the  feeling  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  at  those  views  having  become 
known  by  a  scandalous  divulge  nee  of 
public  correspondence.  The  Minute 
which  is  now  published  I  now  know, 
which  I  did  not  know  before,  must  be  an 
authentic  Minute,  because  there  is  an 
extract  in  the  Papers  which  have  been 
laid  before  the  House  agreeing  with  it 
word  for  word.  Now,  in  that  Minute 
which  has  been  no  doubt  stolen  and 
published,  we  have  the  opinions  of  Lord 
Dufferin,  which,  as  I  have- said  before  are 
known  to  all  the  world,  in  favour  of 
election  to  the  Legislative  Councils  ;  and 
however  much  I  regret — and  I  cannot 
condemn  too  strongly  the  manner  in 
which  those  opinions  have  been  made 
known — we  cannot  divest  ourselves  of 
that  knowledge  which  we  possess.  But 
if  we  had  not  that  knowledge — improperly 
acquired  as  it  has  been — not  by  me,  but 
by  those  who  have  published  it,  we 
should  have  the  right  to  strongly  press 
the  Government  to  give  us  the  opinions 
of  Lord  Dufferin.  Lord  Dufferin  was 
the  last  Viceroy,  and  he  could,  therefore, 
form  an  opinion  worth  knowing  on  the 
subject.  Lord  Lansdowne,  I  am  sure, 
would  be  the  first  to  admit  that  he  has 
not  had  sufficient  time  in  India  to  be 
able  to  mature  an  opinion  which  can  be 
possibly  entitled  to  the  same  respect  as 
that  of  the  Viceroy,  who  gave  his  opinion 
aftei;  nearly  the  whole  of  his  tarm  of 
office  had  expired,  and  after  he  had  had 
ample  time  to  satisfy  himself  on  any 
subject  which  he  might  have  considered. 
I  again  say,  my  Lords,  I  do  not  at  all 
wish  to  make  this  Bill  the  subject  of 
attack ;  but  I  think  it  is  scarcely  fair  to 
Parliament  that  we  should  have  to 
legislate  upon  such  an  important  matter 
as  this  without  having  in  our  hands  the 
opinion  of  Lord  Dufferin,  who  has  had  so 
recent  and  full  an  experience  of  the 
afbirs  and  Government  of  India.  I 
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COMMITTEE    OF    SELECTION    FOR 
STANDING    COMMITTEES. 

Report  from,  That  the  Committee  have 
added  the  Lord  Knutsford  to  the  St\nd- 
ing  Committee  for  Bills  relating  to 
Law,  &c.,  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Colonial  Courts  of  Admiralty  Bill; 
Read  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

ARCHDEACONRY    OP    CORNWALL 

BILL.- (No.  5.) 
Read    3*    (according    to    order),   and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

House  ad jouroed  at  Seven  o'clock 

till    to-morrow    a   quarter- 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Thursday,  6th  March,  1890. 


PRIVATE  BUSIXESi^, 


THAMES  WATERMEN  AND   LIGHTER- 
MEN BILL. 
Motion    made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That   the  Bill   be  now  read   a  second 
time." 

*(3.0.)  Mr.  LAFONE  (South  wark,  Ber- 
mondsey)  :  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill 
ba  read  a  second  time  on  this  day  six 
months.  In  the  first  place,  I  maintain 
that  it  is  not  a  measure  which  ought  to 
be  brought  in  as  a  private  Bill;  its  object 
is  to  alx)lish  the  privilege  of  certain 
parsons  to  act  as  lightermen  upon  the 
river  Thames,  and  its  provisions  are  of 
such  a  nature  that  I  think  it  ought  to 
have  been  introduced  as  a  public  measure. 
An  attempt  was  made  to  deal  with  this 
question  in  1881,  but  owing  to  the  un- 
answerable arguments  then  made  use  of 
by  the  present  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie),  the 
then  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  withdrew  the  Bill. 
It  was  afterwards  brought  in  as  a  public 
Bill,  but  fell,  stillborn,  and  never  came 
to  a  Second  Reading.  My  principal  ob- 
jection to  the  Bill  is  that  it  proiK)ses  to 
do  away   with    the    privileges    of    the 


lightermen  of  the  City  of  London. 
In  a  statyment  presented  to  the 
House  in  favour  of  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  it  is  said  that  there 
are  only  5,000  men  employed,  whereas 
there  are  upwards  of  7,000,  and  3,000 
apprentices.  The  circular  issued  by  the 
prormoters  shows  that  the  measure  is 
really  aimed  at  the  lightermen  on  account 
of  the  part  they  took  in  the  recent  dock 
strike,  but  the  men  have  all  along 
expressed  their  readiness  to  leave  the 
matter  in  dispute  to  arbitration.  I 
have  had  some  experience  of  that 
m  tter,  liaviusf  presided  over  a  meeting 
of  1,200  uf  these  men;  and  I 
know  that  their  action,  instead  of 
prolonging  or  intensifying  the  strike, 
brought  it  to  a  more  speedy  termination. 
Since  then  they  have  shown  their  deter- 
mination to  adopt  arbitration  instead  of 
strikes,  by  refusing  to  assist  the  gas 
stokers  in  their  strike.  Every  man  is 
obliged  to  pass  an  examination  before 
becoming  a  licensed  waterman,  although 
apprentices  of  two  years'  standing  may, 
under  certain  conditions,  navigate  small 
craft.  For  40  years  I  have  em  ploy  ed 
these  lightermen,  and  millions  of  pro- 
perty have  been  under  their  care.  With 
very  small  exceptions,  that  property  lias> 
been  carefully  safeguarded;  and  if 
we  are  to  throw  the  calling  open, 
and  have  no  licence  or  guarantee 
that  efficient  men  are  to  be  entrusted 
with  such  an  enormous  amcyint  of  ppo- 
pirty,  the  result  will  be  a  large  increase 
in  the  insurance  charges  on  goods, 
and  the  navigation  cf  the  river  will 
certainly  not  be  benefited.  There  are 
black  sheep  annmg  eveiy  class  of 
men,  but  these,  rs  a  rule,  form  a 
very  respectable  class,  who  do  their 
duty  to  their  employers,  and  I 
think  that  no  case  has  been  made  out 
for  the  abolition  of  their  privileges. 
What  I  desire  to  see  is  that  the  security 
of  life  and  pr  perty  on  the  river 
is  preserved,  aid  that  men  against 
whom  no  substantial  complaint  has 
been  made  shall  not  be  deprived  of 
the  status  which  they  at  present 
occupy.  I  strongly  oppose  this  Bill 
l>ecause  I  am  of  opinion  that  it  is  im- 
proper to  deal  with  so  wide-reaching  a 
question  by  a  private  measure.  I  beg 
ti)  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  on  this  day  six  months. 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  oat  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  cf  the 
Qu38tion  to  add  thj  words  "  upou  this 
day  six  months." — (Jtr.  La/one.) 

Qaestion  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sib  E.  grey  (Northumberland, 
Berwick)  :  As  my  name  is  on  the  back 
of  ths  Bill,  it  is  desirable  that  I  should 
s  iy  a  few  words.  I  understand  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bermondsay  (Mr.  Lafoae) 
to  bring  forward  three  arguments  against 
the  Sacond  Riading.  The  first  may  be 
disposed  of  at  once,  for  the  Bill  has 
nothmg  whatever  to  do  with  the  recent 
labour  disputes  in  reference  to  the  dock 
strike.  I  think  the  justification  for  the 
Bill  is  to  be  found  in  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  1879,  which  inquired  into 
the  condition  of  the  traffic  on  the  Thames. 
That  Committee  could  have  had  nothing 
to  do  with  th3  labour  disputes  which 
took  place  last  autumn.  In  the  sjcond 
plEhca,  the  hon.  Member  says  that  there  are 
a  large  number  of  men  who  now  possess 
privileges  which  will  be  injured  by  the 
passing  of  this  measure.  I  am  prepared 
to  grant  that  we  should  not  sand  in 
the  way  of  tlie  efficient  and  com- 
plete management  of  the  river,  and,  so 
far  as  the  question  of  compensition 
may  be  cofccerned,  that  is  a  detul  which, 
I  think,  will  justify  the  House  in  sending 
the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee.  The  pre- 
sent President  of  the  Local  Groveniment 
Board  opposed  the  Bill  of  1881  because 
it  was  not  confined  to  a  particular  loc  ility, 
but  affected  the  whc^le  of  the  Thinies. 
It  affected  the  Counties  of  Middlesex, 
Surrey,  Kent,  Sussex,  Oxford,  and  Berks, 
but  this  bill  only  affects  thdt  p\rt  of 
the  Thames  which  lies  between 
Graves  end  and  Ijondon  Bridge.  There- 
fore, the  arguments  which  wer)  us  3d  in 
1881  do  not  apply  to  the  present  me  'Sure. 
The  Committee  which  inquired  inti  the 
former  Bill  re;x)rted  strongly  rgainst 
the  present  system,  and  stated  that  the 
monopoly  of  the  Wat  'rnien's  C  )mpany 
had  the  evils  usual  to  mono  x)li  s,  and 
that  it  should  l)e  put  an  end  t  >.  I  think 
ther3  ought  to  be  some  strong  argu- 
ment to  show  why  the  Hou^e  s'louUl 
not  ftccept  the  finding  of  the  Comnii»t^e 
of  1M81  and  send  the  p/esent  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee.  I  see  no  objection 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hoii.  Member 
for    Poplar  (Mr.  8.  Buxt  ui),  which    pro- 


poses that  the  Bill   should  Jbe  sent  to  a 
hybrid  Committee. 

*Me.  S.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Poplar)  :  Two  prelimii:ary  objections 
have  been  raided  against  this  Bill.  The 
first  is,  that  the  Bill  ought  not  to  have 
been  introduced  as  a  private  Bill,  but  as 
a  ■  public  measure.  It  has  also  been 
said  that  it  is  promoted  as  an  act  of 
revenge  for  the  conduct  of  the  lighter- 
men in  the  late  strike.  I  am  not  very 
much  concerned  about  these  objections.  I 
think  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Berwick 
(Sir  E.  Grey)  has  shown  the  House  a 
jrrimd  facie  case  for  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill  as  a  private  Bill ;  though  1  think  my 
self  that  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  dealing,  as. 
it  does,  with  so  many  interests,  it  would 
have  been  better  if  its  promoters  had 
followed  the  example  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  when 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
had  introduced  it  not  as  a  private,  but  a 
public  Bill.  My  hon.  Friend  has  said 
that  this  Bill  has  been  in  no  way  dictated 
by  the  strike  which  took  place  on  the 
Thames  last  year.  That  may  or  may 
not  be  the  case.  But  the  first  paragraph 
in  the  promoter's  statement  calls  atten- 
tion to  the  conduct  of  the  lightermen  in 
the  late  strike.  That,  however,  is  not  a 
matter  which  affects  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  though  it  dearly  aiEects  the  ques- 
tion of  the  expediency  of  introducing 
the  Bill  at  the  present  moment.  I  have 
put  down  on  the  Paper  an  Amendment 
to  refer  the  Bill,  if  it  should  be  read  a 
second  time,  to  a  hybrid  Committee.  At 
the  same  time,  I  shall  vote  against 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  measure, 
because  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  Bill 
which  can  be  justified  on  its  meiits. 
It  is  about  the  crudest  Bill  that 
was  ever  presented  to  the  House. 
The  statement  of  the  promoters  and  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  go  to  show  that 
there  should  be  considerable  reforms  in 
the  mode  in  which  the  navigation  of  the 
Thames  is  carried  out,  and  that  at 
present  there  is  a  monopoly.  I  am 
opposed  to  monopolies,  and  I  think  there 
are  few  vested  interests  which  we 
need  be  tender  about.  But  I  believe 
thf»t  if  this  subject  is  to  be  dealt  with  at 
all  we  ought  to  have  a  Bill  dealing  not 
only  with  the  question  of  the  lightermen, 
but  with  many  other  questions  affecting 
the  conservancy  of  the  Thames.  Are  all 
the  evils  of  the  navisration'  of  the  Thames 
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which  arjt  spoken  of  to  \n*  remedied 
simply  -by  lil lowing  anyone  to  become  a 
lighterman  on  the  Thames?  I  do  not 
deny  for  a  moment  that  there  are  many 
:  anomalies  connected  with  the  matter,  and 
that  there  are  many  reforms  that  onght 
to  be  introduced.  I  am  certain  also  that 
the  men  themselves  wonld  b3  willing 
that  the  whole  question  should  be  properly 
gone  into  upon  a  fitting  occasion,  and  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  should  introduce  a 
Bill  something  like  that  of  tlie  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  in  1881, 
dealing  with  the  whole  question  in  a  large 
manner.  It  is  agreed  that  it  would  be  a 
good  thing  to  demolish  a  number  of  the 
authoritic?s  which  at  pr*^  sent  control  the 
waterway  of  the  Thames  ;  but  this  Bill 
does  not  propos?  in  any  way  to  den  I  with 
Watermens  Court.  Then  what  I  am 
entitled  to  ask  is  that  this  House  should 
not  accept  such  a  miserable  abortion 
of  a  Bill  if  it  really  desires  to  raise 
the  question  of  the  free  navigation  of 
the  Thames.  If  wo  are  are  going  to  deal 
with  these  questions  we  should  do  so  on 
broad  lines,  so  that  some  good  result  may 
ensue.  I  am  afraid  that  my  hon.  Friend 
does  not  fully  appreciate  how  important 
it  is  that  those  who  manage  the  barges  on 
the  Thames  should  be  men  skilled  and 
trained,  prop?rly  licensed,  and  proparly 
registered.  I  should  certainly  be  sorry 
if  this  Bill  were  passed  to  find  my  hon. 
Friend,  and  thos '  who  support  him, 
attempting  to  navigate  a  barge  on  the 
Thames.  They  would  certainly  do  it  with 
serious  risk  n(»t  only  to  navigation,  but 
to  thems3?lvcs.  I  am  afraid  that  the 
present  Bid  only  touches  the  fringe  of 
the  subject,  and  if  it  is  read  a  second 
time  I  shall  certainly  endeavour  to  get  it 
referred  to  a  proper  Committee. 

CoLONKL  HAMILTON  (Southwark, 
Rotherhithe),  (who  was  very  indistinctly 
heard),  said  :  Several  Bills  have  bieu 
introduced  into  this  House  with  a  view  of 
regulating  the  rights  of  the  lightermen, 
and  in  each  ca.se,  on  being  reFerred  to  a 
Private  Bill  Committee,  it  hasbeenshown 
that  the  operation**  of  the  Watermen's 
Association  hnve  been  beneficial  to  the 
public  and  conducive  to  the  preservation 
of  the  safety  of  the  riv^er.  In  1881  a 
Bill  was  introduced  which  had  upon  the 
back  of  it  the  names  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  of  Mr.  Kvelyn  Ashley,  the 
Mr.  S,  Jhi.Hoii 


Secretary  of  the  Board,  and  that  Bill, 
after  a  full  discussion,  was  withdrawii.  A 
private  Bill  was  then  introduced,  of 
which  nothing  has  been  heard  from  that 
day  to  this.  Last  year  the  dock  labourers, 
as  a  Trades  Union,  struck,  and  the 
lightermen,  having  nothing  to  do,  thought 
that  a  favourable  time  to  put  their  claims 
for  an  increase  of  wages  before  the  em- 
ployers, and  consequently  btmck  also. 
Their  position  was  very  plain.  Instead  of 
availing  themselves  of  their  Charter,  they 
took  advantage  of  a  general  strike  in  the 
docks  in  order  to  make  good  their  claim 
to  higher  wages.  This  Bill  simply  deals 
with  the  fringe  of  the  question.  K  it 
were  passed,  the  simple  result  would  be 
that  there  would  be  no  control  over  the 
traffic  at  all.  There  would  be  no  power 
to  prevent  a  yokel  from  Lancashire  or 
Yorkshire  taking  command  of  a  penny 
steamboat  and  rushing  up  and  down  the 
Thames.  What,  I  think,  we  have  to  bear 
in  mind  is  the  interests  of  the  thousands 
of  persons  who  are  in  daily  use  of  this 
highway  of  the  Thames,  and  in  their  in- 
terests I  ask  the  House  to  thi\)W  out  the 
Bill. 

*Mb.  T.  SUTHERLAND  (Greenock)  : 
I  intend  to  vote  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill.  It  is  said  that  the  measure 
has  been  introduced  in  consequenpe 
of  the  action  of  the  lightermen  in 
connection  with  the  late  deck  strike.  .  So 
far  as  I  am  concerned  this  is  not  the  case  ; 
but  I  am  not  prepared  to  endorse 
the  view  that  the  intervention  of 
the  lightermen  in  that  strike  was  of 
that  beneficent  chni-acter  which  has  been 
represented,  and  lam  very  much  inclined 
to  believe  that  throughout  that  strike 
they  fought  exactly  like  Hal  o*  the 
Wynd  fur  their  own  hand.  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  in  the  course  1 
am  taking  I  have  no  des  re  to  punish 
the  men  for  the  events  of  last  year.  My 
sympathies  during  the  strike  were  to  a 
great  extent,  if  not  entirely,  with  the 
labourers.  But  I  think  it  is  time  that 
the  ancient  privileges  which  the  Bill 
seeks  to  attack  should  come  to  an  end. 
I  agree  that,  whatever  changes  are 
effected,  ample  provisi.m  should  be  luade 
to  avoid  accidents  by  allowing  comnletent 
men  only  to  take  charge  of  veBsels. 
1  do  not  think  the  present  system,  is  a 
guarantee  against  mishaps.  On  the 
contmry,  under  it  there  is  an  amoi^nt  of 
blunderinir  and  carelessness  in  the 
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ling  of  craft  which  ought  not  to  by  par- 
mitt^d  and  would  not  be  toljratjd  under 
a  free  system. 

*Mr.  BOORD  (Greenwich)  :  I  risi  for 
the  purpose  of  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment, and  I  am  afraid  I  must  endorse 
the  opinion  that  the  Bill  has  been  intro- 
duced as  a  matter  of  revenge  in  conse- 
quence of  the  action  of  the  lightermen 
in  the  strike  of  last  year.  I  am  af  i-aid 
that  hon.  Membars  of  this  Houss  very 
rarely  give  themsslves  the  troub'e  of 
examining  the  contents  of  private 
Bills,  and  the  statements  which  are 
delivered  to  them  in  respect  of  them. 
A  statement  has  been  delivered  this 
morning  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  and,  to 
my  mind,  tliat  statement  is  the  strongest 
argument  against  it.  It  is  said  that, 
in  order  to  obtain  a  licence  from  the 
Watermen's  Company,  the  applicant 
must  have  served  a  five  years' 
apprenticeship  and  have  been  for  two 
years  constantly  employed  on  the  river. 
If  that  is  so  a  provision  is  made  that  none 
but  skilled  pei'sons  shall  be  employed  in 
the  navigation  of  the  river.  This  Bil  1  [)«)- 
poses  to  do  away  with  tliat  privilege  and 
safeguard,  and  it  puts  nothing  in  its 
place.  If  the  Bill  proposad  to  substitute 
any  other  method  of  securing  skilled 
labour  it  might  be  worth  consideration, 
but  it  simply  consists  of.  two  abolition 
clauses  which  are  not  replaced  by  any- 
thing at  all.  I,  therefore,  think  that  the 
proposal  is  not  one  which  ought  to  be 
entertained  by  the  House.  The  promoters 
of  the  Bill  say  that  the  safeguards  and  the 
examination  provided  by  the  Court  of 
Watermen  is  illusory ;  but  I  think  we  are 
entitled  to  demand  that  the  Government, 
bafore  they  give  their  assent  to  a  Bill  of 
this  kind,  should  provide  for  some 
improvement  in  the  navigation  of 
the  river  b:*fore  removing  the  little 
safeguards  we  have  and  replacing  them 
by  nothing  at  all. 

*Mk.    cuninghame     graham 

(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  opposing  the  Bill,  and  for  a  very 
specific  reas>n.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Greenock  (Mr.  T.  Sutherland)  has  put 
the  casj  from  a  capitalist's  point  of  view. 
I  wish  to  put  it  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  poor — the  men  who  navigate  the 
barges.  Whether  rightly  or  wrongly, 
there  has  undoubtedly  arisen  in  the 
minds  of  these  men  a  feeling  that  this 
Bill  has    baen    introduced    in    order    to 


punish  them  for  their  participation  in 
the  dock  strike.  Now,  I  fail  to  see  why 
these  men  should  not  have  acted  in  the 
way  they  did  during  that  strike  or  why 
they  should  find  themselves  punished 
now  for  their  action  on  that  occasion  by 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill.  An  hon. 
Member  spoke  about  a  monopoly  being 
enjoyed  by  the  lightermen.  It  seems  to 
me  a  somewhat  curious  thing  to  talk 
about  a  monopoly  in  a  country  >yhe re  the 
Shipping  and  the  Railway.  Companies  are 
allowed  to  plunder  the  public  right  and 
left.  I  am,  of  course,  opposed  to  these 
further  monopolies.  Some  hon.  Mem- 
bers cannot,  I  am  sure,  be  aware  of  the 
miserable  wages  obtained,  and  the  long 
hours  worked,  by  the  men  who  enjoy 
this  monopoly.  Sixpence  an  hour  is  about 
the  rate  of  wages,  and  12  or  13  hours  the 
hours  of  labour.  1  oppose  the  Bill,  also, 
because  the  promc  t  jrs  of  it  have  intro- 
duced it  in  order  to  further  a  scheme  of 
free  competition.  I  think  there  can  te 
nothing  more  conducive  to  the  misery 
of  the  working  classes  on  the  riverside 
and  on  the  River  Thames  than  this  sys- 
tem of  forcing  wages  down.  Even  at 
6d.  an  hour  the  men  are  to  have  no  mono- 
poly. It  is  upon  these  grounds  that  I  op- 
pos;.*  the  Bill :  first,  because  it  does  not 
deal  with  the  question  in  a  com- 
pt'ehensive  manner;  and,  secondly ,  because 
it  would  hand  over  the  navigation  to  un- 
skilled hands,  and  imperil  life  on  the 
river,  and,  at  the  same  time,  make  com- 
petition keener. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham,  W.)  :  In  1881,  when  I  was  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  I  introduced 
a  Bill  dealing  with  the  privileges  of  the 
Watermen's  Company.  I  do  not  wonder 
at  the  opposition  of  Metropolitan  Mem- 
bers, though  I  have  listened  with  some 
astonishment,  and  a  good  deal  of  amuse- 
ment, to  my  friends  on  this  side  of  the 
House — for  Liberals,  and  even  these  who 
belong  to  the  extreme  Radical  branch, 
are  actually  defending  things  which,  I 
had  imagined,  were  abhorrent  to  their 
principles — dt  fending,  in  fact,  a  close 
monopoly  and  an  ancient  City  Company, 
as  well  as  rights  that  are  as  ancitnt  as 
the  Statute  of  Edward  III.  The  argu- 
ment that  this  Bill  has  been  introduced 
out  of  revenge  may  be  set  aside,  seeing 
that  I  myself  introduced  a  Bill  in  1881 
when  the  dock  strike  was  not  even 
thought  of.     There  is  no  ground  why  the 
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lightermen  should  have  the  sole  monopoly 
— a  monopoly  that  has  worked  badly 
in  practice,  inasmuch  as  it  has  been 
proved  that  the  monopoly  is  enjoyed 
without  fiufficienir  examination.  It  has 
been  said  that  the  navigation  of  the 
Thames  might  be  imperilled  by  the 
passage  of  this  Bill.  The  persons  most 
interested  in  the  navagation  of  the 
Thames  declare  that  there  is  at  present 
no  security,  and  that  greater  security 
will  be  obtained  if  there  is  some  choice 
of  men.  This  Billis  complete  as  farasitgoes, 
and  it  does  away  with  one  of  those  remain- 
ing monopolies  that  in  the  19th  century 
are  absolute  anomalies.  I  do  not  agree 
that,  having  done  away  with  it,  there  is  any 
necessity  to  put  anything  in  its  place. 
Why  should  it  be  more  necessary  to  have 
a  Licensing  Body  for  the  Thames  than  for 
tfie  Tyne  ?  Under  all  the  circumstances, 
I  hope  the  House  will  assent  to  the 
Second  Raading  of  the  Bill,  and  send  it 
to  a  Committee  by  whom  all  the  questions 
connected    with   it   will  be   considered. 

(3.55.)  The  House  divided  :—AyeS 
125;  Noes  73.— (Div.  List,  No.  22.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee  of  nine  Members, 
five  to  be  nominated  by  the  House  and 
four  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records. 

Ordered,  That  five  be  the  quorum. — 
(Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,) 

QUESTIONS, 

RIFLE  RANGES. 
Mr.  MILVAIN  (Durham) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
an  accident  which  happened  on  12th 
October,  1889,  to  a  youth  named  Alex- 
ander Barras,  whilst  marking  at  a  rifle- 
shooting  match  bet  wen  the  5th  (B) 
Company  of  the  Durham  Light  Infantry 
and  the  Blaydon  (H)  Company  of  Rifle 
Volunteers  at  the  Bues  Hill  Rifle  Range, 
Blaydon-on-Tyue,  in  the  County  of  Dur- 
liam,  whereby  the  youth  was  struck  by 
a  splinter  of  lead  in  the  eye,  which 
necessitated  the  removal  of  the*  eye ; 
whether  the  accident  wa«  in  consequence 
Mr.  J.  Chamberlain 


of  the  defective  condition  of  the  mark 
ing  huts  at  the  said  Bues  Hill  Rifle  Range ; 
whether  he  will  cause  an  inquiry  as  to 
the  alleged  dangerous  position  of  the 
rifle  range ;  and  whether  he  can  grant 
some  compensation  to  the  youth  for  the 
injuries  he  has  sustained  ? 

*The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  B.  Stanbopk,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  :  I  have  examined  the  facts  of 
this  case,  and  I  find  no  evidence  to  show 
that  the  marking  huts  are  defective  or 
that  the  range  is  in  a  dangerous  position, 
but  the  accident  appears  to  have  been 
due  to  carelessness  in  shooting.  The  boy 
was  engaged  to  mark,  contrary  to  the 
regulations,  and  no  responsibility  legally 
falls  upon  the  War  Department.  But  I 
will  consider  whether  it  is  not  a  case 
where  some  small  grant  might  be  made 
out  of  compassion. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE—FIRST  DIVISION 
CLERKS. 
Mb.  LAWSON(St.  Pancra8,S.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
what  steps  have  been,  or  are  to  be,  taken 
to  carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Civil  Establish- 
ments in  their  Second  Report  to  reduce 
the  number  of  Clerks  of  the  Upper  or 
First  Division  of  the  Civil  Service  in  the 
different  Departments,  and  to  enforce  a 
deduction  from  salary  with  an  equivalent 
contribution  from  the  State  to  provide  a 
Superannuation  Fund,  a  special  account 
being  kept  for  each  individual  t 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  must  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  the  answer  I  gave  in  the 
House  on  Tuesday  as  regards  the  first 
part  of  his  question.  But  eo  time  is 
being  lost  in  carrying  out  the  reduction 
of  the  Upper  Division,  which  can  only  be 
effected  as  vacancies  occur  in  the 
several  Departments.  With  regard  to 
making  deductions  from  salaries  towards 
a  Superannuation  Fund,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  no  intention  of  apply- 
ing any  new  scheme  compulsorily  to 
existing  Civil  Servants.  The  subject  in 
the  case  of  new  entrants  is  of  the  greatest 
complexity.  It  involves  not  only  the 
question  of  deductions  from  salary  and  of 
new  scales  of  salary  which  may  fee 
necessary  in  view  of  these  deductions^ 
but  also  the  diflBcult  problem  of  building 
up   a   Fund.     Inquiries  which   I   have 
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been  making  into  other  Superannuation 
Funds  show  the  extraordinary  difficulties 
that  have  to  be  overcame  before  securing 
the  solvency  of  such  Funds,  and  several 
of  them  I  have  found  to  be  insolvent. 

CYPRUS. 
Colonel  BRIDGEMAN  (Bolton) : 
1  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  statements  he  made  in  the  House  on 
the  26th  of  November  and  the  17th  of 
December,  1888,  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  take  any  steps  to  relieve 
the  inhabitants  of  Cyprus  from  excessive 
taxation,  either  by  commuting  the 
Tribute  to  the  Porte  or  by  providing  a 
fixe(]^  grant  in  aid  ? 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  Government 
has  never  contemplated  providing  a  fixed 
grant  in  aid.  As  regards  the  question 
of  commuting  the  Tribute,  the  difficulties 
that  stood  in  our  way  have  not  yet  been 
removed. 

TENURE  OF  FISHERMEN'S  DWELLINGS 
IN  SCOTLAND. 
Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
he  is  aware  that  some  years  ago  forcible 
possession  was  tiken  of  a  dwelling  house 
by  the  landowner  in  the  fishing  village 
of  Inverallochy,  East  Aberdeen ;  that  a 
cas3  is  now  pending  in  the  SherifE  Court 
of  that  county,  between  a  man,  named 
William  Strachan,  and  Colonel  Fraser,  of 
Castle  Fraser,  the  former  claiming 
to  be  the  lawful  owner  of  the  sidd 
lious3,  and  the  latter  the  undisputed 
owner  of  the  ground  rent;  and  that, 
in  consequence  of  the  dispute,  a  sum- 
mons has  been  served  upon  the  said 
William  Strachan,  to  remove  his  whole 
goods  and  gear  from  another  house  and 
store  in  which  he  is  at  present  in  lawful 
possession,  and  which  is  his  only  means 
of  earning  a  livelihood;  and  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  -the  Law 
as  to  the  tenure  of  fishermen's  dwellings 
in  Scotland  is  frequently  governed  by 
custom,  and  is  uncertain  and  complicated, 
and  taking  into  account  the  whole  cir- 
cumstances and  the  danger  to  the  peace 
of  the  community,  he  will  endeavour  to 
stay  the  threatened  evictions  until  the 
Government  are  able  to  deal  (as  promised) 
with  Scotch  allotments  and  fishermen's 
dwellings  ? 


•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Bute)  :  I  have  made  in- 
quiry into  this  matter,  from  which  it 
appears  that  the  question  between  the 
parties  is  one  of  facts,  which  will,  no 
doubt,  hd  laid  before  the  Sheriff  in  the 
action  Colonel  Fi*aser  has  brought  against 
Strachan,  in  consequence  of  his  having 
paid  no  rent  on  either  holding  for  a  con- 
siderable number  of  years.  It  would 
not  be  advisable  for  me  to  make  any 
statement^  or  to  interfere  in  any  way 
with  a  matter  which  is  now  sub  judice. 

SCOTCH  HERRING  FISHERY. 
Mr.  KEAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
the  Act  of  11th  George  3,  being 
an  Act  for  the  encouragement  of 
the  white  herring  fishery,  is  still 
unrepealed  in  regard  to  Scotland; 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  provisions  of  cap.  31,  sec.  11,  under 
which  every  person  or  persons  employed 
in  such  fishing  are  entitled  to  the  free 
use  of  all  shores  and  forelands  in  Great 
Britain,  or  the  island  belonging  thereto, 

*'  Below  the  highest  high  water  mark,  and 
for  the  space  of  one  hundred  yards  on  any 
waste  or  uncultivated  land  heyond  such  mark,'* 

for  landing  and  drying  their  nets,  (fee, 
and  for  making  all  structures  necessary 
for  curing  fish,  (fee, 

**  Without  paying  any  foreland  or  other  dues 
or  any  other  sum  or  sums  of  money,  or  other 
consideration  whatever  for  such  Hherty  ;'V 

and  also  to  the  further  provision  of  the 
Act— 

*<That,  if  any  person  or  persons  shall 
presume  to  demand  any  such  money  or  other 
consideration  for  the  use  of  such  shores  or 
forelands,  he  shall  for  every  such  offence 
forfeit  the  sum  of  one  hundred  pounds ;" 

whether  he  is  aware  that  fees  for  drying 
nets,  and  for  permitting  such  necessary 
structures  to  be  made  on  such  shores 
and  forelands,  are  now  exacted  by  the 
landlords  on  the  East  and  West  Coasts 
of  Scotland,  and  in  the  islands ;  and  if 
the  above  quoted  Act  is  in  force,  is  Her 
Majesty's  Government  willing  to  take 
any  steps  to  insure  that  efEect  is  given  to 
its  provisions  as  above  set  forth  ? 

♦Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  am 
acquainted  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Statute  referred  to,  of  which  the 
section  quoted  and  two  others  remain 
unrepealed.  I  have  no  information  that 
fees  are  charged  for  the  use  for  statutory 
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purposes  of  what  is  foreshore  or  wast  3  or 
uncultivated  land  within  100  yards 
of  high  water  mark.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  furnish  me  with 
specific  instances  of  such  chirgcs  I 
shall  make  inquiry  regarding  them. 

CHARITIES  AT  NEWBOLD-'JX-AVOy. 
Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.  E.,  Ru^by)  :  I 
bag  to  s&\  the  hon.  Member  for  Penrith 
(Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther)  how  many  charities 
exist  for  the  banefit  of  the  inhabitants 
or  poor  of  the  parish  of  Newbold-on- 
Avon,  Warwickshire,  under  the  wills  of 
George    Milling  ton,    John    Spiers,    and 

Pearson;    whether  there  are  any 

other  charities  affecting  Newbold-on- 
Avon,  and,  if  so,  under  what  wills ; 
whether  he  can  stite  the  dates  when  the 
accounts  were  last  rendered  relating  to 
the  res^jective  charities,  and  the  names 
of  th3  trustees  of  each  of  them  ;  whether 
the  vicar  and  church  ward  3ns  of  Newbold- 
on-Avon  have  bL^eu  repeatedly  asked 
by  the  Charity  Commissioners  for  the 
accounts  of  Millington*s  and  Pearson's 
Charities  ;  whether  an  order  has  recently 
been  made,  and,  if  so,  when,  peremptorily 
ordering  the  rendering  of  these  accounts; 
whether,  in  default  of  compliance  with 
such  order,  proceedings  will  be  taken 
against  the  vicar  and  churchwardens  for 
contempt  of  Court;  and  whether  similar 
orders  will  be  made  with  regard  to  the 
other  charities  ? 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  1 .  One  only  of  the  three 
charities  named  in  the  first  paragraph 
exists  at  the  present  time,  namely,  John 
Pearson's  Charity,  Millington's  and  Spiers' 
Charities  having  been  lost.  2.  There  is 
one  other  charity  affecting  Newboid-on- 
Avon,  namely,  Fosterd's  Charity,  which 
is  applicable  to  the  maintenance  of  a 
bridge  over  the  river  Avon.  There  are 
four  charities  affecting  Long  Lawford, 
which  is  a  hamlet  of  the  Parish  of  New- 
bold,  namely,  the  Poors*  Plot,  Sir 
Edward  Bough  ton's  Charity,  Smiths 
Charity,  and  Croft's  Charity.  3.  The 
accounts  of  Pearson's  Charity  for  the 
four  years  ending  December  31,  1888, 
were  rendered  on  the  1st  of  March,  1890 ; 
the  accounts  of  Fosterd's  Charity  for  the 
year  ending  December  31,  1888,  were 
rendered  on  November  20,  1889  ;  the 
accounts  of  the  Poors'  Plot  for  1888  at 
Long  Lawford  were  rendered  on  •Feb- 
4,  1890 ;  the  account  of  Craft's,  Smith's, 
Mr,  J.  P,  B.  Robertson 


and  Sir  p].  Boughton's  Charities  for  the 
y.»ar  1880  werj  rendered  on  January  10, 
1890;  th_*  trustees  of  Pearson's  Charity 
are  the  vicar  and  church waixiens  of 
Xewbold  -  on  -  Avon  ;  the  trustees  of 
Fosterd's  Cliarity  are  Messrs.  Caldicott 
and  Norman  ;  the  trustees  of  the  Poors' 
Plot  the  churchwardens  and  overseers 
of  Lawford ;  the  trustees  of  Smith  s,  Sir 
E.  Boughton's,  and  Croft's  the  church- 
wardens of  Lawford.  4.  To  the  fourth 
paragraph  the  answer  is  yes.  5.  A 
peremptory  order  for  accounts  from 
tlie  trustees  of  Pearson's  and  Milling- 
ton's  Charities  was  made  on  January  1 7, 
1890.  6.  The  reply  to  thi  sixth  jiara- 
graph  is  that  there  has  be^n  no  default. 
7.  No  orders  ara  necessary  in  dher 
cases,  the  requirements  of  the  law  having 
been  complied  with. 

THE   DEDDINGTON   MAGISTERIAL 
BENCH. 

Mr.  COBB  :  1  bag  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  has  now  been  furnished  with 
a  print  of  the  shorthand  notes  of  the 
proceedings  before  the  Deddington  Bench 
of  27th  September,  upon  the  conviction 
of  Mr.  William  Churchill  of  selling  a 
bottle  of  whisky  to  Amelia  Gilbey  while 
she  was  in  a  state  of  intoxication ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  these 
notes  show  that  the  only  evidence  of  the 
defendant  having  supplied  such  whisky 
to  Amelia  Gilbey  while  she  was  intoxi- 
cated was  that  given  by  police-constable 
England  and  Gregory,  a  niral  post- 
man, the  Chairman,  H.  C.  Risley,  Esq., 
stopped  the  defendant's  solicitor  from 
cross-examining  England  as  to  his  charac- 
ter -and  credibility  ;  that  police-constable 
England  was  recently  removed  from  a 
former  place  for  drunkenness  ;  and  that 
there  were  six  witnesses  who  gave 
evidence  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  to 
the  effect  that  the  woman  was  not 
drunk  before  the  whisky  was  sold  to 
her,  against  whose  character  or  conduct 
nothing  has  been  alleged,  the  Home 
Office  will  take  any  steps  with  a  view  of 
ascertaining  if  there  has  been  a  mis- 
carriage of  justice  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  East)  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  been  good  enough  to  supply  me  with 
a  copy  of  the  shorthand  notes  taken  at 
the  trial.     Tliey   do  not   add    anything 
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material  to  the  facts  of  the  caso  as  1  had 
ascertained  them  when  I  replied  to  a 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  on  February 
17.  Thera  was  conflicting  evidence 
before  the  magistrates,  but  I  see  no 
ground  for  thinking  that  there  has  been 
a  miscarriage  of  justice  because  the 
magistrate  believed  the  witnesses  for  the 
prosecution  rather  than  the  witnesses  for 
the  defence. 

LONDON  ROYAL  NAVAL  ARl'ILLERY 
VOLUiVTKKKS. 
Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  b3g  to 
ask  the  First  L)rd  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
five  more  lett3rs  in  the  Globe  of  27th 
February,  complaining  of  the  laxity  of 
discipline  and  the  facility  with  which 
men  are  qualified  as  efficient,  and  retained 
as  efficient,  in  order  to  qualify  for  ths 
capitation  grant  of  30s.,  in  the  London 
Royal  Naval  Artillery  Voluntaers  ;  what 
number  of  men  recaived  the  capitation 
grant  in  the  largest  battery,  No.  4,  in 
1888  ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  no 
certificates  were  signed  by  the  officer 
commanding  that  lottery  ;  and  whether 
the  capitation  grant  has  been  paid  in 
other  batteries  without  the  certificates 
being  duly  signed  ? 

♦The  first  LORD  of  thk  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  The  letters  published  in  the 
newspaper  referred  to  in  the  question 
have  been  brought  to  my  notice. 
Exclusive  of  officers,  49  men  in 
No.  4  Battery  earned  the  capita- 
tion grant  in  1888.  There  are  two  dis- 
tinct certificates,  only  one  of  which  is 
sent  to  and  required  by  the  Admiralty, 
namely,  that  on  which  payment  of  the 
capitation  grant  is  made.  This  carries 
the  signatures  of  the  naval  officer 
appointed  by  the  Admiralty  for  the  in- 
struction of  the  corps  and  for  examining 
each  individual  as  to  his  efficiency,  and 
of  the  commanding  officer  of  the  corps. 
This  certificate  was  given  for  each  person 
far  whom  the  grant  was  paid  in  1888 
belonging  to  No.  4  Battery,  and  also  for 
all  other  batteries.  The  second  certificate 
is  a  personal  certificate  which  was  estab* 
lished  and  used  in  the  corps  long  before 
any  capitation  allowance  was  granted  to 
the  Royal  Naval  Artillery  Volunteers. 
It  has  been  since  modified  to  coincide 
with  the  new  regulations.  It  is  con- 
ferred by  the  same  officers.     It  does  not 


come  to  the  Admiralty,  and  every 
qualified  Volunteer  can  claim  one.  The 
method  and  time  for  their  distribution 
are  not  laid  down,  and  the  practice  varies 
in  different  corps.  No  complaint  has. 
been  received  at  the  Admiralty  on  the 
subject  till  now,  nor  does  it  appear  that 
any  Volunteer  who,  b3ing  entitled  to  a 
certificate,  has  asked  for  one  has  been 
refused.  The  capitation  gi-ant  was  paid 
in  the  case  of  the  other  batteries  of  the 
London  corps  under  similar  circum- 
stances. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  The  noble  Lord 
stated  the  other  day  that  the  cartificate 
was  signed  by  the  officer  commanding 
the  battery.  Am  1  to  understand  that 
that  was  not  th§  case  ? 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  It  is  a  some- 
what complicated  case.  The  certificate 
was  signed  by  the  instructor  and 
countersigned  by  the  commanding 
oflicer. 


TELEGRAPH   CLERKS. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether  he 
is  aware  that  second  class  clerks  in  the 
Central  Telegraph  Office  in  receipt  of 
£75  a  year  and  under  have  been  pro- 
moted to  the  first  class  over  the  heads  of 
clerks  having  longer  service,  higher 
salaries,  and  at  leivst  equal  qualifications  ; 
and  whether  he  will  sfeite  the  reason  for 
such  preferential  promotions  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  C  imbridge)  :  Two 
telegraphists  with  the  salary  named,  one 
a  year  ago  and  another  nearly  two  years 
ago,  were  promoted  from  the  second  fo 
the  first  class  over  the  heads  of  others  ; 
but  these  others,  unlike  those  that  were 
promoted,  did  not  possess  the  special 
qualifications  necessary  for  the  particular 
duties  to  be  performed.  Among  these 
qualifications  was  a  knowledge  of  short* 
hand. 

THE  REGISTRAR  FOR  FLINT. 

Mr.  ROBERTS  (Flint) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  inconvenience  suffered  by 
the  inhabitants  of  Flint  by  the  residence 
of  the  Registrar  of  the  district  being  in 
Northop,  a  village  three  and  a  half  miles 
distant  from  the  Borough  of  Flint ;  and 
whether  a  petition  to  the  like  purport 
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has  been  83nb  to  the  Registrar  General 
from  the  Town  Council  of  Flint  ? 

♦The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  My  atten- 
tion has  not  previously  been  called  to  the 
subject  of  th:»  question.  I  am  informed 
by  the  Registrar  General  that  he  has 
received  a  suggestion  from  the  town 
clerk  of  Flint  for  the  sub-division  of  the 
existing  sub  district ;  but  this  he  has 
dscided  is  impracticable.  The  Registrar 
General  has,  however,  given  directions 
that  the  Registrar  shall  attend  twice  a 
week  at  Flint,  and,  as  the  population  of 
that  borough  is  under  5,000  and  the 
death-rate  less  than  two  a  week,  there 
can,  in  his  opinion,  be  no  necessity  in  the 
future  for  any  inhabitant  <5f  Flint  to  travel 
to  Northop  for  registration  purposes. 

THE  PAYMA^STEa  GENERAL  ACT. 
Mr.  MATTHEW  KENNY  (Tyrone, 
Mid) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  when  it  is  proposed 
to  put  in  force  the  provisions  of  "  The 
Paymaster  General  Act,  1889." 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  arrangements 
necessary  for  giving  effect  to  the  Act  are 
now  under  consideration. 

CHRIST'S  HOSPITAL. 
Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
what  is  being  done  to  give  effect  to  the 
Christ's  Hospital  scheme  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  which  has  received  the 
sanction  of  the  Privy  Council  ? 

•The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dtke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  The  scheme  was  remitted  by 
Her  Majesty  in  Council  to  the  Charity 
Commissioners  for  amendment,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Report  of  the  Judicial 
Committee.  The  amended  scheme  has 
since  been  submitted  to  and  approved 
by  the  Education  Department. 

RAILWAY  BRAKES— ACCIDENT  AT 
CARLISLE. 

Colonel  HAMBRO  (Dorset,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  if  the  brakes  in  use  on  the 
London  and  North- Western  Railway  are 
of  a  description  that  are  liable  to  become 
useless  when  there  are  a  few  degrees  of 
frost ;  if  the  Railway  Company  is  ex- 
pected to  have  sufficient  hand-brake 
Mr.  RohertH 


power  to  each  train  to  stop  it  if  the 
patent  brake  fails  to  act ;  and  if  a  similar 
accident  to  the  one  which  happened  at 
j  Carlislfe  on  Tuesday  morning  happened 
about  18  months  ago  at  the  same 
nlace  ? 

*Mk.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.)  : 
May  1  also  ask  whether  it  is  not  one  of 
the  requirements  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
in  regard  to  the  use  of  continuous  brakes 
that  t»hey  must  be  instantaneous  in  their 
action ;  and  whether  any  Order  has  as 
yet  b^en  made  to  the  London  and 
North-Western  Railway  Company  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  under  the  Railway 
Regulation  Act,  1889,  as  to  brakes,  and, 
if  so,  what  are  the  terms  of  such  Order  1 

*The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  No  Ordar  has  yet  been  made,  but 
the  subject  is  under  consideration.  In 
regard  to  the  question  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
I  have  to  s-^y  that  I  do  not  think  it  is 
desirable  for  me  to  make  any  statement 
with  regard  to  the  question  raised  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  until  I 
have  received  the  Report  of  the  inquiry 
which  I  have  directed  to  be  made  by  one 
of  the  inspecting  officers  of  the  Boe^  of 
Trade  into  all  the  circumstances  attend- 
ing the  lamentable  accident  which  hap- 
pened at  Carlisle  last  Tuesday. 

In  reply  to  a  farther  question  by 
('  )lonel  Hambro, 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  I  feel  I  can- 
not be  too  careful  in  not  saying  anything 
that  may  prejudge  the  inquiry  which  is 
about  to  be  held. 

THE  ARMY  MEDICAL  DEPARTMENT. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  which  of  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Committee  on  the  Army 
Medical  Department  will  involve  a  largely 
increased  expenditure? 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Considerable 
increase  of  charge  is  involved  in  ^ch  of 
the  following  recommendations:  That 
the  50  brigade  surgeons  should  be  the 
50  senior  surgeons-major  (or  surgeons- 
lieutenant-colonel,  as  they  are  called  in 
the  Report)  ;  that  medical  officers  on  the 
Active  List  should  be  substituted  for 
the  retired  officers  employed  at  home : 
that  medical  officers  should  be  attached 
for  a  definite  period  to  regiments  and 
corps  ;  that  the  tour  of  foreign  service 
should  be  decreased ;  that  three  months' 
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spicial  leave  should  be  given  every 
aeven  years  ;  that  83rvic3  shall  date  from 
entry  at  Netley  ;  that  higher  pay  should 
bj  giv3n  ij  I  liii  t)  cjrbiin  raaks. 

SCHOOL  AUCOMMODVnON-LEYLAND. 
Mr.  summers  :  I  bag  to  ask  the 
Vicd  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Education  Department  was 
called,  in  July,  1888,  to  the  deficiency 
of  school  accommodation  in  Leyland ; 
whether  he  has  considered  the  Report  of 
Her  Majesty's  Inspector,  made  by  order 
of  the  Department,  which  recommended 
that  an  infant  school  should  be  provided ; 
has  any  action  been  taken  in  consequence 
of  the  letter  of  the  Department  written 
on  12th  August,  1889,  suggesting  the 
voluntary  formation  of  a  School  Board 
for  the  purpose  of  supplying  the  required 
accommodation ;  and  whether,  seeing 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Department  to 
enforce  the  provision  of  sufficient  school 
accommodation,  they  will  now  proceed 
to  act  in  accordance  with  their  statutory 
obligations  1 

•Sir  W.  hart  DYKE  :  The  question 
is  not  free  from  difficulty ;  but  upon  a 
review  of  all  the  circumstances,  and 
looking  to  the  fact  that  the  point  in- 
volved is  one  rather  of  the  inconvenient 
distribution  of  school  accommodation, 
than  of  any  actual  deficiency,  the  Depart- 
ment, though  ready  to  assent  to  the 
establishment  of  an  in^nt  school  in  the 
centre  of  this  district,  either  by  voluntary 
effort  or  by  the  ratepayers  after  the 
formation  of  a  School  Board,  do  not  see 
their  way  to  issuing  notices  and  forcing 
such  a  school  upon  an  unwilling  localiiy. 

POST    OFFICE    EKPLOTKS. 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Haggers- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  any  Order  exists  pro- 
hibiting Post  Office  servants  from  hold- 
ing meetings  in  their  own  time  outside 
the  Post  Offica  premises  unless  the 
Postmaster's  sanction  is  first  obtained; 
when  and  by  whom  such  an  Order  was 
introduced;  and  under  what  Act  of 
Parliament  he  derives  the  authority  for 
interfering  with  the  liberty  of  postal 
employ^  during  their  leisure  hours  ? 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  I  have  to  state  that  an  Order 
does     exist     prohibiting     Post     Office 
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servants  from  holding  meetings  out- 
side the  Post  Office  building  for  the 
discussion  of  official  questions.  Such  an 
Order  was  introduced  in  1866  by  the  late 
Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley,  when  Post 
master  General.  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
Act  of  Parliament  bearing  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  but  it  will  be  obvious  that  in  the 
administration  of  a  public  Department 
regulations  cannot  always  be  confined  to 
matters  for  which  an  Act  of  Parliament 
provides.  I  have  recently  sanctioned  a 
meeting  of  Post  Office  employes  outside 
the  building  of  the  Post  Office,  and  I 
have  been  for  some  time  considering  how 
far  I  can  amend  the  existing  rule  so  as 
to  afPord  reasonable  facilities  for  such 
meetings  being  held. 

Mr.  CREMER :  Do  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  the  rule 
prohibiting  meetings  of  employh  outside 
the  Post  Office  building  has  been  framed 
exclusively  upon  the  authority  of  a  Post- 
master General  ? 

Mr.  RAIKES :  Certainly,  Sir.  I 
presume  that  all  the  regulations  in  force 
at  the  Post  Office  have  been  established 
on  the  authority  of  successive  occupants 
of  the  post  which  1  now  fill. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  Does  the 
discussion  of  the  question  of  wages  come 
under  the  rule  prohibiting  meetings  with 
reference  to  official  questions  ? 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  should  think  it  does. 
I  have  recently  afforded  permission  to 
the  sorters  in  the  Post  Office  to  hold 
meetings  outside  the  Post  Office. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicesfc3r)  :  At  a  we  to 
understand  that  the  Postmaster  General 
has  the  power  to  restrict  the  Constitu- 
tional liberties  cf  an  important  body  of 
her  Majesty's  subjects  ? 

•Mr.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester):  The  House  wishes  to 
understand  this  question.  Do  we  under- 
stand that  the  Postmaster  General  claims 
the  right  to  issue  regulations  to  control 
what  the  employes  shall  do  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  24  hours  that  go  to 
make  up  the  day — work  hours  and  leisure 
hours  equally? 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  The  point  is  not  what 
they  may  do  with  their  leisure,  but  the 
course  they  may  take  in  regard  to 
official  questions. 

Mr.  CREMER :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that,  in  Committee  of  Supply,  I  shall 
call    attention    to  the   un-Constitutional 
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autliority  now  exercised  by  the  Post- 
master General,  and  move  a  reduction  of 
the  Post  Office  Vote. 

THE  MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL. 
Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid):  I 
wish  to  as'c  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  he  has  recsived  a 
memorial  signed  by  134  Members  of  the 
House,  expressing  the  hope  that  an 
opportunity  may  be  found  this  Session 
for  the  discussion  of  the  Mines  (Eight 
Hours)  Bill ;  and  whether,  seeing  that 
it  is  a  Bill  of  immense  interest  to  many 
thousands  of  miners,  and  that  it  has 
never  been  discussed  in  this  House,  the 
Government  will  endeavour  to  give  a 
day  for  its  discussion  ? 

♦The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  Yes,  Sir ;  1  have  received  the 
memorijEil  to  which  the  lion.  Gentleman 
refers,  and  I  hope  it  may  be  possible  for 
hon.  Members  in  charge  of  the  Bill  in 
question  to  find  an  opportunity  them- 
selves for  its  discussion,  but  it  is  too 
early  for  me  to  give  any  pledge  on 
behalf  of  the  Government. 

FEMALE  MEMBERS  OK  COQNTY 

njUNClLS. 
Commander  BETHEL  (York,  E.R., 
Holderness)  :  I  desire  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it  is  true, 
as  stated  in  the  Press,  that  women  at 
pt-esent  sit  on  the  London  County 
Council ;  and  whether,  in  that  case,  the 
Council  is  legally  constituted  ;  and  if  it 
is  not,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern^ 
ment  propose  to  take  any  action  in  the 
matter  ? 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  true  that  two  ladies  sit  on  the 
London  County  Council.  Their  right  to 
do  so  is  a  question  of  law,  which  it  is 
not  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  deal 
with,  but  I  understand  that  the  action 
of  these  ladies  will  form  the  subject  of 
legal  proceedings.  It  is  alleged  that  the 
fact  of  disqualified  persons  taking  seats 
ai  a  Council  does  not  in  any  w^ay  affect 
the  legal  constitution  of  the  Council  as  a 
whole,  but  the  disqualified  persons  by 
such  action  lay  themselves  open  to  legal 
proceedings. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Mr,  HANBURY  :  I  desire  to  ask  the 
Fintft  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,   in 
lir.  Cremer 


viaw  of  the  long  discussions  which  have 
of  lat3  taken  place  on  the  earlier  Classes 
of  Votes  in  the  Civil  Service  Estimates, 
and  the  consequent  inability  on  the  part 
of  the  Committee  to  afford  time  for  the 
fair  and  adequate  discussion  of  the  later 
Classes  of  Votes,  he  will  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  presenting  the  Estimates 
this  year  in  a  different  order,  so  that  the 
later  Classes  of  Votes  may  be  presented 
to  the  Committee  at  a  reasonable  date  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  probably  aware  that  certain  Votes  for 
the  service  of  the  Army  and  Navy  must 
be  taken  before  Easter,  nor  is  it  advisable 
to  delay  dealing  with  certain  Votes  in 
charge  of  the  Office  of  Works,  as  their 
postponement  would  mean  the  loss  of 
part  of  the  building  season.  Subject  to 
these  qualifications,  the  Government  are 
anxious  to  provide  for  the  full  and  ade- 
quate discussion  of  the  later  Classes  of 
Votes,  and  in  order  to  insure  this  they 
are  willing  to  bring  those  Classes  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House  at  an 
earlier  date  than  the  place  occupied  by 
those  Votes  on  the  Estimates,  if  thai 
order  was  adhered  to,  would  allow.  It 
is  not,  perhaps,  advisable  to  state  i  ow  in 
what  order  the  Classes  will  be  taken,  but 
due  and  ample  notice  will  be  given. 

LENZIE  BOARD  SCHOOL. 
Mr.  CALDWELL(Glasgow,St.RoUQx) ': 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  the  Treasury  are  aware  that .  the 
school  fees  collected  at  Lenzie  Board 
School  for  the  year  1887-8  were  £930,- 
and  for  the  year  1888-9  were  £900, 
whilst  the  average  attendance  was  o;ily 
about  200,  being  an  averl^^e  of  £4  lOs. 
per  pupil  per  annum,  not  counting  holi- 
days ;  whether  the  Treasury  are  aware 
that  the  school  fees  charged  in  Class  IV. 
of  this  school  are  £3  per  pupil  per  annum, 
and  so  prohibitory  to  the  working-classes 
in  Lenzie  district ;  whether  Lenzie 
Board  School  is  on  the  list  of  State-aided 
schools  in  receipt  of  Government  Grant, 
how,  and  in  what  manner,  have  the  ac- 
counts of  this  school  been  presented  to 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General, 
so  that  it  has  escaped  his  observation 
that  the  school  is  on  the  list  of  State- 
aided  schools,  in  violation  of  the  9d.  per 
week  limit  of  the  Act  of  1870,  and  what 
steps  the  Treasury  propose  taking  in  the 
matter  ? 


129 


Evicted  Tenants 


{March  6,  1890} 


nt  Glensharrcld. 


]30 


♦The  secretary  to  theTREASURY 
(Mr.  Jac?:sox,  Leeds,  N.)  :  Perhaps  I 
may  be  permitted  to  reply.  The  Treasury 
has  no  information  on  the  points  raised ; 
and  unless  the  Controller  and  Auditor 
General,  who  has  all  the  facts  before 
hrim,  should  move  in  the  matter,  I  do  not 
see  how  action  by  the  Treasury  can 
arise 

THE  CASE  OF  LIEUTENANT  GLEIG. 
Mb.  LAWSON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  case^  of 
Lieut3nant  Gleig,  lata  of  Her  Majesty's 
troopship  Tyne,  who,  for  addressing  an 
imprudent  letter  to  his  suparior  officer, 
was  on  the  21st  January  sentencsd  to 
forfeit  one  year's  seniority  and  to  ba  dis- 
missed his  ship  ;  whether  he  has  received 
any  complaints  from  the  superior  oflficers 
of  the  Tyne  as  to  the  conduct  of  the 
commander ;  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  on  a  pravious  occasion  all 
the  Lieutenants  of  H.M.S.  Tyne  com- 
plained to  the  Commander  on  the  Station 
of  certain  restrictions  placed  upon  their 
liberty  by  the  Commander,  ^ith  the 
result  that  those  restrictions  were  at  once 
removed,  and  that  Lieutenant  Gleig  holds 
good  certificates  from  all  the  captains 
with  whom  he  has  served  previously, 
during  a  period  of  12  years  at  sea,  he 
will  take  this  case  into  his  considera- 
tion ;  and  whether  two  irregularities  com- 
plained of  by  Lieutenant  Gleig  in  regard 
to  the  legal  proceedings  at  his  trial  have 
received  consideration  ? 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  Lieutenant 
Gleig  was  tried  for  committing  an  act  to 
the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  naval 
discipline  in  writing  a  highly  improper 
letter  to  his  captain,  questioning  the 
propriety  of  an  order  given  by  him. 
That  order  was  given  to  safeguard  the 
moving  of  a  large  amount  of  gunpowder. 
This  letter  Lieutenant  Greig subsequently 
asked  leave  to  withdraw,  on  the  ground 
that  he  was  not  aware  of  the  special  cir- 
cumstances which  induced  the  captain 
to  give  the  order,  but  Commander  Good- 
ridge  having  in  the  meanwhile  reported 
the  circumstance  of  the  letter  to  the 
Senior  Oflficer  at  Gibraltar,  the  matter 
had  passed  beyond  him,  and  the  papers 
were  consequently  forwarded  to  the 
Admiralty  and  the  court  martial  ordered. 
No  complaints  against  the  captain  of  the 
Tyne   have   been   received  at  the   Ad- 


miralty, neither  is  there  any  information 
concerning  complaints  made  by  the 
lieutenants  of  the  Tyne,  as  to  their 
leave  being  restricted.  Lieutenant  Gleig's 
certificates  are  not  uniformly  good. 
The  objections  taised  by  Lieutenant 
Gleig  were  duly  considered,  but  were 
not  held  to  be  va  id.  This  case  has 
been  most  carefully  considered  by  the 
Board  of  Admiralty,  and  itls  not  one  in 
which  we  consider  that  any  reduction  of 
the  sentence  should  be  made. 

REPORTED    DISTURBANCES    AT 

JOHANNESBURG. 
Mr.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  ^here  .  is 
any  truth  in  the  report  that  a  disturbance 
took  place  yesterday  at  Johannesburg ; 
and  whether  he  is  in  possession  of. any 
intelligence  beyond  that  given  in  the 
morning  papers  ? 

*the    under    secretary    or 

STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de 
Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  received  no 
information  respecting  the  reported 
disturbances  at  Johannesburg,  and. con- 
clude that  they  have  no  special  political 
significance,  unless,  psrliaps,  as  indicating 
dissatisfaction  at  the  delay  in  completing 
railway  communication.  The  difBcultiy 
of  obtaining  supplies  caused  serious 
distress  among  the  miners  at  the  gold- 
fields  last  year. 

Mb.  O.  V.  MORGAN  :  Is  Her  Majesty's 
Representative,  Mr.  Williams,  still  in  the 
Transvaal  ? 

♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  I  think  not.' 
Mr.  0.    V.    MORGAN:    Then  , Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  no  representa- 
tive there. 

IRELAND- EVICTED  TENANTS    AT 
GLENSHARROLD. 

Mr.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick  City) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if 
it  be  true  that  District  Inspector  O'Reilly, 
Abbeyfeale,  County  Limerick,  lately 
visited  houses  of  several  evicted  tenants 
at  Glensharrold,  and  advised  them  to 
settle  their  rents  with  their  landlord  ; 
whether  the  same  police  officer  also 
visitad  the  residences  of  the  publicans  in 
the  district,  and  intimated  to  them  that 
police  rnd  other  cunergency  men  would 
be  billeted  on  them  during  coming 
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evictions;  and  whether  hucIi  billeting  is 
lej^il  ttful-^r  anj  Military  or  Police 
Regulation  Act  in  forc3  in  IriOituil  i 

Tbk  ATrORNKT  GHNEHAL  foe 
[RELAND  (Mr.  Maoi'i:n,  Utiiversity  of 
Dabliii) :  Tiie  Cjnstabultiry  authorities 
report  that  it  iB  the  caas  that  the  District 
Inspector  visited  gome  of  the  houses  i>n 
the  estate  referrtd  to.  Ho  in  no  way 
?id  vised  tlie  tenants  to  settle.  The 
object  of  the  visits  was  to  asuL?rtam  the 
accommodation  avaihible  for  the  |>olice 
to  be  placed  there  for  the  protection  of 
ciiretakera  upL>n  tlie  evictions  being 
carried  out.  He  did  not  visit  the 
publicans,  as  alloj^ed  in  the  second 
paragraph. 

BELFAST   MUNICIPAL  BUILDINGS. 

Mr.  [»b  COBAIN  (Belfast,  R)  :  I  beg 
to  ftsk  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
If  hta  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
r.>6alt8  of  the  recent  pltbescite  in  tlie  city 
«»f  Belfast}  and  as  the  citizens,  by  a 
nlajority  of  nearly  11,000  votes  had 
decided  in  favour  of  the  acquisition  of 
the  Linen  Hall  site  for  the  erection  ui 
uew  Municipal  Buildings  for  Belfast, 
would  he  undertake,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
facilitate  the  passing  of  such  legislation 
us  would  ensure  the  accomplishment  of 
the  much-needed  object  for  which  sueh  a 
lar^  number  of  votes  were  recorded  ? 

Ms.  SEXTON  (Belfa<ft,W,):  Before  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  answers 
the  question,  may  I  ask  whether  it  is  the 
f.'ict  that  4,000  of  the  burgess-s  of  Bel- 
fifcsfc  Tot^'d  against  the  projxisal,  and  that 
the  question  was  submitted  in  such  a 
f(»rm  that  the  burgesses  generally  had  no 
'  opportunity  of  expressing  an  opinion  as 
to  whether  it  is  desirable  tx>  erect  a  new 
Town  Hall  at  a  cost  of  upwards  of 
£100.000  \ 
•Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) : 
Is  it  true  that  over  14,000  voted  in 
favour  of  the  propcsition,  and  only  some 
4,000  agiiinst ;  and  was  not  the  opposition 
y^i  up  by  the  Nationalists  ? 

Mu*  MADDKN  :  I  liave  not  made  in- 
quiries as  to  what  the  numbers  were  who 
voted  pro  and  rcjn.  No  Return  has  been 
sent  in,  but  I  will  ask  for  infurmation.  As 
to  the  question  on  tlie  Paper,  I  have  to  say 
that  the  attention  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
has  been  called  to  the  matter  referred  to 
in  the  question  of  my  hon.  Friend.  As 
regards  the  portion  of  the  question  in 
which  he  f»»ks  that  facilities  may  be  given 


for  passing  the  necessary  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, I  have  U'i  point  out  that  the  matter 
is  one  which  appears  to  be  suitable  to  bd 
dealt  with  by  means  of  Private  Bill 
legislation  in  the  ordinary  manner, 

BAILIEBOROUGH  NATIONAL  SCHOOL. 
Mr.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  a4»k  the  Chief  Seci'etary  to  the  Itovi 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  ha 
seen  the  following  panigmph  in  the  DaU^ 
Exprt'SH  of  the  24th  February,  1890— 

**  Builieborough  Nalioaal  School,— The  ex- 
amintitton8  in  thi8  echool  «erd  held  ia  March^ 
1S89)  tLod  uij  yet  neither  have  the  r^nttfl  be«i] 
made  kaown  Qor  the  premiums  dii»tributed  ;  ** 

and  will  he  expbiin  the  cause  of  the  delaj 
which  has  o<?curred  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN :  The  Commissioner 
of  National  Education  report  that  the 
results  of  the  examinations  of  Bailie 
borough  Model  Schools  held  in  March 
1889,  were  duly  communicated  to  thd 
teachers,  and  the  pupils  entitled  to  pr 
motion  on  the  results  were  duly  pr 
moted.  Tlie  Commissioners  do  not  nov 
awanl  premiums  to  the  pupils  of  Model 
Schools  for  passing  the  annual  resulta 
examinations.     There  was  no  delay. 

THE  CORK   UNION. 
Mr.    FLYNN;     I    beg    to    ask    the 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether  hi^ 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  tlia^ 
at  last  Friday's  meeting  of  the  Victi 
Guardians  of  the  Cork  Union,  MajoU 
Kirk  wood  said,  on  the  question  of  out-" 
door  relief,  that — 

*'  The  relieving  officers  should  tell  the  ohil" 
dren  not  to  sand  their  purenU  to  the  houae  ofj 
put  them  on  ntlief,  for  if  they  did,  the  children 
would  hiive  to  pay  the  money  back,** 

And  that,  at  the  same   meeting,  an  oli 
woman  named  FitzPatrick,  of  Ballync 
living  with  her  daughter  and  son-indawJ 
was  deprived  of  her  usual  grant  of  two 
shillings  a  week,  though  it   was  stateO 
that  the  son-in-law  was  a  *"  herd»"  earn 
ing  only  lOs.  a  week  ;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  many  complaints  made  in  thd 
Union,  the  Local  Government  Board  will 
make  a   further   representation    to    the 
Vice  Guardians  on  the    subject  of  out 
door  relief  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  It  is  the  caso  that  the 

Vice-Guardian  mentioned  called  theattei: 

tion  of  the  Relieving  Officers  to  the  pro 

visions   of  tho   Vchw  LftW*    Acts   whici 

'  render  children  liable  to  maintain  their 
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parsons  under  one  Statute  and  sentence 
them  under  the  provisions  of  another 
Statute  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  The  statements  in  tl^ 
first  paragraph  of  the  question  are 
accurate.  Mr.  Slattery  was  charged 
under  the  2nd  section  of  the  Act  referred 
to  in  the  second  paragraph,  was  con- 
victed, and  ordered  to  give  sureties  for 
good  behaviour.  Such  an  Order  is  in 
accordance  with  the  law  and  practice  of 
Courts  in  both  England  and  Ireland, 

THE    DUBLIX  HOSPITALS.    .. 

Mr.  peter  Mcdonald  (siigo,  n.)  : 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  Greneral  for 
Ireland,  if  he  has  any  information  as  to 
the  alleged  defalcations  of  an  official  of 
certain  Dublin  Hospitals ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  proposes  to  instruct  the 
proper  authoiity  to  take  action  in  the 
matter? 

Mr.  madden  :  Warrants  are  in  the 
hands  of  the  police  for  the  arrest  of  the 
person  charged  ;  but  they  have  so,  fer 
not  succeeded  in  tracing  him.'  Tliey 
will,  of  course,  continue  to  make  every 
efEort  to  do  so. 

Mr.  sexton  :  In  this  instance  ij^cb; 
the  issue  of  the  warrant,  as  in  another 
case,  delayed  until  the  person  implicated, 
had  left  the  country  ?  ^  . 

Mr.  madden  :  I  can  only  say  that 
every  possible  effort  has  been  made  tO- 
bring  the  individual  in  question^  t<ft 
justice.  ■ 

THE  NEWTOWN AED8  BOARD  OF  • 
GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  McCARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask'the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether- 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
Report  of  the  proceedings  at  the  iR'er^- 
townards  Board  of  Guardians,  as  pub- 
lished in  the  Belfast  Morning  Netes  of 
the  3rd  instant,  from  which  it  appi^ars. 
that  the  Guardians,  at  their  meetiiig  on 
the  1st  instant,  unanimously  resolved' that 
the  action  of  the  Local  Government  B6ard 
in  declining  to  approve  of  the  appointment 
of  Martha  Davidson  as  Infirmary  Nurise  in 
the  workhouse,  and  their  refusal '  tot 
allow  her  to  be  placed  in  temjjorary 
charge  pending  a  new  appointment, '  was 
"a  most  arbitrary  and  uncalled'  for 
interference  with  the  action  of  the 
Board,"  and  that  the  Board  "thex-eby 
adhered   to    th.ir    appointment,'*     atid 


parents.  It  is  also  the  case  that  the  Vies-  ' 
Guardians  stoppad  the  grant  referred  to,  I 
as  they  were  satisfied  on  inquiry  that  the 
recipient's  daughtar  and  son-in-law 
should  support  her  and  were  in  a  position 
to  do  so.  The  Local  Government  Board 
see  no  reason  to  interfere  with  the  Vice- 
Guardians'  discretion  in  the  matter. 

THE  CASE  OF  MR.  O'MAHONY. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  he  can 
now  state  for  what  reason  was  Mr. 
O'Mahony,  editor  of  the  Tipperary 
Xatiorudist,  removed  from  Clonmel  Gt^ol 
to  Tullamore  Gaol ;  what  is  the  ap- 
proximate cost  of  the  removal,  and  under 
what  Vote  in  the  Estimate  will  the 
charge  be  defrayed  ;  and  whether  he  will 
consider  the  possibility  of  re-transferring 
Mr.  O'Mahony  to  Clonmel  Gaol  in  order 
that  h3  niay  have  facilities  to  see  his 
solicitors,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  is 
now  engaged  in  defending  libel  proceed- 
ings brougnt  against  his  newspaper  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  I  am  informed  by  the 
Prisons  Board  that  the  removal  of  Mr. 
O'Mahony  from  his  own  locality  was 
made  in  accordance  with  the  general 
practice  observed  in  similar  cises.  The 
Prisons  Board  have  not  yet  received  an 
account  of  the  cost  of  conveyance.  The 
charge  will  be  defrayed  as  usual  from  the 
Prisons  Vote.  The  Board  see  no  reason 
for  re-transferring  the  prisoner  to 
Clonmel,  seeing  that  full  facilities  have 
been  and  will  continuB  ti  be  afEorded  to 
him  for  obtaining  legal  advice  in  refer- 
ence to  the  civil  actions  instituted  against 

MR.  JOHN  SLATTERY. 
Mb.  FLYNN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  it  is  true 
that,  in  the  case  of  Mr.  John  Slattary,  of 
Cork;  who  was  S3ntenced  to  six  months' 
imprisonment  (in  default  of  giving  bail) 
on  a  charge  of  intimidation,  the  applica- 
tion for  a  habeas  corpus  Order  was  re- 
fused by  the  Exchequer  Division  of  the 
High  Court  on  Saturday  ;  whether  it  is 
the  foct  that  Mr.  Slattery  was  charged 
under  the  Second  Section  of  the  Criminal 
Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  but 
was  sentencad  undar  another  Statute  ; 
and  if  in  cases  other  than  thos3  under 
the  Criminal  Law  and  Pi-ocedure  (Ire- 
land) Act  it  is  the  practice  in  the  Courts 
of   Great  Britain   or  Ireland  to  charge 
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a^ked  the  Local  Government  Board  to 
reconsider  their  decision ;  whether  Mrs. 
Davidson  was  thereupon  instructed  by 
the  Guardians  to  enter  upon  her  duties 
tefthwith;  whether  he  will  state  the 
reason  for  interfering  with  the  appoint- 
piebt  made  by  the  Guardians  ;  and  if  he 
will  reconsider  the  decision  arrived  at 
by  the  Local  Government  Board? 

"Mr.  MADDEN:  The  facts  are  as 
state.d  in  the  first  two  paragraphs.  The 
Local  Gt)vernment  Board,  in  the  interest 
of  the  sick  poor,  declined  to  sanction  the 
appointmant,  on  the  ground  that  Mrs. 
Davidson  has  had  no  training  or  expe- 
rience qualifying  her  for  the  pos'tionj 
and  they  se9  no  reason  to  reconsider 
tkat  decision.       «- 

'      OHA^ROB   OF  INTIMIDATION- 
r.  MGINLEV. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attor- 
ttfey  General  for  Ireland  whether  he  has 
s^en  a  Report  of  the  Falcarr.igh  Petty 
Sessiens^  held  on  Tuesday,  25th  Feb- 
ruary, before  Messrs.  Barke  and  Beres- 
ford,  resident  magistrates,  and  at  which 
Edward  M*Ginley,  an  evicted  tenant, 
was  charged  with  intimidating  one 
Charles  Gallagher  by  mterfering  with 
the  sale  of  the  lattjr'sj  pijf  at  a  fair ;  if 
it  is  true,  as  reported  in  the  papers,  that 
the  only  overt  act  of  intimidation  de- 
posed to  consisted  in  the  defendant's 
V  winking  at  tlie  pig ;  *'  and  the  magistrates 
held  there  was  no  proof  that  the  pig 
buyers  were  intimidated,  and  dismissed 
the  summons,  but  yet  bound  the  defen- 
dant in  sureties  to  keep  the  peace  Oi*  in 
default  to  be  imprisoned  for  tliree 
months ;  and  was  the  prosecution  brought 
under  the  Critninal  Liw  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act ;  and,  if  not,  under  what 
statute  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  It  is  not  the  case  that 
the  only  overt  act  proved  was  that  indi- 
cated in  the  question.  It  wasclearly  proved 
that  the  defendant  had  directed  at  least  five 
buyers  not  to  buy  the  pig.  The  magis- 
trates held  that  the  defendant  had  boy- 
cotted the  sale  of  the  pig,  but  they  were 
ujot  satisfied  that  the  pig  buyers  had  been 
intimidated.  The  prosecution  was  under 
the  Criminal  liaw  and  Procedure  (Ire- 
land) Act.  The  magistrates  ordered  the 
defendant  to  give  sureties  for  his  future 
good  behaviour.  He  appears  to  have 
complied  with  the  order. 
Mr.  McCartan 


LAND  COMMISSION- 8  in  ING8  IN 
CAVAN. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether  he 
will  name  a  day  upon  which  the  Com- 
miasionfira  will  sit  in  the  town  of  Cavan 
to  fix  fair  rents ;  whether  it  is  a  ftujt  that 
many  of  the  tenants  have  served  notices 
for  fixing  fair  rents  so  long  ago  as 
October,  1887,  which  have  not  yet  been 
considered ;  whether  many  of  the  land- 
lords are  insisting  upon  the  payment  of 
the  old  rack  rents ;  and  whether  the 
Government  will  allow  this  injustice  to 
go  on  ;  and,  if  so,  how  long  ] 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Land  Commis- 
sioners report  that  a  sub-Commission  has 
been  sitting  in  the'  Cuunty  Cavan  since 
October  last,  and  have  on  their  present 
list  73  cases  from  the  Cavan  Union,  and 
that  further  cases  from  that  Union  will 
appear  on  their  next  list.  There  are  at 
present  298  cases  outstanding  from  the 
Cavan  Union,  the  originating  notices 
in  which  were  served  before  'December 
31,  1887.  The  Government  have  no 
information  as  to  the  matter  referred  to 
in  the  third  paragraph,  and  no  power  in 
the  matter  ;  but  I  may  add  tluit  under 
the  Act  of  1887  the  judicial  rent  is  made 
retrospective  and  the  tenant  is  entitled 
to  h  we  refunded  to  him  any  sum  paid 
by  him  in  excess  of  the  i-ate  at  which 
the  judicial  rent  is  fixed.  The  Com- 
missioners are  using  every  possible 
expedition  in  the  fixing  of  judicial  rents. 

ACCIDENT  TO  A  110-TON  GUN. 

Gbnkral  GOLDSWfRTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith) :  I  desire  to  ask  whether  the 
Secret  iry  of  State  for  War  can  confirm 
the  report  that  has  appeared  in  the 
newspapers  as  to  an  accident  to  one  of  the 
100-tjn  guns  from  Els  wick? 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Yes,  Sir;  it  is 
true  that  there  has  been  an  accident.  I 
am  sorry  to  s-^y  that  a  barge  sank  in  the 
Thames  yesterday,  or  thi^  morning, 
whilst  carrying  a  110-ton  gun.  The 
gun  in  question  belongs  to  the  Italian 
Government. 

MR.    GLADSTONE'S    PRIVILEGE 
RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet) : 
I  would  ask  the   right   hon.   Gentleman 
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the  Member  for  Darby,  in  the  absance 
of  his  lead3r,  whether  in  th2  Resolution 
referring  to  a  qu38tion  of  privilege,  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
intends  to  refer  only  t3  Peers  who  hap- 
^n  to  be  Ministars  of  the  Crown,  or 
whether  the  object  of  the  Resolution  is 
to  restore  freedom  of  debate  with  regard 
to  all  persons  who  are  not  themselves 
Members  of  this  House  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOUHT  (Darby)  :  I  will 
communicate  with  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  on  the  subjtfdt.  I 
jihould  not  like  myself  to  say  anything 
definite  on  the  subject  of  the  Resalation, 
bat  I  do  not  see  at  pr^-Sint  why  its  opera 
tidn  should  be  confined  to  Ministers  of  the 
<Crown. 

Mb-  J,  LOWTHER:  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  move  to  extend  the 
Resolution  so  as  to  make  it  refer  to  all 
persons  who  are  not  Members  of  this 
House. 
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ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


POLICE  AND  SANITAUr^REGUL.!- 
TIONS. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  of  Selection  do 
appoint  a  Committee,  not  exceeding  11  Mem- 
4>er8,  V>  wh«m  fihall  be  committed  all  Private 
Bills  promoted  by  Municipal  and  other  ijocal 
Authorities,  by  which  \i  is  proposed  to  create 
powers  relating  to  Police  and  Sanitary  Kegula- 
<ioii8  which  deviate  from,  or  are  in  extension 
•of,  or  are  repugnant  to,  the  General  Law. 

Ordered,  that  Standing  Order  173a  be 
4ipplicable  to  all  Bills  rtiferred  to  the  sail  Com- 
cnattee. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
-send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  that  five  be  the  quorum  of  the 
•Conunittee.— (if>'.  Stxtatt  WortUy.) 

NEW  MEMBER. 

A  Member  made  and  Subscribad  the 
Affirmation  required  by  Law, — Alfred 
Webb,  Esquire,  for  Wat^rford  County 
^(Western  Division.) 

3IESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled 
■*'  An  Act  to  prorida  for  making  Statutes 
respecting  Djans  and  Chapters  and 
Cathedral  Churches  in  England ;  and 
for  other  purposes  relating  t'.iereto." 
fCathsdr^l  Churches  Bill.] 


SPECIAL    COMMISSION  (1888)  REPORT. 
ADJOURN'ED      DEBATE. 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [3i"d  March]  to 
Question — 

**  That,  Purli^mejit  having  constituted  a 
Special  Commibsion  to  ioquire  iato  the  charges 
and  allegations  made  against  certain  Members 
of  Parliament  and  other  peisons,  and  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  having  been  pre- 
sented to  Parliament,  this  House  adopta  the 
Report,  and  thanks  the  Commissioners  tor  their 
just  and  impartial  conduct  in  tho  matters 
I ef erred  to  them ;  and  ordei^s  ihat  the  said 
Report  be  entered  on  the  Journals  of  this 
House."— (J/r.  WiUiam  Henry  HmUh.) 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  .from  the  first  word  *  House,' 
to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
wurdd  *  deems  it  to  be  a  duty  to  record  its 
reprobation  of  the  false  charges  of  the  gravest 
and  most  odiouS  description,  based  on  calumny 
and  on  forgery,  which  have  been  broui^t 
against  Members  of  this  House,  aud  particu- 
larly against  Mr.  Parnell ;  and,  while  declaring 
its  satisfaction  at  the  exposure  of  thoae  calum.- 
nies,  this  House  exprass«9S  its  regret  for  the 
wrong  inflicted  an  1  the  suifering  and  lods 
endured,  through  a  protracted  period,  by 
reason  of  these  actsof  flagraat  iniquity. ' — {lir, 
jr.  K  Oladitone.) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  pro[)osed,  "That  the 
•words  prop'>sed  tjo  be  Ijft  out  stand  piart 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

*(4.45.)  Mr.  BRrCB  (Aberdeen,  S.) 
[Who  had  not  concluded  his  speech 'on 
Wednesday  when  the  Debate  stdod 
adjourned  at  half  past  5] :  When  my 
remarks  werj  interrupted  by  the 
hour  of  closing  yesterday,  1  was  dis- 
cussing the  question  whether  there  is  any 
ground  for  horror,  which  seems  to  be  felt 
by  hon.  Members  opposite,  at  the  Commis- 
sioners* finding  that  there  ar^  seven  of 
the  rcjspondents  who  joined  the  Land 
L3ague  with  the  view  of  bringing  about 
by  its  means  the  national  independence 
of  Ireland.  Now,  whatever  the  technical 
effect  of  such  action  may  be,  surely  the 
morality  of  an  attempt  of  the  kind 
depends  entirely  upon  t'.ie  circum- 
stances under  which  it  is  made  and 
the  methods  which  are  resorted  to. 
We  all  know  that  it  is  not  easy  to 
say  when  insurrection  is  justifiable  or 
unjustifiable.     At  thjs  tim3  of  day   all 
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will  admit  that  the  Revolution  of  1688 
was  justifiable,  that  the  Civil  War  of 
the  Parliament  was  justifiable.  In  fact, 
the  revolutionists  and  r^fbels  of  one 
generation  are  the  patriotic  of  the  next. 
Within  the  liist  few  weeks  a  very  re- 
markable illustration  has  been  afforded 
of  this  principle.  In  1848,  one  of  the 
Katlonalist  leaders  in  Hnngary  was 
O^unt  Andrassy,  who  was  forced  to  tly 
after  the  conquest  of  Hungary  in  1849, 
and  8  ante  need  to  death  by  the  Austrian 
tribunals  as  a  rebaL  But  that  same 
Count  Andrassy  aft  :?r  wards  became 
Chancellor  of  the  A Qsti*o- Hungarian 
Empire,  and  the  most  powerful  states- 
man in  the  country.  A  career  like  his 
ought  to  guard  us  against  the  folly  of 
measuring  by  legal  and  technical  rules 
the  amount  of  moi'al  guilt  which  atti^ches 
to  revolutionist;*.  With  regard  to  Ire- 
land, I  should  like  to  as.v  tlie  House 
whether  the  ]iorrc»r,  which  is  no  doubt 
genuine  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  at  the  idea  that  Irishmen  can 
desire  national  indei>endenccs  does  not 
arise  frt>m  a  total  failure  on  our  part  to 
appreciate  the  feelings  with  which  Ireland 
regards  this  country.  Those  feelings  are 
very  similar  to  thos '  which  the  Poles 
entertain  towards  Russia.  I  mention 
that  analogy,  not  because  I  adopt  it^  not 
because  I  think  English  policy  towards 
Ireland  resembles  that  of  Russia  to 
Poland,  but  becansa  it  is  one  which 
Irishmen  have  often  used,  and  which 
has  been  generally  adopted  on  the  Ci>n- 
tinent,  and  has  even  been  employed  by 
a  distinguished  ex -Cabinet  Minister, 
now  a  pillar  of  the  anti*Horae  Rule  Party, 
as  all  w^ill  remember,  in  a  speech  made  in 
1885,  Those  who  r^ad  the  Report  of 
the  Commission  will  find  abundant 
evidence  of  the  existencs?  of  this  senti- 
ment. Tlierc  is  a  remarkable  quot^ition 
on  page  70  from  an  article  in  United 
frelmid,  which  begins  with  the  words, 
♦♦They  kite  us  and  we  hate  them." 
These  words  are  thoroughly  indicative 
of  Irish  feelings  and  movementsj  though 
the  belief  on  which  they  are  founded 
is,  as  regards  Englishmen  and  Scotchmen, 
erroneous-  But  when  we  hear  such  a 
speech  as  that  of  the  hon.  Membt>r  for 
North  Antrim  (Sir  C.  Ijewis),  in  which 
it  is  argued  that  everything  not  proved 
must  be  assumed  against  the  Tri.sh  Mem- 
bers, that  every  charge  must  always  have 
been  well-founded  ;  when  un  influential 
Mr.  Btyce 


journal  welcomes  without  inquiry,   andj 
with  a  careful  abstinence  from  inquiry/ 
letters   which   have    been  proved  to    be 
forgeries ;  when  we  see  that  newsjiaper 
giving   currency   to   hideous   caluroniea' 
ivhich  have  scarcely  even  the  justification 
of  rumour,  but  seem  to  have  been  evolve  J 
out  of   the    wicked   ima^nation   of  the! 
writer,  it  is  quit.^  intelligible  not   only 
why    Irishmen    hate  this    country,    but 
why  they  should  ttelieve   that  we  hatal 
them.      Those  who  were   in  the  House  J 
from  1880  to  1885  will   remember  thej 
words  of  the  late  Mr.   Forster  in  intro 
ducing  the  Compensation  for  DisturbainctJ 
Bill,  which  he  bniught  in  expressly  on  the! 
ground    th<*t   evictions   were    producing! 
outrages,  and  that  the  only  way  to   deal  1 
with    outrages    was    to    stop    evictions- 
Every  one  knows  that    the    Bill    would 
never  have  been  introduced  but  for  that 
opinion.      Every   one    knows    that    thej 
failure  of  that   Bill    incresscd   o  a  tragi?  s  J 
and  that  the  reason  for  the  introduetioii| 
of  a  sweeping   Ijand   Bill   w»v*    that 
Coercion  Bill  had  been  brought  in. 
remember  "in   January,    1881,  when  the 
Coercion    Bill    was   going    through    the 
House,  a  large  number  of  Liberal  Mem- 
bers made  a  declaration  to   the  Govern- 
ment Whijjs   that  they  would   not  TOt« 
for  the  Coercion  Bill  unless  they    were 
assured   that  it   w^ould    be   fallowed    by 
large  remedial  measures,  measures  larger 
and    more     drastic     tlmn    the    Ministrj* 
were    then     believed     to     contemplate* 
Bearing    all    this     in    mind,     can    we  J 
wonder  that,  not  only  in  the  minds 
th-    peasantry,    but    in    those    of  their 
leaders,  tlie  belief  was  entertained  that 
by  outrages    alone   could    the    attention 
of  p]ngland  be  attnvcted  to  the   state  of 
Ireland  ?    We  c^mnot  be  surjirised  if,  inl 
1879,  many  Irishmen,  like   Mr.    Daviti 
contemplated  the  absolute  independence! 
of     Ireland  ;    ami     the     moral     which 
ought    to  be  drawn    from    this  fiuding^. 
of  the  Commissioners  lies  in  the  contrast 
the    happy    contrast,    in     this     respect^ 
between  1879  and  the  pi'esent  day.      I 
do  not  for  a  moment  wish  to  palliate 
excuse  the  violent  acts  done  in  the  years 
preceding    1886.       ITiose     acts    appear 
terrible    to    us    now     becnuse     of     thol 
com  |:j>a  rati  rely  peaceful    way    in    wliichj 
during  the  presi:'nt    reign,   great    move*! 
ments   of     reform    have    been    carried 
on     in      Great       BritMU.         Let      the. 
House     cora|iiire    the    Irish    movemeal 
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with  revolutionary  movements  m 
other  countries.  Let  us  compare 
this  Jacquerie  with  tlio  Jacquer- 
ies of  previous  times  in  other 
countnes;  or  even  with  the  revolu- 
tionary movement  of  the  Parisian 
Commune  in  1871.  If  we  do  this 
we  shall  have  reason  to  rejoice  that 
the  revolutionary  movement  iu  Ireland 
has  not  resulted  in  more  crimes  and 
outrage.  I  confess,  therefore,  bearing 
all  these  considerations  in  mind,  th  i-t  1 
see  no  reason  why  the  House  should  not 
express  its  pleasure  at  the  acquittil  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  from  the 
gr^ve  charges  which  have  been  brought 
against  him.  It  is  clear  that  the  Irish 
leaders  have  endeavoured  to  restrain  the 
Clan-na-Gael,  and  as  for  the  money 
which  came  from  America,  that  money 
was  not  Patrick  Ford's  nor  contributed 
by  the  Dynamite  Party ;  it  was 
the  money  of  the  Irish  popolation 
in  America,  and  was  largely  devoted  to 
the  relief  of  distress  in  Ireland.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Antiim  (Sir  C. 
Lewis)  spoke  as  if  the  Irish  Members 
encouraged  crime.  But  the  finding  of 
the  Commissioners  is  directly  the  reverse ; 
it  is  that  many  of  the  Irish  le  ders, 
especially  Mr.  Davitt,  exerted  them- 
selves to  prevent  crime.  No  single  cita- 
tion has  been  made  in  which  incitement  to 
crime  has  proceeded  from  th^se  men. 
Why,  therefore,  should  not  the  House 
record  its  regret  that  these  charges  have 
been  made  ?  This  ought  to  be  done  all 
the  more,  and  not  the  less,  because  the 
Member  for  Cork  is  the  chosen  leader 
of  the  Irish  people,  because  the 
Irish  people  have  been  wronged  in  the 
person  of  the  Member  for  Cork.  It 
ought  to  be  done  all  the  more  and  not 
the  less  bacauss  you  profess  your  wish 
to  keep  the  Irish  Members  here  at 
Westminster,  and  give  tham  a  potant 
voice  in  B/itish  legislation.  AU  the 
charges  on  which  the  Irish  Me  nbers 
were  condemned  were  known  in  1883. 
They  were  certainly  known  when  the 
leaders  of  the  then  Opposition  entered 
into  alliance  with  the  Irish  lead  rs  in 
1885.  That  alliance  marked  a  very  im- 
portant epoch  in  our  dealings  with  Ire- 
land. Up  to  that  time,  questions  ci 
Irish  judicial  administration  had,  to 
a  large  extent,  been  placed  in  the 
category  of  questions  which  ought  to  be 
kept  out  of  the  partisan  arena  ;    and  it  is 


to  the  alliance  formed  in  1885  between 
the  Conservative  Party  and  the  Irish 
Members  that  the  progress  of  the  Home 
Rule  movement  is  to  a  large  extent 
attributable.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach) 
said  that  in  1885  the  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  not  the 
means  of  knowing  whether  to  believer 
the  charges  then  circulated  with  regard 
to  the  Irish  Members.  If  they  did  not 
believe  them  it  was  not  from  want  of 
hearing  them  constantly  made,  or  for 
want  of  opportunity  to  ascertain  whether 
such  charges  were  well  founded  or 
not  They  were  in  office,  with  full 
command  of  secret  official  informatior. 
They  knew  enough  to  attack  Lord 
Spencer  in  the  Maamtrasna  debate ;  they 
knew  enough  to  decide  btfore  they 
came  into  power  in  June,  1885,  that 
they  would  not  renew  the  Coercion  Act, 
and  it  is  idle  for  them  to  now  assert 
that  the  truth  of  these  charges  has  only 
recently  become  known  to  Uiem.  There 
is  something  grossly  insincere  in  the  atti- 
tude now  taken  up  by  hon.  Members. 
We  all  know  —  they  know,  if  thejr 
would  speak  frankly  out — that  their 
horror  at  what  the  Commissioners  find 
that  the  Irish  Members  did  is  an 
unreal  and  simulated  horror.  When 
the  Crimes  Bill  was  before  the  House, 
the  old  charges  had  become  stale,  and  it 
was  thought  necessary  to  destroy  the 
character  of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  by  some  new  charges.  I  do 
not  say  that  the  new  charg^es  then 
brought  forward  were  not  believed  by 
those  who  brought  them  forward,  but  J 
say  they  were  believed  out  of  rank  pre- 
judice and  vindictiveness,  and  without 
adequate  ground  for  such  belief.  It  is. 
said  by  the  leader  of  the  House  that  the 
object  of  this  Motion  was  riot  to  inflict 
punishment.  What,  then,  is  its  object  I 
Simply  to  make  political  capital  out 
of  the  Report  —  to  use  the  Report 
to  destroy  the  Home  Rule  move- 
ment by  attacking  the  characters  of  ita 
leaders.  I  trust  that  with  this  debate 
we  may  get  rid  of  all  personal  charges- 
Gentlemen  opposite  can  still  fall  back 
upon  the  Constitutional  arguments 
against  Home  Rule  and  discuss  the  ques- 
tion on  its  merits  without  reference  to 
personal  charges  against  the  Irish  leaders 
of  the  Home  Rule  movement.  The  con- 
duct of   those    hon.    Members    will    be 
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jadgedby  a  far  fiiglier  tribunal  tban  anj 
party  majority  of  tliis  Rousi,  aud  if  we 
may  conjecture  a«  to  the  future  from  the 
past  the  vecdict  of  history  will  be  far  more 
JeniBntt^  those  hou.  Members  than  thema- 
ji>rii-y  of  this  Hous  j  appear  disposed  to  be. 
How  many  Irish  patriots  who  in  times 
past  were  peraecutc^d  and  impriaoned  and 
put  to  death  by  the  English  Gov^ernment 
a.re  now  revered  in  their  own  country  and 
honoured  even  in  this?  I  eappose  th?re 
is  no  one  who  do?s  not  now  acknowledge 
the  high  patriotism  of  Wolfe  Tone,  who 
<k)es  not  feel  a  compa  sionate  sympathy 
for  Robert  Wmmett,  and  who  does 
not  admire  the  unblemished  private 
character  and  lofty  patriotism  of 
Daniel  O'ConnelL  A  regret  Ls,  in- 
deed, now  not  infrequently  expressed 
in  8ora5  quarters  that  the  leaders  of  the 
Irish  Party  in  the  present  day  are  not 
iike  the  leatlers  in  the  past.  People 
wish  whin  too  late  that  O'Connell  were 
back  again^  though  in  his  day  he  was 
treated  just  as  th.*  Irish  Members  are 
treated  by  you  no  w .  Uat  if  w.^  Iriok  at  the 
action  of  these  Irisii  Member^s  apart  from 
the  passion  of  the  moment  I  doubt 
whether  we  shall  find  muck  reas  m  to 
complain  of  it,  Wliat  is  it  that  the  lion. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  ParneU)  and  Mr. 
Davitt  havc?  done  /  The  movement 
which  they  started  i.**  not  a  new  move- 
ment. It  followi-d  on  other.*  which  at 
intervals  of  alwut  every  10  years  have 
arisen  and  failed  ;  and  thosi  movemeutis 
failed  because  they  werj  not  completely 
national^  but  otdy  appealed  to  one  por- 
tion of  the  people  —either  to  the  p.^osantry 
alone  or  the  extreme  party  in  tlie  middle 
classes.  What  tin*  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  and  Mr.  Davitt  have  done 
is  to  unite  the  dift\*rent  SL^ctions  of  the 
Irish  people  in  demanding  from  England 
a  permanent  and  complete  settlement. 
That  settl Lament  has  not  yet  been  attained. 
It  may  be  postponed  ;  but  judging  by  the 
present  signs  of  the  times,  I  believe  that 
it  cinnot  be  far  off.  By  forcing  this  ques- 
tion forward  and  bringing  thi;^  Irish 
movement  to  a  head,  the  lion.  Member 
for  Cork  and  his  Friends  and  Mr* 
Davitt  have  rendered  a  service  not  akme 
to  their  country  but  to  Great  Britain.  If 
the  long  strife  l)et\veen  the  twoaiutitries 
seems  U>  b,^  now  drawing  to  a  close  :  if 
the  soil  of  Ireland  is  to  be  transferred 
<:ven  by  tha  legislatitm  of  Her  Majesty's 
present  Govw'rnment  from  the  landlords 


to     the     tenants  :      if      there      is 
bitter  feeling    towards    the     people 
this  country     in     Ireland    and     umonfl 
the     Irish      people      in      America ; 
there  is   now  a   kindlier  feeUng  on  th 
part  of  the  Knglish   people  towards  Ir 
land — for  these  results  we  have  in  a  grea 
measure  to  thank  the  hon.  Member  fo 
Cork  and  his  friends.     A  Parliameufc 
majority  may  be   hasty  and   p«afiiouat 
But  fortunatcfly  Parliamentary  majoritiei 
come  and  go.     The  judgment'  of  hiBtorj 
iji  large  and  liberal  :    she   h»oks  at  brotw 
and  permanent  results.  And  history,  even 
if  it  finds  something  to  bbinia  in  the  coii^ 
duct  i  i  the   Irish   MemlMfrs,   will   nevec 
theless   deal    tenderly    with    those    whci 
have  been  true,  like  the  hon.  Member  fo 
Cork  and  Mr.  Davitt,  with  no  seltish  end 
tt>  8„Tve,  through   danger  and  sufferingj 
through    obloquy  and  calumny,  to  whfl 
they  liave  held,  and  m   I  believe  rightlj 
have  held,  to   be    the    it:Krred  cause 
tlieir  count rv. 

•(.i,8.)  tim  C,  RUSSEIjL  (flackneyJl 
S.)  :  My  hon.  Friend  the.  Attorney 
General  hfi,s  conveyed  to  me  a  reason 
able  wish  that  he  should  follow  mu  i| 
this  debate,  and  I  hope :  therefore  tb€ 
Huuse  will  excusL?  me  for  following  thi 
abU-  speech  on  the  same  side  }t 
d^liv^erinl  by  my  lion,  and  learned  Friend 
I  certainly  shmdd  have  desired  ihat 
might  liave  followed  my  right  hoTi 
and  Lamed  Friend  the  Member  fo 
Bury  (8ir  H.  James),  and  I  do  nc 
tliink  that  is  an  unreasonable  wisb| 
But  my  ri/ht  hon.  and  le»imed  Friend 
will^  no  doubt,  take  part  in  this  delinb 
later  on,  and  will  appear  in  the  cha 
racter  which  sits  upon,  him  so  gr 
fully  since  he  b-came  leader  of  a  nior 
or  less  important  sect  on  of  this  Houa 
as  a  kind  of  mtxln-ator,.  vir  ;n><«l 
(/raviit.  There  are  twopropjsitions  l^efoB 
the  House,  the  Motion  and  the  Amenif 
ment.  The  Motion  which  Her  Majesty  1j 
(jovernmeut  ask  the  House  to  accept  hi 
three  objects  in  view  --firaft,  to  exprea 
tlmnks  to  the  Judges  who  acted  on  thi 
Commission  ;  secondly,  the  adoption 
the  Repirt ;  and,  tliirdJy,  its  insertion 
the  Journals  of  the  House*  As  to  tli| 
Judg*s»  r  should  like  to  say  a  word, 
owe  it  to  my  loTig  private  friendship  wit 
these  thr.*e  distinguished  men,  and 
think  it  ft  matt.^r  of  pablic  duty,  toj 
that  I  lielievj  each  one  of  these  Judge 
desired  to  the  l)e>t  of  hisabilitv  honrst 
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and  impartially  to  discharge  bis  duty  ; 
but  I  hope  I  am  not  precluded  from 
saying,  without  disrespect,  that  I  cannot 
affirm  that  I  regaid  them  as  having  been 
free  from  prepossessions  and  prejudices, 
or  as  capable  of  dealing  judicially  with 
many  of  the  questions  that  arose  in  the 
course  of  the  inquiry.  Indeed,  I  am 
justified  in  making  that  statement,  for 
tbay*  themseives  have  stated  in  their 
Report  that  they  have  not  found  it 
within  the  mandate  received  by  them 
from  Parliament  to  deal  with  matters 
without  considering  which  it  is  impassible 
to  judge  of  the  moral  character  of  the 
acts  imputed  to  certain  hon.  Members  of 
this  House.  Now,  in  the  first  place,  I 
desire  to  ask  is  there  any  preceddnt  for 
this  pr(^x)8ed  vote  of  thanks  to  the 
Judges  ?  I  have  listened  with  attention 
to  the  speeches  delivered  by  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House;  but  I  have  failed  to  hear  any 
justification  for  this  proposal  by  reference 
-to  any  precedent.  I  think  it  is  a  bad 
precedent  to  select  three  Judges,  whose 
duties  no  doubt  were  onerous,  who  had 
submitted  to  them  a  question  with  a 
political  aspect  in  it,  and  to  attribute  to 
them,  as  if  they  wera  exceptional  in  that 
regard,  ttiat  impartiality  and  that  justice 
which  I  hope  is  the  common  attribute 
of  all  the  Judges  of  the  realm. 
With  regarl  to  the  adoption  of  the 
Report,  again,  I  ask  is  there  any  prece- 
dent which  can  be  cited  for  the  proceed- 
ing of  the  Government  in  the  adoption 
of  the  Raport,  and  in  seeking  its  inscrip- 
tion on  the  Journals  of  the  House,  when 
it  is  at  the  siime  time  declared  that  no 
further  action  is  to  be  taken  upon  it? 
The  nearest  analojry  I  know  is  with 
regard  to  Election  Petitions.  There  the 
Judges  report  the  result  (which  is  final) 
of  the  Klection  Petitions  which  are 
tried  befira  them,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  Stitate  their  judgment  is 
entered  on  the  Journals  of  the  House, 
in  order  that  by  the  inscription  of 
that  judgment  there  shall  be  a  con- 
firmation »»f  the  election  of  the  Mem- 
ber  of  Parliament  or  a  rectification  of 
the  roll.  In  this  case  there  is  no  pre- 
cedent either  as  to  one  or  the  other — 
there  is  no  precedent  as  to  the  Commis- 
sion, and  there  is  no  precedent  f  ir  enter- 
ing the  Report  on  the  Journals  of  the 
House.  We  are  invited  to  a  discus uon 
which  I,  for  one.  should  willingly   have 


avoided  taking  part  in  if  it  had  been 
possible,  in  which  it  is  necessary  to 
r*  f er  to  the  action  of  certain  persons  and 
t'>  criticise  some  of  the  findings  of  the 
Judices  —  a  bootless,  purposeless  dis- 
cottdion,  which  certainly  does  not  tend 
to  elevate  the  tone  of  the  House,  and 
from  which  no  useful  purpose  can,  in 
my  judgment,  be  derived.  As  regards  the 
findings  of  the  Commission  one  grout 
distinction  is  to  be  observed.  In  ques- 
tions which  admit  of  direct  proof  or  dis- 
proof, I  have  the  greatest  respect  for 
the  decision  of  the  Judges.  Suc^  ques- 
tions were  these — **  Aye  or  no,  were  the 
letters  forged  ?  "  "Aye  or  no,  was  uny  one 
or  were  more  of  the  incriminated  persons 
parties  to  or  accomplices  in  crime?" 
"  Aye  or  no,  were  Mr.  Pamell  or  any  of 
his  associates  parties  to  the  Phcsnix  Park 
tragedy  ?  '*  But  I  may  be  allowed,  with 
the  greatest  deference,  to  say  that  when 
it  comes  to  a  que  tion  of  drawing  infer- 
ences from  a  number  of  facts — as,  for  in- 
stance, the  effect  of  agitation  upon  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  the  country,  or 
the  effect  of  that  agitation  in  increasing 
crime,  or  the  effect  of  speeches  deli- 
vered without  complete  knowledge  cf  the 
circumstances  in  which  those  speeches  are 
made,  or  as  to  the  effect  of  remedial 
legislation — I  deny  that  the  opinion  of 
the  three  Judges  is  entitled  to  greater 
weight  than  that  of  any  three  indepen- 
dent gentlemen  who  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  question.  Why, 
Sir,  some  of  the  findings  strike  me  as 
most  extraordinary.  Bj  the  Act  of  1882 
a  load  of  £2,000,000  of  arrears  was 
lifted  from  the  shoulders  of  the  Irish 
tenants  ;  and  yet,  in  the  opinion  of  these 
three  most  excellent  men,  that  had  no 
pacifying  or  tranquillising  effect.  The 
Act  of  1881  was  passed,  which  I  took 
the  liberty  of  calling  upon  a  former 
occasion,  and  I  repeat  it  now,  the 
first  great  charter  of  emancipation 
and  liberty  to  the  Irish  tenants, 
yet  that  also  had  not  in  the  Judges' 
opinion  any  great  tranquillising 
effect.  We  are  asked  to  adopt  this 
Report.  I  take  it  **  adoption  "  means  that 
each  man  is  asked  to  make  this  Re- 
port his  own,  and  he  is  asked  to  do  that 
in  the  absence  of  the  evidence  on  which 
it  is  founded.  It  reminds  one  of  the 
Judge  in  Rabelais,  who  dispensed  justice 
with  the  dice-box,  which  he  alternately 
cast  for  the  plaintiff  and  the  defendant. 
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givuig  his  decision  in    aci^ordanco   with 
the    regult   of  the   throws.     To  ask  the 
Housa  it)  parform  this  judicial  act  with- 
out having  read  the  evidence — I   dt>  not 
know  that  one-half  of  the  House  has  even 
read    or    studied   the    R«;port — without 
access  to   or   means  of  considering  the 
evidenc/C  is  nothing  short  of  a  farce.  Does 
anyone    on   either    side    of  the    House 
imagine  that  a  Party  vot3  on  this  ques- 
tion  can    add  anything   to  this  Report 
beyond      what      its     intrinsic     merits 
warrant  1     It    lias    been    said    we    are 
inconsistent       in      saying      that      this 
Report    is    a    **  triumphant    acquittal/' 
and  then  in  objecting  to  that  acquittal  being 
inscribed  on  the  Journals  of  the  House. 
I  contend  that  there  is  no  inconsistency 
in  saying  as  we   do  say,  and  believe  we 
ar.i  justified   in   saying,   that  on  all  the 
main^  important,  and  grave  issues  which 
are  the  foundation  of  this  Amendment 
it  18  a  triumphant  acquittal.     But  w^e  are 
not  t'lerc'by  estopp-d  from  disputing  the 
justic?,  wisdom,  and  accuracy  of  the  tind- 
ings  upon  some  of  the  minor  points  ;  and 
1  say  there  is  no  precedent,  no  ground  of 
expediency,  and  no  object  in  the  Motion 
that  I  am  aware  of  except  to  invite  a 
discussion   which,    in  some    respects,  is 
not  either  pleasant   or    satisfactory.      I 
turn   to  the   Amendment*      The  Home 
Sacretary,   in  his  speech  the  other  niglit, 
t'jld  us  he  was  not  concerned  to  dispute 
the    truth    of  the   Amendment ;  but   he 
add  3d  that   it  was    not  the  whole  truth. 
Ay,    Sir,     but    it    is    the    whole    truth 
relevant  to  the  sulietance  of  the  Amend- 
ment^    because    it    relates   to  the   false 
charges      suppr>rted      by      fraud     and 
calumny — in  other  words,  to  the  charges 
found  to  bj  disproved.     It  puts  in  the 
foreground  what  we   believe   to  be  the 
salient  feature    of    the  Report,  namely, 
the    acquittal  of  the    hon.    Member    for 
Cork  and  his  Colleagues  from  tlie  grave 
issues  raised  before  the  Commission  ;  and 
it  expresses  the  generous  sympathy  of  the 
Hou;^.^    for    the    men    so    long    and    so 
foully   wronged.     It  will  be    said  those 
are      not      really     the      niost     serious 
and     grave    charges.     I    will    apply    a 
practical  test  which   I   wull   invite  hon. 
Members  opposite  in  candour  to  answer. 
Out  out  from  the  charges  and  allegations 
which  appeared  in  Pfirtyifij^ni  and  CW//*^ 
all  those  which  the  Judges  have  found 
disproved,  and  is   there  anyone  on  that 
Bide  of  the  House  who   will  sny  that  the 


remnant   of   those   charges  would   be  a 
justification  for  the  Commission  ?     Now, 
I  want  to  say  a  word  or  two  ab<?ut  the 
Commission,  and  the  inquiry  upon  which 
it  was  invited  to  emlmrk,      I   know    it  j 
was  said  by  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  I 
in  moving  the  Resolution  the  other  day! 
that  we  have  no  right  to  complain  of  thol 
chanicter  of  this  Commission,  lx?efiU8e  we 
did  not  divide  against  the  Second   Read-^ 
ing.     But  why  i    Been  use   we  prC'testedJ 
and  will  proteat  again,  against  its  uncon- 
stitutional character.    We  did  not  divide,! 
because  to  do  so  would  have  been  to  shut] 
out  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  from  anyj 
opportunity    of    inquiring     into     thosel 
charges  at  all.     You  refused  to  give  tbei 
inquiry  he  asked,  and  he  had  only  the  I 
alternative   of   the    inquiry    offered 
your  Bill,  or  none  at  alL     And  it  is  nofj 
to  lie  forgotten   that   that   inquiry  wsi 
sent  to  the  Ck^ramission  exactly  es  yoTi| 
had   introduced   it  into  your  Bill,  thali 
you  listened  to  no  suggestion,  that  yot 
accepted   no  Amendment,  and  that  you 
declined  to  give  or  yield  even  an  earnes 
consideration   to   some    proposals  whiclj 
were  made  with  a  view  to  protecting  th« 
interests  of  those  who  were  to  be  brongh| 
before    that    Commission,       The    ComJ 
mission    embarks     upon     its  *  inquiryj 
extending  over  10  years  and  embraciBJ 
a  pj^riod  in  which  there  was  gi-ing  on 
Ireland  nothing  short   of   a  revolutioB 
imrtly    social    and    partly     political — i 
revolution   in  which  were  engaged  thi 
great  mass  of  the  Irish  peopleof  all  classed 
and  conditions,  the  landlords,  and  the  dc 
pendents  of  the  landlords,  alone  excepted 
What    were   the  other  difficulties?     '^ 
course,  the  charges  had  to  be   proved 
on    a    criminal     indictment.       If     the 
respondents  had  been  charged  before  the 
ordinary  tribunals  they  would  have  ha 
a  magisterial  inquiry,  an  opportunity 
knowing      who     the      witnesses     wer 
opportunities  of  learning  the  antecedenf! 
of  those  witnesses — nay,  not  only 
but  they  would  have  been  entitled  to 
furnished,  at^cording  to  the  humane  aiii 
just  rules  of  our  criminal  procedure,  wit 
a  copy  of  the  evidence  which  the  w  itness^ 
w^ereexpected togive*  What wsslhecour 
of  this  ctise  ?  The  case  before  the  Comml| 
si  on  was  conducted  as  a  game  of  surprise 
We    bad    no    notice  of    the    names 
witnesses,     much     lees    notice    of 
character    of  the    evidence    they   w 
going  to  give  ;  and  we  know  now  how 
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^;aoL3  of  this  country  were  scoured  in 
order  to  see  whether  from  the  ofE- 
scouriugs  there  might  not  be  found 
persons  who  would  come  forward  and 
give  evidence  that  would  incriminate  one 
or  other  of  the  respondents.  We  know 
also  that  amongst  the  persons  who,  I 
presume  undar  the  authority  of  the 
Home  Secretary — I  do  not  know  whether 
with  his  authority  or  not — visited  the 
convicts  in  their  prison  cells  were  police 
officers  and  the  wretched  man  Pigott, 
who  played  so  tragic  a  part  in  this  inquiry. 
And  we  now  know  from  the  revelations 
which  came  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Harbour  Division  of  Dublin,  that 
down  to  October,  1889 — I  will  ask  the 
House  to  note  the  date — eight  or  nine 
months  after  the  story  of  the  forgeries 
had  been  blown  to  the  winds  and  three 
or  four  months  after  the  counsel  repre- 
senting the  respondents  had  retired  from 
Court — there  were  still  communications 
going  on  with  America.  Large  sums  of 
money  have  been  spoken  of,  or  suggested, 
as  to  be  paid  provided  the  witness  could 
produce  evidence  of  other  documents  and 
of  other  letters  to  take  the  place  of  the  dis- 
carded forgeries,  ffft  which  the  Attorney 
(General  was  supposed  to  have  made 
some  kind  of  apology.  How  was  the 
case  conducted  in  Court  ?  I  am  not 
going  to  say  at  this  moment  one  word 
more  than  I  said  before  the  Judges  and 
before  the  Attorney  General.  I  say  the  case 
'Was  conducted  pertinaciously,  rancorously, 
and  in  a  way  in  which  the  Attorney 
General  himself  would  have  been  the  last 
person  to  conduct  it,  if  the"  political 
charactar  of  this  casi  had  not  swept 
away  his  judgment,  and  if  he  had  not 
thought  that  it  was  an  occasion  on  which 
political  advantage  for  his  Party  was 
to  be  gained.  I  will  content  myself 
with  saying  here  that  it  was  conducted 
with  no  sense  of  generosity  to  the 
parties  charged,  the  Colleagues  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
I  wish  to  point  out,  for  it  has  not  yet 
been  done  clearly,  I"  think,  what  was  the 
real  hardship  in  the  mode  this  case  was 
conductsd.  It  was  this — the  charge  was 
launched  as  a  charge  of  conspiracy,  and 
lawyers  will  appreciate,  though  laymen 
perhaps  cmnot,  that  in  consequence  the 
Attorney  General  was  enabled  for  days 
and  weeks  and  months  to  tell  the  story 
of  the  sad  and  most  condemnable  crime 
that    over    a    period      of      10    years 


had  been  committed  in  Ireland,  and 
to  rehearsd  a  kind  of  judicial  Newgate 
Calendar  without  any  attempt,  and 
without  any  necessity  to  attempt,  to  con- 
nect any  one  of  the  persons  charged 
with  any  one  of  these  crimes  or  outrages. 
Laymen  do  not  know,  but  lawyers  do, 
that  in  support  of  a  charge  of  conspiracy 
it  is  permissible  to  give  evidence  of  facts 
extending  over  a  number  of  years,  with- 
out any  connection  with  one  another, 
and  not  traceable  at  all  to  the  persons 
charged,  and  then  to  ask  the  jury 
(but  here  it  was  the  Court)  to  draw 
the  inference,  at  the  end  of  a  long 
and  protract  3d  inquiry,  that  there  is 
evidence  of  conspiracy  to  be  gathered 
from  the  whole  of  the  circumstances  of 
the  cas3.  It  is  no  exaggeration  to  say 
that  the  result  of  that  form  of  charge 
was  to  make  Mr.  Parnell  responsible  for 
the  speeches  of  Scrab  Nally,  just  as  if 
Mr.  Parnell  had  spoken  them  himself — 
to  make  him  responsible  for  the  acts  of 
men  in  the  South  of  Ireland  whom  he 
had  never  seen,  conversed  with,  written 
to,  or  had  any  communication  with, 
simply  on  the  ground  that  each  of  these 
persons  was  a  member  of  the  Land 
League.  Not  only  that,  but  conversa- 
tions were  admitted,  and  I  will  give  one 
striking  illustration  of  what  I  mean.  The 
man  Le  Caron  or  Beach  was  called,  and 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bury  took  him  under  his  special  protec- 
tion and  graced  him,  if  1  may  use  the  ex- 
pression of  John  Philpot  Curran,  with 
the  patches  and  feathers  of  his  rhetoric 
with  all  tlie  taste  of  a  Court  milliner. 
He  held  up  this  Beach,  whose  life  was  a 
living  lie,  as  if  ho  was  a  man  who  ought 
to  be  spoken  of  as  a  worthy  man  following 
a  worthy  vocation.  Le  Caron  deposed 
that  a  man  named  Patrick  Egan  had  told 
him  (Le  Caron)  that  a  man  named 
Brennan  had  told  him  (Egan)  that  Mr. 
Sexton  had  assisted  his  (Brennan 's)  flight 
from  justic3.  So  upon  the  doctrine  of 
constructive  resi)onsibiliiy  we  have  actu- 
ally got  this  placed  before  the  public  as  a 
charge  against  Mr.  Sexton.  For  my  part, 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say — of  course,  it  is 
an  opinion,  and  must  be  discounted  as 
that  of  a  partisan — that,  looking  to  the 
extent  of  time  of  this  inquiry,  and  to  the 
fact  that  it  related  to  a  popular  move- 
ment which  must  necessarily  have 
aroused  the  passions  of  the  men  engaged 
in  it,  looking  to  the  fact  that  there  was 
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an  enormous  sum  of  money  unquestion- 
ably dealt  with,  not  merely  for  the  relief 
of  distress,  but  for  the  assistance  of 
evictad  tenants  and  the  defenc3  of  per- 
sons charged  with  crime — looking  to  the 
whole  scope  and  character  of  the  inquiry, 
I  say  it  is  a  perfect  marvel  that  so  little 
has  been  found  to  be  traceable  even  to 
any  persons  connected  with  the  Ijand 
LcNftgue  Organisation.  Before  I  grapple 
more  closely  with  these  charges,  I  must 
make  some  reference  to  the  extraordinary 
appearance  of  the  Attorney  General  at 
Oxford.  He  we nt  there  on  February  1 6, 
when  the  ink  on  the  Commissioners' 
Report  was  hardly  dry.  He  rushed  down 
to  make  a  speech  at  the  Strafford  Club. 
In  what  character  ?  Was  it  as  counsel 
for  the  TimeSj  to  give  the  keynote  which 
was  to  be  struck  and  publicly  sounded*  in 
relation  to  this  Commission  f  Was  it  as 
a  politician  ?  Was  it  as  Attorney  General? 
Or  were  all  these  characters  for  this 
purpos3  and  in  this  co  inaction  one  ?  1  do 
not  hesitate  •  to  say  that  if  it  was  in  the 
character  of  counsel  it  was  indecent,  and 
that  if  it  was  in  the  character  of  a 
politician  it  was  grievously  indiscreet. 
In  the  early  part  of  his  spaech  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  one  reanon 
why  he  was  anxious  to  appear  there  was 
because  the  Rsport  of  the  Commission 
afforded  so  complete  a  justification  of  the 
policy  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  tlie  Lord  Lieutenant.  In  this 
connection  thera  was  some  appropriateness 
in  his  appearing  at  the  Strafford  Club ; 
for  it  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  that  the  Bill  of  Attainder  against 
that  unfortunate  nobleman  had  as  its  prin- 
cipal charge  "the  introduction  by  him 
of  an  arbitrary  and  tyrannical  Govern- 
ment into  the  said  Kingdom  of  Ireland." 
But  when  I  read  the  report  of  the 
Attorney  GeneraVs  speech,  I  confess  I 
was  a  little  surprised,  and,  for  a  moment, 
moved.  I  found  in  the  early  part  of  it 
what  seemed  to  be  something  like  a 
generous  expression  of  sympathy  with 
Mr.  Parnell  ;  and  when  I  recollected  that 
for  many  months  the  Attorney  General 
had  been  with  great  ability  and  with 
great  pertinacity  endeavouring  to  fix 
criminal  guilt  on  Mr.  Parnell,  I  said  to  my- 
self— "  The  Attorney  General  is,  in- 
deed, a  magnanimous  man,  almost 
too  good  for  this  wicked  world."  1 
fancied  the  Attorney  General  in  the 
privacy  of  his  chamber  reading  the 
Sir  C.  JRussell 


(y.nnniissloners'  Report  with  tears  of  joy 
c  >ursing  down  his  cheeks  at  the  satisi^- 
tion  which  had  sprung  up  in  his  breast 
to  think  that  the  man  whom  he  had 
striven  so  anxiously  to  drive  from  public 
life  had  been  acquitted  of  all  those  grievous 
charges.  I  fancied  that  the  Attorney 
Geneml  in  a  "  melting  "  mood  had 

**  Dropped  tears  as  fast  as  the  Arabian  trees 
•*  Their  medicinal  gum." 

I  supix)sed  the  Attorney  General  going 
U)  Oxford  with  this  sentiment ;  but  what 
was  his  next  proceeding?  Human 
nature  is  a  strange  thing,  full  of  strange 
inconsistencies,  even  in  its  most  amiable 
examples.  Having  uttered  this  generous 
sentiment  in  reference  to  Mr.  Parnell, 
the  Attorney  General  straightway  fur- 
nishes himself  with  a  bucket  of  tar  and 
a  large  brush  and  proceeds  to  do  all  that 
hi  can  to  daub  the  characters  of  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  by  what 
he  ctilled  a  corr^'ct  description,  but  which 
I  will  show  is  ail  inaccurate  description, 
of  the  results  of  the  Report.  I  must 
now  call  attention  to  some  points  in  the 
Attorney  General's  statement.  He  did 
me  the  honour  of  n#icing  mj  speech 
before  the  Commission,  and  attributed 
to  me  five  statements.  I  will  read 
them  to  the  House  shortly.  First, 
that  I  said  there  was  absolutely  no  con- 
nection between  the  Land  League  and 
Feuianism  ;  that  not  a  farthing  of  money 
liad  ever  Ixjen  received  from  America  or 
Patrick  Ford;  that  the  Fenians  bad 
always  opposed  the  Land  League ;  and, 
most  strange  of  all,  that  the  Parnellite 
Party  had  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  boycotting;  that  l)oycotting  was 
against  their  wishes.  Tlio  Attorney 
General  said  at  the  time  that  he  spoke 
with  a  sense  of  responsibility,  and  that 
he  had  not  exaggerated  by  a  single  iota 
in  what  he  had  said.  I  must  say  the 
Attorney  General  is  discovering  a  very, 
dangerous  genius  for  inaccuracy.  There 
is  not  one  of  these  statements  attributed 
to  me  correctly  attribated  to  me.  I  will, 
however,  do  the  Attorney  General  the 
justice  to  sa}'  that  a  day  or  two  after- 
wards he  wrote  to  the  Times  oorrecting 
some  of  his  statements,  and  saying  that 
he  had  partly  been  misunderstood  and 
partly  been  mis  re  ported.  \ 

*TnE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
Wki^ster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  Tli^  next  day 
bnt  one.  \ 

i 
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♦Sib  C.  RUSSELL :  But  the  report  is 
the  same  iu  all  the  newspapers  I  liave 
seen.  Provincial,  and  London.  Let  me 
take  some,  of  these  statements  in  de- 
tail— 

** There    wis    was    no   coaaectioa   between 
the  Fenians  and  the  Land  League/' 

What  I  did  say,  and  what  my  Colleagues 
said,  was  that  between  the  Fenian  Organi- 
sation and  ,the  Land  League  as  an 
Organisation  .thers  was  no  connection. 
From  the  first  up  to  now  we  avowed, 
with  no  attempt  at  concealment  whatever 
—on  the  contrary,  wo  took  pride  in  the 
avowal — that  Mr.  Parnell,  in  inviting 
co-operation  in  the  movement  which  he 
intended  to  ba — whatever  it  became — 
open  and  constitutional,  invited  all  men 
to  join  in  that  Or^nisition  provided  only 
that  they  were  willing  to  fall  in  with  and 
lielp  its  objects,  and  he  did  not  require  a 
previous  certificate  of  character  before 
admitting  them  to  membership  in  a  time 
of  great  .distress  in  Ireland.  As  .to 
the  second  statopient — th  t  I  said  no 
money  came  from  Patrick  Ford — I  pass 
that  by,  because  the  Attorney  (General 
says  that  he  was  misre ported  in  ragard 
to  it.  We  avowed  that  a  large  sum  of 
money  <5ame  from  Patrick  Ford,  but  in 
the  sense  that  he  was  merely  the  con- 
duit-pip3  between  the  people  of  America 
and  the  Land  League — merely  the 
link  through  which  the  money  given 
by  the  Irish  .  people  in  America 
and  the  large  class  of  Americans 
who  sympathised  with  Ireland  was 
passed  over  to  the  League.  Is  it  not  too 
canting,  is  it  not  too  pharisaical,  to 
suggest  that  b3caus3  Patrick  Ford's 
paper — not  at  the  time  the  money  was 
coming  in,  but  at  another  time — had 
manifested  wild  fits  of  advocacy  of  dyna 
mite  and  other  stuff  of  that  kind,  there- 
fore Mr.  Parnell  should  refuse  at  his 
hands  the  money  subscribed  by  his 
countrymen  in  America  in  the  honest 
belief  that  they  could  do  something  in 
their  expatri9,tion  to  aid  the  struggles  of 
their  brethren  at  home  ?  "  With  regard 
to  the  third  statement  made  by  the 
Attorney  Greneraly  to  the  effect  that  I 
said  that  the  Parnellite  Party  had 
nothing  to  do  with  boycotting,  and  that 
boycotting  was  against  the  wishes  of  the 
Lemd  League,  nothing,  Mr.  Speaker, 
could  be  further  from  the  truth.  Why, 
so  far  from  denying  it,  it  was  avowed 
from  the  very  beginning  that  boycotting 
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was  advocated  by  the  League,  but  with  the 
distinction  that  it  was  denied  that  vio- 
lence and  intimidation  were  to  accom- 
pany it  as  part  of  the  machinery  of  the 
Laague. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  Hear,  hear  ! 

♦Sir  C.  RUSSELL:  Therefore,  the 
statement  attributed  to  me  is  incorrect, 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  Certainly  not. 
Sir  C.  RUSSELL:  Well,  it  seems 
obvious.  The  other  mis-statement  .of 
the  Attorney  General  with  reference  to 
me  I  will  pass  over,  because  it  may 
perhaps  be  attributable  to  the  fact  that 
the  Attorney-General  had  not  had  time 
to  read  the  Report.  He  was  in  such  a 
hurry  to  go  to  the  Stafford  Club  and 
make  thesa  new  revelations  that  he  had 
not  time  to  read  the  Report,  and  cer- 
tainly had  not  had  time  to  refresh  his 
memory  with  the  report  of  my  speech 
when  he  did  ijae  the  honour  to  quote 
from  it.  We  must  assume  that  the 
Attorney  General  meant  to  make  a  fair 
statement  of  the  results  of  the  Report, 
but  will  the  House  believe  that  through- 
out the  whole  of  his  speech  there  is  not 
a  syllable  of  reference  to  that  part  of 
the  Report  in  which  the  Commissioners 
confess  themselves  unable  to  deal  with 
those  considerations  without  which  the 
question  of  moral  blame  or  moral  cen- 
sure could  not  be  fitly  or  fairly  decided? 
In  that  speech  the  Attorney  General 
made  no  reference  whatever  to  that  state<r 
ment  of  the  Commissioners,  in  which 
thay  say  that — 

''Tbey  had  no  commission  to  consider 
whether  the  condncb  of  which  they"  (the 
respondents)  "  are  accnsed  can  be  palliated  by. 
the  circamstaooes  of  the  time  or  whether  it 
shoald  be  condoned  in  consideration  of  benefits 
alleged  to  have  resulted  from  their  actions." 

But  the  Attorney  General  made  an 
observation  I  am  sure  he  will  not  repeat 
here.  He  attributed  to  the  Judges  what 
I  think  the  Judges  should  be  at  once 
relieved  of.  He  attributed  to  them — 
Judges  of  the  land  conversant  with 
the  principles  on  which  judicial  pro- 
cedure and  judgment  should  be  based — 
that  they  designedly  used  the  words  "  not 
proved "  in  order  to  convey  the  idea 
that  although  the  accusations  were  not 
proved  they  had  a  strong  suspicion  that 
the  respondents  were  guilty.  In  Eng- 
land, at  least,  it  is  a  principle  that  a  man 
is  held  to  be  innocent  until  he  is  proved 
guilty^  and  I  say  that  when   a  charge  is 
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fonud  to  be  not  proved  against  a  man  it 
18  ecjual  to  a  verdict  i*f  nut  guilty.  I  am 
glad  trt  see  that  nne  distinguished 
HUthority,  Lord  Selborue,  has  not  fallen 
into  the  mistake  of  making  this  imputa- 
tion against  the  Judges.  Now,  I  want 
to  grapple  a  little  more  closely  with  these 
charges,  if  the  Housj  will  bear  mtb  me, 
but  8  3  vera  I  of  them  have  b  *en  dealt  with 
80  tlioroughly,  so  clearly,  and  so  ably  by 
my  right  hou.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wolv-*rhamptoa,  and  others,  that  I  will 
not  make  any  eonsidenible  demand  on 
the  patience  of  the  Housj».  1  must,  how- 
ever, call  attention  to  the  pith  and 
marrow  of  these  |)tjint«,  in  order  to 
justify  the  contention  which  I  am 
phicing  before  the  House  in  support  of 
the  Amendment,  namely,  that  in  their 
substance  and  essence  these  charges  have 
been  disproved.  In  the  first  place  I 
refer  to  the  charge  in  the  Blue  Book, 
alleging  that  the  Land  League  cluefs 

**  Bftied  tbeir  movement  upon  d  seheint*  of  iiH- 
§aMEina,iion  aud  outrage  enref  ully  calculnieil  find 
coolly  applied  ;  thut  Tuurderersi  provide  their 
fucdn,  murderera  ehnre  their  inmost  oouacila, 
murderers  have  f^ooe  forth  from  the  League 
offices  to  8et  ihnir  bloody  work  afoot«  and  have 
presently  returutid  to  consult  the  '  ConBtitu- 
tional  leaders'  on  the  advancement  of  the 
cause.* ' 

Pound  to  be  not  proven. 

"There  are  plenty  of  authentic  utterances 
filling  upon  promint^nt  ^Umbers  of  the  Home 
Rule  Party  tbe  guilt  of  direct  tacit ement  to 
outrage  and  murder,*' 

Found  to  be  not  proven.  Then  the  At- 
torney General  in  the  "  0*Donnell  v. 
Walter  **  case  said  : — 

"Thattliat  i«  a  true  comment'*  (the  pitssage 
to  which  I  have  referred)  "  and  a  true  ataUiment 
of  what  the  work  of  the  orgaois>ition  wus,  1 
shall  procesd  to  prove  before  yon  in  the  oourse 
of  my  case,'* 

Then  comes  one  of  the  most  serious 
passages, namely : — 

**  We  have  seen  how  Mr.  PamcU*a  *  Coosti- 
titutioual  organisation  *  ia  planned  by  Fenian 
brains,  founded  on  w  Fenian  loan,  and  reared 
by  Fenian  handa  ;  how  the  infernal  fabric  *  rose 
like  an  eiLhalation'  to  the  sound  of  murderouis 
oratory  ;  how  assaasios  guarded  it  about  and 
enfoTK^  the  hiji^h  decrees  of  the  secret  conclave 
within  by  the  bullet  and  the  knife.  Uf  that 
conclave  to-day  three  members  sib  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament." 

Who  are  those  three  Members?  The 
cont-ext  justifies  me  in  giving  the  names, 
Air.  Parnell,  Mr.  Dillon,  and  Mr.  Sexton, 
And  let  tbe  Honse  realise  it,  for  it  is  one 
of  the  most  extraordinary  things  tliat 
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priibtibly  ever   occurred    in    the    face 
such  charges   followed    by    .sneh    an   In- 
c|uiry»  that,  althoug^h  a  efmsidemble  nnm-* 
bjr,  if  not  all,  of  these  ineriniinati^d  meal 
went  into  the  witness    b»>x,   and    it    waaJ 
quite  within  the  power  of  the  Attorneyl 
nent'ral  to  have  called  others,  yet   it  ig| 
hardly  credible    when    I  state    the    factl 
tluit  not  one  of  tliese  men  a^inst  wboi 
these  most  odious,  these    most   tremend-J 
ous  charges    have    been    levelled,  had 
tjuestion   addressed    to   ijim    suggesting^' 
that  he  was  concerned  in   any   criminal 
act  whatever.     I  am  afraid  I  must  trouble  J 
the  House  with  a  few    more    quotations.! 
There  is  a  passage  in  the  speech    of   thej 
Attorney  General  bL'forethe  Commissionl 
in  which  he   refers  to  the   *Meaders   not 
♦loing  the  bloody  work  themselves/*  auc 
giving  as  a  reason  for  it  "  because  the^ 
had  not  the  time    to   do    it/*     There 
also  a  statement  in  which    the    Attomeji 
General  said  he  did  not  mean    to   allegoJ 
that  Mr,  Parnell  knew  the  name  of  tbe  I 
particular  individual  who  was  going    tol 
be  assaulted,  or  the    particular   landlor 
against  whom  any  outrage  may  have  been 
contemplated^    but    that   he   knew  tbal)| 
those  outrages  were  necessary,  and  wera 
parts   of    tile    system.      The    Attorne} 
General     had    also   stated    that    not   on 
one  single  occasion    w*as  a    word    of  deJ 
nunciation  of  crime  and  outrage   uttered 
by  the  respondents,   bat  will  he  pemsi 
in    that   statement    now  I      His    words 


**  During  the  whole  period  of   these  y^rsj 
there  id  not,  »j  far  aa    I   know,    one   H'llitaryl 
speech    amoogat    th^^  thouaands  delivered,    in  J 
which  any  one  of  cheae  men  deprecated  the  out* 
ragea  which  were  undoubtedly  going  on. 

Why.  hundreds  of  speeches  were  proved  J 
and  hundreds  of   articles    were   proved,! 
and    the    Commissioners    find   that  MrJ 
Davitt   and   others    of   the   respondent 
did      botid      fide      discourage      crime. 

Then  there  was  the  charge  that 

^'  Many  of  those  mrhoae  uauiea  are  inoliide4 
in  th«B6  parricalarii  kaew,  and  must  have 
knowUt  that  aumti  of  money  were  bcinif  paufj 
not  in  an  eatoeptioual  iostauce^  but  orcr  a  lop^ 
period  of  time^  to  person ■  who  w«ro  engaged  in 
oarrying  out  ihe  acta  of  violence  and  ojime^ 
to  which  I  ha?o  rcforred," 

Then  there  is  the  remarkable  passage 
ab<:iut  the  outrage-monger  going  to  the 
Land  League  office  and  getting  £20  oi 
£30  or  £40  from  Air.  Uiggar  or 
Brenaan,  or   whoever    happened    to 
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there,  and  then  going  down  into  the 
country  to  distribute  it  to  the  men  who 
were  to  commit  outrage.  Then  comes 
what  I  look  upon  as  the  gravest  of  all 
these  libels,  for  it  was  to  support  it  and 
to  weave  it  into  a  kind  of  probable 
story  that  the  forged  letters  were  con- 
trived !  I  mean  that  article  referring  to 
the  time  of  Mr.  Parneirs  being  on 
parole,  in  which  it  is  suggested  that  he 
met  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy  and  others 
of  his  Colleagues  at  Willesden,  and  that 
they  then  concerted  and  discussed,  and 
that  Mr.  Parnell  then  learned  that  the 
Phoenix  Park  tragedy  was  about  to 
occur.  Do  not  let  there  be  any  mistake 
about  that.  There  has  been  a  sliding 
scale  in  these  charges.  There  wafi  the 
naked  atrocity  of  them  as  they  appsared 
in  the  Times  ;  there  is  a  slight  softening 
down  in  the  speech  of  the  Attorney 
General  in  "(i'Donnell  v.  Walter,"  a 
still  further  softening  down  in  the  par- 
ticulars, until  we  come  to  the  speech  of 
my  astute  Friend,  the  Member  for  Bury, 
who  ii  much  too  astute  a  roan  not  to 
know  and  to  feel  <hat  the  weight  and 
gravity  of  these  charges  had  broken 
down  because  of  their  extravagance. 
He  traces  the  work  of  an  organisation 
as  the  work  of  the  Irish  nation,  and 
as  to  the  Irish  leaders,  in  that  very 
graceful  peroration  before  the  Com- 
mission he  appealed  to  the  Irish  nation 
to  wake  from  the  night-mare  which  had 
so  long  oppressed  them,  he  appealed  to 
them  to  discharge  their  unworthy 
leaders,  and  to  seek  for  others.  I  now 
deal  with  these  charges  in  what  I  call 
their  naked  atrocity.  1  refer  first  to  the 
letteri,  and  I  am  afraid  that  I  must  make 
some  demand  on  the  patience  of  the 
House,  because  the  real  story  of  the 
forgeries  has  never  been  told  in  this 
House.  I  believe  it  is  shown  that  erery 
one  of  the  grave  and  weighty  charges 
without  which  this  Commission  would 
never  have  been  granted  has  broken 
down.  I  admit  that  there  are  adverse 
findings ;  1  have  never  claimed,  and  do 
not  claim,  that  there  has  been  a  complete 
acquittal.  If  the  House  will  allow  me  I 
wiU  run  over  the  adverse  findings. 
Compare  their  character  with  the  charac- 
ter of  those  which  I  have  read  to  the 
House.  First  there  is  a  statement 
about  members  of  the  League,  Mr. 
Davitt  and  others,  joining  it  with  the 
view  of  bringing  about  the  independence 
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of  Ireland  as  a  separate  nation.  WeU, 
with  regard  to  this,  I  will  only  observe 
two  things.  In  the  first  place,  if  they 
did  so  join  it,  it  was  in  1879.  It 
has  been  repudiated — hotly  repudiated — 
by  a  man  who  is  very  slow  to  repudiate 
any  opinion  which  is  attributed  to  him — 
1  mean  Mr.  William  0*Brien,  that  this  is 
true  in  his  case.  I  do  not  know  what 
Mr.  Davitt*s  opinion  may  be  at  thia 
moment,  but  I  affirm  it  to  be  true,  as  far 
as  we  can  form  a  judgment,  that  there 
never  h:i8  l^een  a  time  in  which  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  would  not 
liave  been  contented — whatever  some 
dreamers  among  them  may  have  ima- 
gined— as  a  settlement  and  a  final  settle- 
ment (f  this  international  feud,  with 
having  conceded  to  them  the  potential 
right  of  self  government  in  matters 
which  concerned  thtraselves.  For  my 
own  part  I  have  always  said  that  as  far  as 
the  great  interests  of  England  are  con- 
cern td  the  separation  of  Ireland  is  a 
smUrll  concern  for  it,  but  for  Ireland  it 
won  d  be  a  disastrous  blow,  in  my  judg- 
ment But  I  pass  from  that  charge. 
There  is  no  one  who  reads  it  who  thinks- . 
that  it  can  properly  be  regarded  as  a 
charge  which  brings  with  it  a  moral  taint. 
I  may  perhaps  refer  to  the  ancestor  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  opposite,  the  dis- 
tinguished and  very  worthy  successor  in 
an  illustrious  line.  Would  he  bapg 
his  head  in  shame  if  he  were  reminded 
ot  the  Plunket  who  said  that  to  his 
last  gasp  he  would  resist  the  invaders  of 
his  country,  that  when  he  felt  dissolution 
approaching  he  would  take  his  sons 
to  the  altar  and  swear  them  to  undying 
hostility  to  the  invaders  of  the  liberties 
of  his  country.  Does  any  one  think  l^ss 
of  Robert  Emmett  and  Wolfe  Tone  in 
these  days  ?  The  judgment  of  history 
is  generally  a  just  judgment.  *  I  pasa 
from  that  charge  with  these  concluding 
observations :  that  when  one  looks  at 
the  sad  history  of  the  neglect  of  thia 
Imperial  Parliament,  which  took  upon 
itself  the  care  and  government  of  Ire- 
land, it  is  not  surprising  that  men  of 
ardent,  generous,  and  patriotic  minds 
should  have  begun  to  despair  of  redresa 
by  Constitutional  and  Parliamentary 
methods,  and  should  embark  in  wild  an(| 
condemuable  enterprises.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Aberdeen  well 
said  that  the  very  fact  that  years  ago, 
such  feelings  honestly  exi^ted  in  f  oinc- 
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minds  should  make  us  rejoice  that 
to-day  so  ridical  a  change  has  come 
over  the  tempar  and  tone  and  feeling 
of  the  Irish  people.  The  next  charge 
is  that  with  regard  to  the  reduction  of 
rents  and  expelling  the  English  garrison. 
What  I  have  to  observe  about  that  is 
that  the  English  garrism  seem  to  be 
quite  willing  to  capitulate.  It  seems  to 
be  merely  a  question  of  pounds,  shillings 
and  penca.  The  terras  of  capitulation 
are  now  being  discussed  between  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  the  representatives  of  the  landlord 
class,  than  whom  there  has  been  no  more 
unpatriotic  body  since  the  Act  of  Union 
was  passed — men  who  have  been  taught 
to  look  over  the  heads  of  the  Irish 
people,  taught  to  conciliate,  not  the  judg- 
ment and  good  will  of  those  among  whom 
and  by  wliom  they  live,  but  to  conciliate 
English  opinion,  and  taught  that  it  is 
right,  as  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Rossendale  entreated  them  to  do,  to 
exercise  their  rights,  not  so  as  to 
secure  justice  and  paace  among  their  own 
people,  but  so  as  not  to  offend  the  con- 
science of  the  English  people.  Now  I 
pass  from  the  English  garrison,  and  come 
next  to  the  question  of  inciting  to  crime 
and  persevering  in  a  system  of  boycott- 
ing which  they  say  was  a  system  of  in- 
timidation. The  charge  is  that  they  per- 
severed in  this,  well  knowing  the  conse- 
quences were  to  increase  crime.  I  am 
not  going  to  argue  this  elaborately.  In 
all  these. cases,.taking  the  findings  literally 
lit  their  worst,  they  are  cases  of  con- 
ttnictive  responsibility — a  responsibility 
mainly  for  the  acts  of  others.  We  see 
that  in  large  districts  where  crimes  pre- 
vailed there  was  no  boycotting,  and  in 
other  districts  where  boycotting  did  pre- 
vail there  was  no  crime.  I  would  point 
.  out  what  is  the  real  explanation  with 
regard  to  this  matter — namely,  that  crime 
lip'rang  from  the  districts  which  were 
poorest,  and  where  in  the  years  of  1879 
and  1880  the  cry  of  distress  was  most 
piteous — in  the  west  and  south-west  of 
Ireland.  But,  broadly,  what  I  want  to  say 
is  this:  may  there  not  l)e  two  honest 
opinions  upon  the  result  of  boycotting? 
I  am  talking  of  boycotting  as  focussing 
the  opinion  of  a  given  community  in  re- 
prehension and  condemnation  of  the 
action  of  any  member  of  that  community 
which  is  supposed  to  be  against  the 
general  interest.  lam  not  describing  that 
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as  the  onJy  thing  done  in  Ireland  under 
the  name  of  boycotting,  but  I  affirm  UtisX, 
apart  from  intimidation  and  violence  or 
threat  of  violence,  such  boycotting  is 
lawful.  I  am  not  contending  that  bpy- 
cotting  in  Ireland  did  not  far  exceed 
those  limits.  There  was  unquestionably 
an  amount  of  intimidation  used,  accom- 
panied by  violence.  But  in  regard  to 
that  I  have  before  used,  and  will 
again  use  on  proper  .occasions,  words 
of  the  strongest  condemnation,  but 
I  desire  to  point  out  that,  speaking 
generally,  so  far  as  Members  of  the 
Land  League  were  (joncemed,  judging 
from  their  speeches  and  writings,  theirs 
was  an  advocacy  not  of  violence,  but  of 
boycotting  simply.  There  may .  well  be 
different  opinions  as  to  the  effect  of  such 
boycotting.  You  may  say  justly  that 
boycotting  carried  on  on  a  large  scale 
causes  a  number  of  crimes,  and  is  what 
may  be  an  intolerable  tyranny  in  itself. 
Granted.  But  is  it  not  at  least. a  case 
worth  considering,  and  for  which  good 
reasons  may  be  .urged,  that,  just  in  pro- 
portion as  boycotting  is  effective  in  the 
sense  in  which  I  have  first  described  it, 
the  need — if  I  may  use  the  word  Tfith 
regard  to  crime — for  the  resort  to  crime 
and  violence  is  dispensed  with  V  Tliere- 
fore,  although  there. is  a  finding  by  this 
Commission  that  there  was  an  increase  of 
crime  in  consequence  of  boycotting,  the 
Commissioners  do  not  call  attention  to 
what  the  character  of  that  increase  was. 
Yet  it  is  demonstrable  that  the  worst 
crime — murder — occurred  less  frequently 
when  the  boycottmg  was  at  its  worst  than 
in  the  years  wht  n  there  was  no  boycotting. 
I  ask  this  question,  meeting  the  view  of 
the  Judges  fairly  in  the  face.  Assume 
that  the  Irish  Members  were  guilty  of 
persevering  in  a  system  which  did  en- 
tail those  evil  consequences,  are  they  to 
be  without  mercy  condemned  for  that  ? 
What  said  Sir  James  Macintosh,  in.  one 
of  the  best-reasoned  essays  ever  written, 
in  reply  to  Mr.  Burke,  when  he  was 
blaming  the  movers  in  the  French  Revo- 
lution for  all  the  consequences  their 
action  had  involved  ?  **  Is  it  to  be  laid 
down  as  a  principle  of  morals  "that  a  man 
or  a  body  of  men  are  not  to  seek  a  great 
public  good,  but  are  rather  to  abstain 
from  it,  merely  because  incidental  evils 
may  follow  in  its  train  ?  "  The  greatest 
revolutions  and  reforms  the  world  has 
ever  seen  never  would  have  been  carried 
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under  such,  conditions.  Bnt  the  final 
point  is  this.  Taking  the  finding  at  its 
worst,  what  is  the  amouiit  of  moral  ob- 
liquity attaching  to  the  offence  ?  And 
here  tiie  Judges  give  no  help,  for  they  say 
that  it  is  not  within  their  mandate  to  in- 
quire into  the  circumstances  of  palliation, 
if  there  are  such,  or  as  to  whether  there  is 
s,uj  condonation  to  be  found  in  view  of. the 
benefits  achieved.  I  ask  permission  now 
to  do  what  the  Report  does  not  do — 
to  remind  this  House,  which  is 
called  upon  by  its  individual  Members 
to  perform  a  judicial  act,  of  what 
the  state  of  things  then  was.  I 
have  referred  to  the  bad  years  which 
preceded  the  formation  of  the  Latid 
Leagtle  in  1879.  I  am  not  going  to 
trouble  the  House  with  many  figures,  but 
let  me  show  what  was  the  condition'  of 
things  as  compared  with  the  year  1876, 
which  was  a  high  average  of  good  years, 
'ftiking  the  potato  crop  of  1876,  its 
value  then  was  £12,464,000;  in  1877 
it  was  £5,271,000  ;  in  1878,  £7,579,000; 
and  in  187&  only  £3,341,000:  Or,  in 
other  words,  taking  that  one  crop  alone, 
of  1879  as  compared  with  1876,  therj  was 
«  loss  or  fall  of  £9,123,000,  which  is 
equal  to  nearly  three-foutths  of  the 
entire  agricultural  rents  of  Ireland.  But 
if  retake  in  the  general  crops  and  com- 
pare the  gradual  losses,  again  <Yith  the 
year  1876  as  the  datum  year,  you  will 
see  that  the  loss  was  still  greater  and 
exceeded  20  millions  sterling  in  those 
years.  That  is  a  state  of  things  which,  in 
this  country,  would  have  called  for  and 
would  have  insured  wholeisale  remissions 
of  rents.  But  the  effect  of  those  years, 
and  especially  of  the  worst  of  them, 
1879,  shows  most  in  the  year  1880 ;  and 
we  Have  the  authority  of  Dr.  Grimshaw, 
the  Registrar  General  for  Ireland,  that 
in  the  year  1880  the  death  rate  was  the 
highest  and  the  marriage  rate  was  the 
lowest  of  all  recoisded  years.  1  would  like 
to  make  in  this  connection  one  reference 
as  to  the  state  ot  distress  consequent  upon 
this  failure  of  the  potato  crop  and  the 
other  crops.  This  is  on  the  authority  of 
a  man  respected  in  this  House — the  late 
General  Gordon.  In  1880  he  wrote  to 
the  Times  this  passage — 
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'*1  have  lately  been  over  the  South -West 
of  Ireland  in  the  hope  of  discovering. how  some 
settlement  could  he  made  of  the  In.h  question, 
whidbi,  like  a  fretting  canker,  eats  away  our 
vitals  as  a  nation.    I  have  come  to  the  con- 


clusion that,  first,  a  gulf  of  antipathy  exists 
between  the  landlords  and  tenants  in  the  North- 
West,  West,  and  South- West." 

This  is  the  district  where  there  was  the 
increase  of  crime. 

"It  is  a  gulf  not  caused  alone  by  the  ques- 
tion of  rent,  lliere  is  a  complete  lack  of 
sympathy  between  the  two  classes.  It  is  the 
historian's  task  to  inquire  how  such  a  state  of 
things  came  to  pass.  I  call  attention  to  the 
letters  and  speeches  of  the  landlord  class,  as  it 
proves  how  little  sympathy  exists  among  them 
tor  the  tenantry.  I  am  sure  the  tenantry  feel 
in  the  same  way  towards  the  landlords." 

A  littlie  later  on  he  says — 

"  I  must  say  that,  from  all  accounts  and  my 
own  observation,  the  state  of  our  fellow- 
conntrymen  in  the  parts  I  have  named  is  worse 
than  that  of  any  people  in  the  world,  let  alone 
Europe.  I  believe  that  these  people  are  made 
as  wti  are  ;  that  they  are  patient  beyond  belief ; 
loyal,  but  at  the  same  time  broken-spirited  and 
desperate, '  and  living  on  the  verge  of  starva- 
tion in  placis  where  we  would  not  keep,  our 
cattle." 

Now,  in  that  condition  ,of  things  what 
lijkppens  ?  Of  ejectments  and  notices^ 
quit,  immediateJy  a  crop  rises  on  ^e 
.land.  What  happens  further  ?  The 
state  of  the  country  is  so  alarming  that 
the  Government  of  the  day  bring  in  the 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill,  of 
which  so  much  has  been  said.  I  will 
pass  it  over  lightly.  It  is  enough  to  say 
that  in  this  House  Mr.  Forster,  and  in 
the  House  of  Lords  the  Duke  of  Argyll, 
.supported  that  Bill  on  the  ground  that 
the  state  of  things  was  such  that,  in  the 
interests  of  justice  and  the  peace  of  the 
country,  the  Legislature  were,  bound 
to  interfere  to  protect  the  poor  tenant 
classes  in  Ireland.  The  House  of  Lords 
threw  out  the  Bill  by  an  enormous 
majority.  I  have  been  told  that  on  that 
occasion  the  halt  and  the  blind  were 
seen,  who  had  not  been  seen  in  the 
gilded  Chamber  for  years  before.  Now, 
1  ask  the  House,  in  the  sense  of  justice, 
were  the  leaders  of  the.  Irish  people  to 
be  expected  to  fold  their  arms?  The 
Gk)vernment  of ,  the  day  and  the  House 
of  Commons  had  said — 

**  We  recognise  your  position,  and  that  you 
need  protection ;  but  the  House  of  Lords  has 
said  that  you  shall  not  have  it." 

I  say  that  if  there  ever  were  a  justifica- 
tion for  a  combination  of  resistance  to 
the  landlords'  assertion  under  such 
circumstances  of  the  extreme  rights  of 
property,  it  was  in  1879,  1880,  and  1881. 
The  Duchess  of  Marlborough  and  other 
G  2 
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charitable  persons  a  tar  ted  relief  '.'unds, 
to  which  the  landlords,  as  the  tvid-^noe 
showed,  were  but  rare  contributors. 
Ireland  had  again  to  appear  bttfore  the 
world  in  the  character  of  a  m*ndic4int, 
atid  had  to  ask  for  and  receive  awsistance 
wherever  it  could  be  obtninedi.  It  wa-s 
at  that  time,  and  in  a  large  measure  for  that 
purpo8^^,  tliat  large  sums  were  snt^serlbed 
by  the  Irish  people  and  collected  tluongh 
the  instrumentality  of  Patrick  Ford. 
The  theory  seems  to  be  that  all  t't's  crime 
sprang  up  as  the  work  of  n^'-itntors,  just 
as  we  are  told  that  everything  distressful 
in  Ireland  giving  the  Govemment  trouble 
is  the  work  of  agitators.  That  li*  absurd. 
It  is  not  tnie,  Ls  it  your  ex;)enence? 
Is  it  ever  passible,  unless  there  are  gn*ve 
a»d  deep-seated  causes,  to  runs*  the 
feelings  of  the  people,  uulefis  there  are 
persons  who  are  couscic»u8  of  suffering 
and  anxious  to  make  some  att 'ui^it  u^ 
eSLVipe  from  it  I  Jt  is  not  too  much  to 
say,  as  was  said  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dumfries  the 
other  night*,  that  if  the  comlni nation  that. 
was  then  set  ou  foot,  and  for  years  carried 
on,  was  a  criminal  conspiracy,  it  wils  a 
criminal  conspiracy  which  embraced  the 
great  miijority  of  the  Irish  people  and 
the  enormous  majority  of  their  bishops 
and  priests.  But  the  Attorney  Genon^l's 
tlieory  was  that  Ireland  had  been  a 
terrestrial  paradise  before  the  appeartmee 
of  the  I^nd  League,  where  landlord  and 
tenant  lived  in  amity,  the  landloni 
looking  on  the  tenant  with  patriarchal 
regard,  and  the  tenant  looking  up  to  the 
landlord  with  eyes  of  gratitude  for  the 
protection  afforded.  There  never  was 
8uch  a  travesty  of  the  true  historical 
picture.  This  land  question  has  been  at 
the  root  of  Irish  disturbance  for  many 
years,  and  to  the  gross  neglect  of  Parlia- 
ment to  deal  with  the  land  question  is 
largely  to  be  attributed  the  troubles  that 
followed,  I  will  not  go  over  the  history 
of  that  question.  It  is  a  history  of 
shameful  neglect.  Lord  Clare  100  years 
ago  said^ 

**  I  know  the  hapless  cODdilion  of  the  Irish 
tenants,  jfroimd  dowa  by  the  remoTsekss 
tyramiy  of  landlords.'* 

Forty  seven  year,s  ago  you  had  aiDcvi^n 
CommiBsion,  whieli  told  you  tlint  this 
question  was  urgent,  and  you  did  nothing. 
It  was  not  till  1870  that  anything  was 
done.  Yes,  something  wius  done  the 
other  way.  You  had  the  retrogressive 
iS'iV  C  Rus9tU 


Act  of  1S60,  which  displays  the  grrss 
ignorance  on  the  part  of  this  House 
this  Parliament  as  to  the  true  relatio 
lie  t  ween  1  find  lord  and  tenant  in  Ire  la 
And  \^h:t  was  done  in  1870  in  \\ 
House,  innjei-fectly  done,  was  mari 
nnd  maimed  in  the  House  of  Lcii 
But  since  then  you  have  the 
of  1881,  followed  by  the  Arrears 
of  I88li,  followed  by  the  A.sh bourne  . 
of  1885,  followed  hy  the  Act  passed 
the  present  Govemment  in  1887  ;  and 
a«k.  Is  there  anyone  in  this  Hoi! 
who  will  say  that  fhese  measures 
their  fulness  and  jJenitude  would  hn 
been  paj^Hcd  but  for  the  ogitati^ 
that  was  going  on  in  Ireland?  SoK 
of  the  blame  lies  at  the  door  of 
Party  oppt^site.  I  do  not  say  all  of  it 
I  wish  to  be  impartial,  and  I  think  tj 
much  of  the  blame  lies  at  the  door  of  1 
hibenil  Party,  but  then  they  had 
enormous  force  to  overcome  in  the  opp 
tion  of  the  House  of  Lords.  I  think  tfl 
right  hon*  Gentleman  the  Member 
West  Birmingham  has  himself 
publiijly — I  refer  to  this  for  no  invidioiTH 
purpiee—  that  the  Land  Leiigne,  in  \\^ 
earlier  operations,  usefully  assisted 
Govt  rn men t  to  carry  through  their  lii 
Legit^lation.  [Mr.  Chambeklain  :  Hed 
hear  !]  Is  not  that  a  confession  that  yi 
needed  the  force  of  the  agitiition  whi 
the  Judges,  in  some  of  its  excresoeno 
have  condemned,  and  I  think  rigbll 
condemned — that  you  needed  that  foB 
to  overcome  the  vis  inertice  in  this  Hon 
and  the  more  open  opposition  of 
House  of  Lords  1  I  stiy  that  some  of  th« 
blame  lies  at  the  door  of  the  Partv 
oppisite.  I  see  the  new  Minister  f«ti' 
Agriculture  (Mr.  Chaplin)  in  his  pl| 
**with  all  his  blushing  honours  th| 
upon  him,"  If  he  were  to  get  up 
and  tell  us  what  he  honestly  feels,  I 
not  the  least  doubt  that  he  would  ] 
one  of  those  speeches  which  he  made^ 
the  Parliament  of  1880  when  the  Land 
Bill  was  under  discussion,  and  tell  us 
that  the  Act  was  nothing  but  an  Act  of 
spoliation  and  nibbery.  Why,  even  tin? 
President  of  the  Board  of  Tmde  (Sir  M. 
Hicks  Beach),  who  is  net  in  the  habit — 
altliough  s<jme  of  his  Colleagues  noiiy  be — 
of  sijeaking  very  recklessly  —  even 
only  two  years  ago  epitomised  the  poll 
of  the  Lilx^rtil  Party  with  referencol 
Ireland  as  being  spoliation  and  rabt€r_ 
the  landlonh  on  the  one  hand,  and  of  \ 
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Ciiurch  on  the  other.    1  should  not  be 
surprised  if  there  should    be  found  on 
those  Benches  some  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
would  even  now  describe  that  legislation 
in   that  way.     Now,  I   must  not  dwell 
longer  on  that,  although  there  are  many 
topics  to  which  I  should  like  to  draw  fche 
attention  of  the  House ;  but  I  desire  to 
come,  if  I  am  not  taxing  tha  patience  of 
the  House  too  much,  t^  that  story  which 
has  not  yet  baen  told  in  this  House — the 
«tory  of  the  forgad  letters.     I  very  much 
doubt  if  snch  a  story  has'ever  been  told 
before  a  Legislative  Chamber.     In  1885 
Mr.  Pigott  communicates  to  Mr.  Houston 
material    for   a    pamphlet    called    Par- 
neUisM  Unmasked,  and  is    paid  a    sum 
of  money  for  his  services.     In  December 
of    the    same    year  this   Mr.    Houston, 
Secretary   to    the    Loyal    and    Patriotic 
Union,    applies    to    Mr.    Pigott,    whose 
name      as     a     lit3r.uy     man,     or     as 
one   connect  3d  with  newspapers,   would 
have     stunk     in    the    nostrils    of    any 
Dublin   ctizan — Mr.    Houston,    himself 
a    Dublin    man,    in    Dacamber,    1885, 
asked  Mr.  Pigott  whether  he  would  like 
to  have  a  guinea  a  day  and  expenses  for 
getting  any  documentary  evidence  which 
would  incriminate  the  Parnellites.     Mr. 
Pigott,  poor,  impecunious,  gladly  accepts 
the  mission  ;  and  when  I  have  to  refer  to 
that    wretched     mai    who     met     that 
tragic  fata  in  Madrid,  I  must  say  that 
the  distinction  between  the  guilt  of  the 
tempter  and  the  guilt  of  the  tempted  is 
not  80  very  great.     Mr.  Houston  goes  to 
this  man,  who  is  in  a  condition  of  abject 
•  want,  and  puti   this   temptation  before 
him,  "  Will   you  go  forth,  and  can  you 
produoj   something   to   incriminate   the 
Parnellites  ?     If  you  can  you  will  be  well 
paid."     Mr.  Pigott  accepts  the  employ- 
ment, and  goes  to  Lat^anne  and  other  plea- 
sant places,  and  he  returns  to  inform  Mr. 
Houston — who,  by-the-way,  has  recently 
been  thanked  for  his  valuable  services 
by  the  Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union — that 
he  has  heard  that  there  is  a  black  bag 
somewhere  in  Paris,  in  a  street,  thi  name 
of  which  he  does  not  know,  left  by  a  man 
whose  nam3  he  does  not  know,  but  which 
contains  incriminating  documents.     But 
Mr.  Pigott  says  that  the  bag  cannot  be 
opened  until  authority  has  been  received 
from  Amarica,  and  he  goes  to  America, 
and  there  receives  the  necessary  autho- 
rity from  a  man  who,  by  an  odd  coinci- 
deiicj,  happens  to  have  died   by  the  time 


that  Mr.  Pigott  is  called  upon  to  give 
evidence.    It  is  in  March,  1886,  that  he 
says  he  has  got  the  first  batch  of  letters, 
including  the/cu;  simile  letter.     It  is  a 
mistake  to  suppose,  as  some  people  have 
done,  that  the  only  important  letter  of 
tals   collection  is  the  Jac  simile  letter. 
Every   one   of   these   letters  is  serious, 
because  they  are  all  framed  to  fit  in  with 
the  preconceived  theory  of  complicity  in 
the  Phcenix  Park  murders.     What  is  the 
meaning      of    the     letter  —  **  I      have 
sent  *  M '  £200  "  (meaning  Mullett)  ;  and 
another,    **  I   will  see    *  B  '  "   (meaning 
Brady).     But  to  go  on  with  the  story. 
Finally  those  letters  are  offered  to  Mr. 
Buckle,  who  says,  *'  No."     Subsequently, 
however,  Mr.  Buckle  is  again  seen  by 
Mr.  Houston,  who  is  referred  by  him  to 
the  late  Mr.  MacDonald,  who  says  that  if 
the  documents  are  forthcoming,  and  if 
they  are — to  use  Mr.  MacDonald's  phrase 
— "of  legal  value,*'  the  7'i7ii6«  will  take 
them.      Tften   we   have   a  most  extra- 
ordinary occurrence.     A  late  Fellow  of 
Trinity  College,   Dublin,   Mr.   Maguire, 
goes   to   Paris   in    company    with    Mr. 
Ho^ston  and  ^ees  Pigott.      Mr.  Pigott 
comes   to  his   hotel    and    says,    "  Here 
are  tae  letters,"  as  if  they  were  offered 
on     sale     or     return,      and      then     he 
says,  "  A  man  is  below  stairs  waiting." 
The  cost  of  the  letters  and  his  expenses 
amount  to  £1,780.      But  Mr.  Houston 
and  Professor  Maguire   apparently   are 
cautious.     They  will  not  even  look  out 
of   the  window  to  see  whether  anyone 
really  is  waiting  below.    Mr.  Pigott  tells 
them  that  he  has  been  taken  to  a  res- 
taurant   in    the    Rue    Castiglione,    the 
name  of  which  restaurant  he  does  not 
know,  and  there  swore,  in  the  presence 
of  men  he  did  not  know,  that  he  would 
never  reveal  the  fact  that  he  had  s^en 
them,  or  that  he  had  got  the  letters  from 
them.     As  to  two  other  batches  of  letters, 
the   story   is  much  the  same.      I  want 
to  call  attention  to  this,  for/ 1  am  now 
answering  the   speeches  of  some   right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  including  the 
new  Minister  for  Agriculture,  who  had 
the   boldness  to  say  at  Cambridge  that 
whilst   he   attributed   some    amount    of 
carelessness  to  the   Timss,  that  journal 
deserved  well  of  its  country.     Who  was 
behind  Mr.  Houston  in  this  matter  ?    A 
clerk  with  a  salary  of  £200  or  £300  a 
year  does   not  risk  so  large  a  sum  as 
£1,780  without  sscurity.    Who  were  the 
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people  behind  him,  and  what  were  the 
statements  on  the  faith  of  which  they 
advanced  the  money  which  enabled  him 
to  send  to  America  and  offer  bribes  to 
the  forger  ?  That  chapter  of  the  stxjry  has 
not  yet  been  fnlly  written ;  the  incidents 
have  not  yet  been  fully  disclosed.  I  want 
to  caH  attention  to  this — in  June,  1887, 
the  fiEW5t  that  Mr.  Pigott  was  the  man 
from  whom  the  lettars  came  was,  ac- 
cording to  Houston,  disclosed  to  Mr. 
MacDonald.  He  fixed  the  time  him- 
self, I  balieve,  as  March,  1887,  and  I 
care  not  whether  it  was  March  or  June. 
The  disclosure  was  made  to  Mr.  Mac 
Donald  by  Mr.  Houston  ;  but  no  inquiry 
is  made  as  to  who  Pigott  is.  Mr.  Houston, 
of  course,  knew  all  about  him,  and  could 
have  enlightened  Mr.  MacDonald ;  but 
Mr.  MacDonald  studiously  abstained  from 
putting  any  questions.  Without  asking 
for  particulars,  the  Times  paid  £2,530 
for  the  three  batches  of  letters,  everyone 
of  which  has  besn  pronounced  to  be  a 
forgery.  This  the  Times  did  without 
making  any  inquiry  as  to  the  character 
of  the  man  from  whom  in  March  or  June, 
1887,  it  was  known  that  the  letters  had 
come.  Now  I  approach  a  very  extra- 
ordinary part  of  this  case — the  action  of 
**0'Donnell  i'.  Walter.'*  At  this  time 
the  solicitor  for  the  Tim^s,  Mr.  Soames, 
hears  that  the  letters  came  from  Pigott. 
I  am  not  able  to  say  whether  the  Attor- 
ney General  also  learned  at  that  time 
the  fact  that  the  letters  came  from  Pigott. 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  have  stated 
the  period — the  November  following. 

♦Sir  C.  RUSSELL :  At  any  rate,  the 
fact  was  known  to  the  solicitor  at  that 
time — July,  1888 — and  up  to  that  time 
all  that  ha'i  baen  done  by  the  Times  was 
to  take  the  opinion  of  an  expert — Mr. 
Inglis — as  to  whether  the  curves  of  th^ 
"y's"  and  the  loops  of  the  "  I's"  and  the 
dots  of  the  "  i's  "  in  the  fabricated  letters 
corresponded  with  Mr.  ParneU's  hand- 
writing. The  fac  simile  letter  had  ap- 
peared on  the  18th  of  April,  1887. 
Now,  what  comes  next?  Houston  and 
Pigott  had  both  been  subpoenaed  as 
witnesses  on  the  pirt  of  the  respondents. 
Pigott  is  not  subpoenaed  by  the  Times, 
Nay,  when  the  Commission  opens,  the 
Attorney  General,  acting  upon  what  was 
put  before  him,  said — 

**  I  have  the  authority  of  Mr.   Houston  for 
sa^^ittg' thit  hi>  wms  the  ha«»ci'thwt  convoTwd 
th§  IttMrft  tii  »>«eT////<?s^;  But  I  am  not  yet  able 
Sir  C  Bussell 


to  say  whether  I  oan  pat  before  the  CommiB- 
sion  the  name  of  the  person  who  brought  theu 
to  Houston." 

I  would  remind  the  House  of  a  further 
extraordinary  circumst  *nce^that  in  the 
"O'Donnell  v.  Walter"  transaction  the- 
Attorney  General  made  a  speech  which 
is  a  complete  justification  for  those  who 
have  hitherto  thought  that  Mr.  Pamell 
was  wrong  and  unwise  in  not  earlier 
rushing  into  a  Court  of  Law,  because  on 
that  occasion  the  Attorney  General,  witb 
great  power  addressing  the  jury,  said — 

"  Let  it  cost  the  Times  what  it  will,  the 
Times  will  not  di«clo»e  from  whom  thesci- 
letters  came." 

The  Attorney  General  said — 

''The  days  of  dynamite  and  anaisination 
are  not  yet  over,  and  those  who  are  sitting: 
behind  my  learned  friend  " 

pointing  with  great  impressiyeness, 

"  know  that  the  days  of  dynamite  and  assas^ 
siuatioQ  are  not  yec  over." 

I  have  not  ended  this  ugly,  this  repul- 
sive, this  ilnparalleled  story.  What 
happens?  Houston  is  subpoenaed,  andf 
the  man  to  whoin  the  Loyal  and  Patriotic- 
Union  are  returning  thanks  for  the  valu- 
able services  he  has  rendered,  when  he- 
is  subpoenaed  to  give  evidence  in  that 
Commission,  destroys  every  scrap  of 
paper  or  letter  which  had  any  bear- 
ing upon  any  point  in  connectioh  with  the 
forgeries,  or  his  knowledge  how  those 
forireries  were  contrived.  I  have  felt 
it  necessary  to  dwell  upon  this  part  of 
the  story  (I  am  not  complaining  of  it 
as  regards  the  Judges),  but  because- 
the  Report  is  absolutely  silent  about  it, 
and  passes  it  over  with  a  simple  state* 
ment  that  the  /ac  simile  letter  and  the 
other  letters  in  the  appendix  are  for- 
geries. Well,  these  papers  were  de- 
stroyed ;  but  we  finally  got  the  forgeries, 
before  the  Commission.  As  the  Attoimey.  . 
General  knows,  I  and  my,  CdHeagnes  ^ 
urged  with  pertinacity  that  the  Attorney* , 
General  should  come  to  the  point— that 
he  should  stop  the  recital  of  that  dread- 
ful catalogue  of  crimes  ranging  over  10 
years  which  had  taken  place  in  Ireland,, 
and  come  to  the  pith  of  the  case.  But, 
no ;  months  pass,  and  it  is  not  inntil  "Feb- 
ruary, 1889,  that  at  last  the  letter^  are 
approached.  On  the  20th  of  October, 
1888,  Pigott  writes  to  Houston,  demand- 
ing £5,000  for  his  evidence.  In  the 
same  month— on  the  24<ili»  et  35tli^— he 
has  an  int jl^ieW  at  wUioh'-iirt^  pWesenf,. 
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amongst  others;    Mr.    Lewis  and    Mr. 
Pamell.     He,  in  fact,  makes  a  confes- 
sion ;  and  on  November  6  the  fact  of  this 
interview,   and    possibly   the    suspicion 
that  Pigott  had  made  a  confession,  came 
tcf  the  ears  of  Mr.  Soames,  Pigott  makes 
a  sworn  statement  as  to  the  genuineness 
of  the  letters,  and  on  November  11 — I 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this, 
for  it  is  of  special  interest  to  me — Pigott 
writes   to  Houston   a  letter,  a  copy  of 
which   is   sent  to  Mr.  Soames,  that  he 
(Pigott)  is  impressed  with  the  absolute 
certainty    that    his     evidence    will    be 
neutralised  on  cross-examination.     I  say 
this  is  of  especial  interest  to  me,  because 
that  is  the  letter  which  in  a  moment  of 
hallucination,  I  mean  no  more — of  strange 
hslllucination,     it     seems    to     me — the 
Attorney  General  was  under  the  impres- 
sion he  had  handed  to  me.     I  had,  from 
motives  which  ssem  to  have  been  mis- 
understood,   not    only    abstained    fri)m 
taking  part   in   th3    debate   upon    this 
matter,  but  the  Division  consequent  upon 
it.    'I  was  not  even  near  the  House.     I 
was  spending  the  evening  in  an  entirely 
different  and  more  pleasant  place.     In 
my  absence  the  Attorney  General  made 
an  extraordinary   statement    which   he 
said  he  would  prove  with  "  chapter  and 
verse;"  a  form  of  expression  very  usual 
with  the  Attorney  General,  namely,  that 
he,  80  far  from  putting  Pigott  into  the 
box  without  telling  us  of  the  existence 
of  the  letter,  had  actually  handed  to  me 
in  Court  that  very  letter.     I  was  obliged 
to   come   down   a   day  or    two  after — 
and  if  there  are  any  gentlemen  now  here 
who  were  here  then,  they  will  remember 
that  I  demonstrated  that  I  had  not  re- 
ceived the  letter  which  I  showed  I  had 
asked  for  day  after  day  and  did  not  get 
utitil   a  much  later  period.      However, 
I   do' not  want   to   revive  ancient   sores 
in  this    matter.      I    still    pressed     the 
Attorney  General  to  come  to  the  question 
of  the  letters.     At  last  he  makes  up  his 
mind  to  come  to  them,  and  what  hap- 
pens ?    I  do  not  think  we  have  yet  had 
any   adequate  explanation.     Before  put- 
ting Pigott  into  the  box,  they  proceeded 
to  call  a  respectable  man .  called  an  ex- 
pert, Inglis  by  name,  to  prove  that  those 
letters  were  genuine  in  order  to  lay  some 
a  priori  foundation  upon  which  to  sup- 
port the  evidence  which  at  that  time  the 
Attorney  General  knew  Pigott  had  him- 
self declared  to  be  evidence  which  would 


not  stand  the  test  of  cross-ei^iiiiiiation. 
And    it    was    only  after    some    strong 
remonstrances,  backed  up  by  the  expres- 
sion    of    opinion  by    the    Judges,    that 
at  last  we  had  Pigott  in  the  box,  with 
the  result  which  the  House  knows.     I 
do  not  intend  to  pursue  this  story  fur- 
ther.    I  am  urging  all  this  in  answer  to  . 
the  arguments  which  such  politicians  as  . 
the  new  Minister  put  forward,  that  the  . 
Times  deserves  well  of  the  country. 

Mr.    CHAPLIN    (Lincolnshire,   Slea- 
ford)  :    That  is  not  what  I  said.     With 
the  permission  of  the  House  I  will  state  . 
the  effect  of  what  I  said.     While  1  con- 
demned   with  the   utmost  severity  the 
conduct  of  the  Times  with  regard  to  the  . 
letters,  I  said  that  for  bringing  home  to 
the  minds  of  the  public  and  for  proving  . 
what  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
called  a  "  foul  conspiracy,'*  they  deserved  i 
the  thanks  of  the  country. 

*SiB  C.  RUSSELL  :  Wei',  I  am  urging 
these  considerations  in  support  of  the 
Amendment,  and  showing  how,  in  face 
of  this  grave  wrong  committed  in  these 
circumstances  of  the  grossest  negligence, . 
persisted  in  after  denial  by  the  hon... 
Member  for  Cork,  repeated  by. the  dis- 
semination of  Pamellism  and  Crime 
and  they*ao  simile  letter  at  the  bookstalls 
in  the  railway  stations,  broadcast  in  their 
tens  of  thousands,  no  apology,  hardly  the 
pretence  of  an  apology,  was  offered. 
There  was  a  request,  forsooth,  by  the 
Attorney  General  that  he  might  bo  al- 
lowed to  withdraw  the  letters  from  the 
consideration  of  the  Commission.  But  , 
what  makes  this  matter  much  worse  to 
my  mind  as  regards  the  conduct  of  the 
Times  is  —  this  withdrawal  or  quasi 
apology  having  taken  place  in  the  month 
of  February — that  we  find  as  late  as  the 
month  of  October,  1889,  there  are  tele- 
grams going  to  and  coming  from  Anierica 
for  the  purpose  of  obta.ining  supplies  of 
incriminating  documei^ts  in  place  of  the 
forgeries  which  they  were  obliged  to 
withdraw.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
made  a  very  serious  demand  upon  the 
attention  and  patience  of  the  House.  I 
feel  that  I  have  imperfectly  dealt  with 
many  parts  of  this  great  case  —  for 
great  it  is  from  a  national  point 
of  view.  You,  the  Conservative  Party, 
the  gentlemanly  party  as  you  think 
yourselves — [cries  of  '*  Oh  !  Oh  !  "] — the 
Constitutional  Party,  you-  entered  upon 
this     enterprise     of     appointfrog'     thds 
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Commisaionr— I  know  you  are  sorry  for 
it   now — upon    the    assurances    of    the 
Attorney  General  that  he  would  prove 
the  case  up  t )  the  hilt.     You  believed 
that  you  might  make    capital  out  of  it.  ! 
Yes ;    I   think   the  bye-elections  which 
have  since  happened  are  changing  your 
view   in    that   direction.      I   think  the 
niesiage  from  St.  Pancras  is  the  latest  com- 
mentary on  this  subject.     The  sense  of 
justice   in   tlie    English  people  is  their 
, great  and  abiding  characteristic.    They 
i&ay    be    s  )me  times    carried    away   by 
prejudice  and  by  gusts  oi  passion,  but  , 
*«their  judgment  is  ultimately  sound  and 
just.    Bat  your  object  in  this  debate  is  t »  | 
-discredit  Mr.  Parnell  and  his  Cilleagues 
in  this  Houpe.     This  is  to  me  one  of  the 
niost  painful  incidents  of  this  debate — 
Kthat  whenever  from  those  Benches  there 
has  bjen  a  generous  statament,  or  som  - 
•thing   approaching   to  it,  utterjd    with 
ifefjrjnce   to    Irish   matters,   there   has 
b^cn      a      dead      silence.      And    when 
charges      have     been     flung    at    their 
heads,  and  the  worst  and  a  wrong  con- 
struction placed  on  the  findings  again.^t 
them,  you  have  thought  it   becoming  to 
cheer  to  the  echo.     You  are  pursuing  a 
very  blind  course.     You  are   seeking  to 
Kirivj   from   public   life    and    from    the 
leadership  of  an  important  Party  a  man 
who  can    point  to   great    achievements 
•  >done,  not  for  Ireland  alone,  but  for  the  I 
whole    Empire,    for    the    weakness     of  i 
Ireland      is      the      weakness     of     the 
Empire,     and     the     improvjment      of 
Ireland  is  added  strength  to  the  Empire. 
He    can    point   to   great   achievements 
accomplished  in  10  years— to  more  than 
Jhas  been  accomplished  in  the  80  years 
preceding.     He  has  been  helped  in  tliis 
by  the  growing  spirit  of  intelligence  and 
sympathy   in  the  minds  of  l.he  P^nglish 
people,  inspired  and  fostered  by  a  states- 
man of    genius    who   leads  this  Party. 
But,  if  you  were  only  wis 3    enough  to 
see  it,  he  has  done  more  than  that.     He 
lias  shifted  the  fulcrum  of  Irish  ])olitics 
to  the  floor  of  this    House.      He    has 
drawn  away  from  Secret  Associations  the 
great  popular  forces,  and  turned  them 
into    Constitutional   action   which   may 
liave  had  its  attendant  evils,  which  may 
have  had  its  blots,  but  whicli,  in  s^iite  of 
your   policy,    has  njade   Fenianism    and 
Secret  Societies  cease  to   be   a  political 
factor  in  Ireland  to-day.     Above  all,   he 
has  taught  the  Irish  peop-e  to  have  faith 
Sir  C.  Russell 


in  Parliament,  in  its  sense  of  justice,  to 
look  to  Parliament  for  methods  of  re- 
form. You  are  not  pursuing  a  states- 
manlike course.  Had  Mr.  Pamell 
stood  by  his  class,  actuated  by  the  selfish 
interests  of  his  class — had  he  forgotten 
that  he  was  an  Irishman — had  he  forgot- 
ten his  duty  as  an  Irish  Representative — 
had  he  stood,  as  Grattan  phrased  it, 
**  and  offered  himself  in  the  market  of  St. 
Stephen's  *' — had  he  refused  to  listen  to 
the  cry  of  calamity  in  his  country — a  ciy 
too  often  misinterpreted  as  a  cry  of  sedi- 
tion and  treason — had  he  done  these 
things,  he  would,  no  doubt,  to-day  be  re- 
garded by  you  as  a  decorous  Member  of 
this  House.  But  the  man  who  has 
achieved  what  I  have  said  yon  seek  to  dis- 
honour. Are  there  no  men  amongst 
you  magnanimous  enough,  statesmen 
enough,  to  try  and  lift  this  question 
above  its  personal  character?  Do  yon 
not  dee  that  behind  Mr.  Pamell  stands  a 
nation  and  a  nation's  hopes?  Do  yon 
not  see  that  if  you  wound  him  yon 
wound  and  insult  them  t  Do  yon 
not  sed  that  by  that  course  yon  are 
not  healing,  but  embittering  an  Interna- 
tional quarrel  which  every  good  man 
who  has  the  interest  of  the  State  at  heart 
should  wish  to  see  ended  for  ever  ?  Ah  ! 
you  will,  by  your  Party  vote,  carry  this 
Motion.  But  if  you  gain  this  victory,  it 
w  ill  be,  at  best,  a  Pyrrhic  victory ;  and 
in  achieving  it,  you  will  have  displayed 
the  qualities  neither  of  statesmen  nor 
patriots. 

•(7.5.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  wish 
that  I  could  hope  that  the  House  was 
I  about  to  hear  from  me  a  speech  one- 
tenth  as  eloquent  as  that  which  has  just 
sbiri'ed  the  feelings  of  the  House.  The 
House  has  listened  to  a  speech  delivered 
by  one  of  whom  I  have  said  outside  this 
House  that  he  is,  perhaps,  the  greatest 
Advocate  that  the  Bar  of  England 
possesses  at  the  present  day — and  I  am 
sure  tliat  will  not  be  taken  as  an  empty 
tribute  paid  across  the  floor  of  the  House. 
He  is  aware  of  what  my  opinion  of  his 
previous  s  )eeches  has  been.  I  fear  that 
I  must  trespass  on  the  attention  of  the 
House  at  considerable  length,  and 
though  I  am  aware  that  many  Members 
who  listened  to  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friends  magnificent  speech  have  left  the 
House  since  he  sat  down,  still  there  are 
present  a  considerable  number  of  Mem- 
be  js   who,   I  think,  would  wish   that  I 
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should  deal  fully  with  the  charges  that 
have  been  made  against  me.  I  think  I 
have  received  but  scant  justice  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt),  but,  whatever 
his  view  may  be  of  my  personal 
character,  I  think  he  would  wish  that  I 
should  be  fairly  heard  in  this  matter. 
Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Hear,  hear. 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTEli ;  Four  of  the  Advo- 
cates closely  connected  with  this  case 
have  already  spoken,  namely,  the  hon. 
Jiiembar  for  South  Hackney  (Sir  C. 
Russell)  ;  the  hon.  Member  for  York 
(Mr.  Lockwood) ;  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dumfries  (Mr.  R.  T.  R3id)  ;  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Harbour  Division 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.  Harrington) ;  and  I 
presume  that  at  some  time  the  hon. 
Member  for  Fife  (Mr.  Asquith)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor)  will  address  the  House  on 
this  Motion.  Still,  I  hope  I  may  assume 
that  the  worst  accusations  that  can  be 
made  against  me  have  been  made,  and 
that  I  am  not  to  be  asked  to  meet 
other  and  worse  charges  when  I  have 
closed  my  speech.  There  has  been 
added  to  my  burden  this  evening  the 
task  of  dealing  with  the  attack  made  on 
me  in  respect  of  my  Oxford  speech,  an 
attack  which  is  a  re-echo  of  the  still 
fiercer  one  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  thinks  it  his  especial  province 
to  direct  the  attantion  of  the  nation  to 
my  wickedness.  I  think  it  would  be 
b3st  that  I  should  at  once  and  for  ever 
dispose  of  the  arguments  which  have 
been  addressed  to  the  House  as  to  the 
iniquities  and  enormities  I  was  guilty  of 
when  I  went  to  Oxford.  I  think  the 
attJMsk  would  hav3  baen  more  serious  and 
graceful — if  I  may  use  the  word — if  it 
had  not  been  accompanied  by  the  some- 
what sneering  observations  that  mora 
than  once  disfigured  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  WJiy  he 
should  speak  of  canting  and  pharisaical 

observations 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  did  not  apply 
that  remark  to  you.  It  was  a  different 
portion  of  my  speech  altogether. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  siys  that  he  did  not 
mean  to  apply  it  to  me  I  at  once  accept  his 
assurance  ;  there  are  far  more  important 
matters  to  d.scuss ;  but  I  must  say  with 
reference  to  my  Oxford  speech  that,  un- 
fortunat3ly,  I  cainot  agi'ee  that  I  trans- 


gressed in  one  single  bit,  either  from  a 
proper  discharge  of  my  duty  or  from 
a  proper  recognition  of  my  position. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  sug- 
gested that  I  rushed  down  to  Oxford^ 
and  made  it  an  opportunity  for 
delivering  a  speech  that  I  should  not 
otherwise  have  made.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  it  is  known  to  some  Members  of  the 
Hon  S3  that  I  was  announced  to  speak  at 
Oxford  something  like  six  weeks  before. 
The  point  of  the  observation  is  the  sugges- 
tion that  I  had  no  right  to  speak  about 
the  Commission  at  all,  and  should  have 
abstained  altogether  from  any  criticism  or 
observation  with  regard  to  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
shakes  his  head,  but  he  must  have  forgot- 
ten the  language  he  used  respecting  me 
at  Bath.  The  position  was  this :  The  Fall 
Mali  Gazettes  and  the  Daily  News  had,  on 
Friday  and  Saturday,  in  the  most  dis- 
tinct and  positive  manner,  asserted  that 
the  Report  was  an  absolute  and  complete 
acquittal  of  the  Irish  Members  on  every 
charge.  There  was  no  qualification ;  the 
Judges  were  lauded  to  the  skies,  and 
were  said  to  have  given  a  complete 
verdict  of  acquittal.  The  right  hoii. 
Member  for  Derby  has  gone  the  length  of 
saying  that  Parnellism  and  Crime  was 
of  no  importance  until  Her  Majesty's 
Attorney  General  took  up  the  matter  in 
the  caaa  of  "  O'DonneU  v,  Waltei*," 
vouched  for  these  forgeries,  and  pledgied 
his  reputation  to  prove  them.  My  hoii. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  fot 
South  Hackney  said  that  I  had  assured 
the  Conservative  Party  that  I  would 
prove  my  case  up  to  the  hilt.  1 
am  in  the  hearing  of  those  who  hav6 
watched  my  utterances  pretty  closely 
during  the  past  three  years,  and  I  assert 
that  I  never  have  at  any  time  used  the 
expression  of  pledging  my  reputation,  or, 
in  fact,  have  pledged  my  reputation  as  to 
he  truth  or  falseness  of  the  charges  in 
Parnellism  and  Crime,  I  have,  in  factj 
never  expressed  my  own  opinion  directly 
or  indirectly  upon  the  point.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Fife  has  intimated  that  he 
intends  to  watch  what  I  say  with  a  view, 
if  possible,  of  correcting  mistakes,  and  I 
am  glad  that  he  should  do  so.  I  say 
emphatically  that  I  am  not  conscious  of 
having  expressed  my  opinion,  either  in 
the  House  or  outside  it,  as  to  the  truth 
of  the  charges  contained  in  Parnellism 
and  Crime,  and  certainly  net  in  connec: 
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tion  with  the  forged  letters.  When  1 
went  down  to  Oxford  I  found  my  tongue 
for  the  first  time  unfettered  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
the  Daily  News  and  the  Pall  Mall 
(iazette  had  in  the  .most  clear  manner 
asserted  that  the  Report  was  a  complete 
acquittal,  I  appeal  to  hon.  Members 
whether  it  was  not  right  and  fair  that 
the  person  most  responsible,  according 
to  the  view  of  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, should  then  at  last  speak  out  freely. 
And  I  say  that  had  i  been  silent  the 
Poll  Mall  Gazette  and  the  other  news- 
papers would  have  exulted  in  the  fact 
that  I  was  silent,  and  would  have  statsd 
that  1  dare  not  refer  to  the  Report  of 
t'ie  Commission  because  it  'was  a  com- 
plete and  absolute  exoneration.  Had  I 
been  silent  my  silence  would  have  been 
attributed  either  to  cowardice  or  to  a 
belief  on  my  part  that  the  Report 
amounted  to  an  acquittal.  I  will  now 
proceed  to  deal  with  the  four  specific 
charges  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney.  I  do  not  think 
he  has  brdught  to  bear  on  my  speech 
ordinary  judicial  fairness.  Anybody  who 
has  read  that  speech  from  beginning  to 
end  will  notice  that  I  pointed  out  the 
difference  between  boycotting  and  ex- 
clusive dealing  before  I  got  to  the 
passage  to  which  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  refers  in  language  of ,  most 
severe  censure.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  began  by  saying  I  was  develop 
iife  a  dangerous  genius  for  inaccuracy. 
I  ^6  not  supposB  he  means  inten- 
tional inaccuracy.  If  it  be  a  question 
of  verbal  accuracy,  1  am  quite  willing 
to  'submit  it  to  the  judgment  of  the 
House  whether  his  criticism  is  or  is  not 
well  founded.  The  first  point  is  that  I 
stated  that  throughout  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  speech  before  the  Com- 
mission he  had  said  there  was  no  connec- 
tion between  the  Fenian  organisation 
and  the  Land  League.  I  hope  the  House 
has  followed  what  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  said  in  regard  to  that  matter. 
He  said — 

**  It  is  an  entire  mistake  that  we  have  alwavs 
Faid  there  was  no  connection  between  the 
Fenians  and  the  Land  League/' 

and  he  attempted  to  justify  that  expres- 
sion and  to  criticise  my  language  by 
saying—  ^ 

**  We  never  dlspiifced'th^rfaot  thit  individual 
Mc*mtters*  (\t  ili**  hVnian  body  had-  abandoned 
Sir  R.   Weh^^tir 


thei  r  Fenian  objects  and  were  prepared  to  joiii 
in  the  Constitutional  method  oH  the  Land 
League." 

That  was  the  point  to  which  my  observa- 
tions at  Oxford  were  directed,  and  I 
venture  to  repeat  them  now,  for  I 
say  that  so  far  from  its  being  true 
that  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member ' 
for  Cork  was  to  win  the  Fenians  from 
their  illegal  purposes  and  embark  them 
in  Constitutional  methods,  he  intended 
to.  get  the  support  of  the  Fenians  a& 
Fenians.  If  I  make  that  good,  I  think 
jny  hon.  and  learned  Friend  in  the  quiet 
of  his  chamber,  to  which  the  right  hon, 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
referred  so  touchingly  the  other  night, 
will  admit  I  have  made  good  mj  point. 
Let  me  read  one  passage  from  the  Report 
and  contrast  it  with  the  observation  made 
to-night  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
that  the  Fenians  only  desire  to  be  enlisted 
as  individuals — 

"  It  is  apparent  that  the  object  was  not  to 
win  over  the  Fenians  from  their  illegal  ^  and 
insurreutionary  coarses  to  d  constitntioBal 
polii^y,  but  to  retaiu  their  assistance,  by  making' 
it  clear  that  the  Land  Leagne  leaden  did  not 
condemn  their  flagrantly  illegal  acts,  and  by 
the  avowal  made  by  Mr.  Dillon  that  be 
sympathised  with  them." 

That  is  the  language  of  the  Report  of  the 
Commission.  Of  course  hon.  Members 
bpposite  may  say  it  is  not  justified 
by  the  evidence.  You  may  say  as  much 
as  you  like  it  is  not  well  founded,  but  I 
am  entitled,  for  the  purpose  of  my 
argument,  to  take  it  as  a  finding  which 
must  be  accepted,  and  no  person  bringing 
a  candid  judgment  to  bear  on  that  finding 
can  come  to  any  other  conclusion  than 
that  it  was  a  finding  that  the  Land 
League  intended  to  obtain  the  assistance 
of  the  Fenian  Organisation.  It  is  a  direct 
negative  of  the  proposition  so  strenuously 
maintained  by  my  hon,  Siud  learned 
Friend.  The  next  point  was  that  I  stated 
that  no  money  had  ever  come  from 
America.  That  statement,  if  it  were  not 
so  seriously  made  by  such  an  authority^ 
would  be  almost  laughable,  for  it  suggests 
that  I  denied  that  people  in  America 
had  subscribed  any  money,  even  for 
perfectly  legitimate  objects  in  Ireland. 
When^we  remember  that  a  very  large 
portion  of  the  relief  fund  came  from 
America,  it  would  be  absurd  to  suggest 
such  a  meaning  to  my  words.  But  is  it 
fair  for  evBu  a  poHtical  afivfaa^foiiittt'tkixuiP' 
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Is  it  fair,  is  it  just,  for  anybody  to  say 
that  I  liave  been  wilfully  and  almost 
intentionally  misrepresenting  the  argu- 
ments of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
and  the  text  of  the  Reports  I  will  just 
remind  the  House  of  the  next  point. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  stated 
it  had  always  been  admitted  that  the 
leaders  of  the  Land  League  did  not 
object  to  boycotting.  Does  he  suggest 
it  was  always  admitted  that  the  leaders, 
of  the  Land  League  encouraged  intimi- 
dation ?  Does  he  not  admit  that  he  ar- 
gued for  hours  that  they' had  discouraged 
intimidation,  and  contended  thai  what 
they  eneourj^ed  was  what  is  now 
described  as  exclusive  dealing?  My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  described 
it,  in  language]which  is  almost  burlesque^ 
as  "  the  focussing  of  public  opinion." 
I  have  no  wish  to  attsbck  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  He  knows  that  per- 
fectly well.  It  is  only  because  I 
have  been  attacked  for  political 
niotives  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
that  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  make  my 
position  clear.  I  say  tl)at  in  passage  after 
passage  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  in 
the  most  distinct  inanner  stated  that  they 
never  did  encourage  intimidation,  but 
only  boycotting  in  the  sense  of  **  the 
focussing  of  public  opinion  in  a  giveni 
district."     He  says — 

**  I  am  sat  justifying  intimidation ;  I  am^  not- 
justifying  force ;  I  am  nol  justifying  violence  iii 
connection  with  it ;  those  are  different  things.  1 
am  talking  of  an  act  of  moral  reprehension 
called  boycotting.** 

Does  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  now 
suggest  tliat  I  should  have  told  my 
audience  at  Oxford  that  "  boycdtttng- 
means  the  focussing  of  this  opinion  of  the 
community  in  condemnation  of  the  con- 
duct of  an  individual  of  that  community  "? 
If  I  may  be  allowed  to  makis  the  observa- 
tion good-humouredly,  1  think  that  ex- 
pression  worthy  of  the  right  hon.  Mem-^ 
ber  for  Mid  Lothian  hiniself .  It  is  one 
of  those,  paraphrases  which  may  mean 
anything  or  nothing,  and  which  are  so- 
convenient  in  the  utterances  of  great 
political  men.  The  charge  is  thafc  I  said 
at  Oxford  this  kind  of  boycotting  had' 
not  been  encouraged.  Any  one  wlio 
candidly  reads  my  speech  will  come  to  no 
such  conclusion.  Let  me  recommend 
those  who  heard  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  to  read  the  diBtinotnon*  between 
the  boycotting  foniul  by  tflle   (SbxAmis*- 


stich  arguments  ?  I  will  be  judged  by 
the'  passage  in  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  speech  which  I  had  under 
niy.eye  when  I  made  ray  speech  at 
Oxford,  and  it  is  that  since  the  year 
1882  not,  a  single  penny,  either  directly 
oij  indirectly,  was  received  through  the 
Irish  Wo^id,  [Mr.  T.  Harringtojt  :  By 
the  National  League.]  No.  This  is  the 
passage.  I  beg  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
pardon.  It  is  useless  to  attempt  to  put 
^.ny  gloss  on  the  passage.  There  is  no 
mistaJce  about  it.  After  referring  to  the 
denunciation  of  Patrick  Ford,  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  says  this — 

"After  May  of  1882  the  Irish  World  w>  s 
actively  hostile  •  to  Mr.  Paroell  and  to  Mr. 
Parneirs  movement.  It  is  tme  that  it  had 
opened  its  ooluoinH  for  contribntions  to  the 
relief  fnnd,  and  that  in  its  columns  were 
acknowledged,  and  throagh  its  agency  re- 
mitted to  Ireland,  very  large  sums  for  Irish 
porposes.  Bat  after  May  of  1882  not  one 
penny,  as  I  am  instructed,  directly  nr  io- 
directly  was  received  through  the  Irw/i  World" 

Was  not  that  statement  intended  to  re- 
present that  the  wicked  Patrick  Ford, 
the  representative  of  the  Irish  World, 
had,  after  May,  1882,  not  transmitted 
one  penny,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  the 
Nationalist  movement?  If  it  was  not 
then  I  honestly  say  I  do  not  under- 
stand what  the  meaning  was.  It  is 
sufficient  for  me  to  point  out  that,  not- 
withstanding the  violent  attacks  made 
on  my  Oxford  speech,  the  warrant  for 
th«  statement  I  made  wflS  taken  from 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney.  And  what  is  the 
statement  in  the  Report  ? — 

*Mt  has  been  further  proved  that,  while  the 
Glan-na-Gael  coutrolled  and  dire«-t«-d  the  Irish 
N^tion<il  League  of  America,  the  two  or* 
ganisations  concurrently  rolVcted  snmii, 
amounting  to  more  than  £60,000,  for  a  fund 
called  the  Parliamentary  Fund,  out  of  which 
payments  have  been  miide  to  Irish  Memhprs 
of  Parliament  amouuMnfir  in  the  year  1886  to 
£7,656,  and  in  1887  to  £10,500.  .  .  Thon«h 
it  has  not  been  proved  that  Mr.  Parnell  and 
the  other  respondents  knew  that  the  Clan-na- 
Gael  controlled  thn  League  or  that  the  Clar.- 
na-Gnel  was  oollpcting  money  for  the  Parlia- 
mentary Fund,  it  has  b«»en  proved  that  they 
invited  and  obtained  thn  a«8istance  and 
co-operation  of  th«  i>hy*ical  foroe  party  in 
America,  including  the  Clan-na-G'W'l,  and,  in 
order  to  obtain  that,  a8<*i8tanof>,  ah^tained f rom 
repudiating  or  condemning  the  action  of  that 
party.  It  has  a'so  h»»en  }>roved  that  the 
reispondents  invirod  the  a'^pistance  and  co- 
operation of,  ani  accepted  subscriptions  from, 
Patriok?Forrt,  ft  Ifnrtwn  advocate  of  crime  and 
the  use  of  dynamite." 
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fiioner.^  and  th?it  ddscribed  in  the  speech 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  On  page 
53  of  their  Report  the  CommisBioners 
say-- 

*♦  We  &re  of  opinion  that  the  combination,  of 
which  bo)'cattiag  was  the  instrument,  wiie  iUe^l 
both  in  ita  objects  and  the  meaos  which  were 
adopted.  The  object  of  this  elaborate  nod 
all- pervading  tyranny  was  not  only  to  injure 
the  landlords,  a^inst  whom  it  waH  directed, 
hy  rendering  their  laod  u*ele«s  unleBd  they 
obeyed  the  ^icts  [of  the  Land  league,  but 
to  injure  tbt»  land  lords  an  a  claaa  and  drive  them 
out  of  the  countr^V* 

WilUhe  House  mark  thisi  Then  the 
R-flKirt  goes  on  to  say — 

"*It  is  further  to  be  obaerved  that,  although 
Itoycottiog  led  in  many  caaea  to  actuivlotitrag^, 
yet  it  wa«  peraiated  io  for  yeara  against  the  siiine 
individuaLi,  and  was  generaltv  recommended, 
q3£)t withstanding  the  evila  whioh  plainly  resftlted 
from  it." 

And  this  is  said  tiy  he  the  Hnding  whii^h 
I  ought  to  have  read  as  equivalent  io  the 
■''focaaaing  of  public  opiuirm/'  which  had 
mever  been  frona  beginning  ki  end  dis- 
puted by  my  boti.  and  learned  Friend. 
At  page  9*2  of  tli.*  R:*porfc  this  is  put  in 
tthe  strongest  manner  ;  the  Judges  say — 

**  We  find  on  thia  allegation  that  while  some 
^f  Uic  r*'»pondeot8.  aod  in  particular  Mr,  Davitt, 
did  expreas  bond-JitU  disapproval  of  crime  and 
outrage^  the  reapoodenta  did  not  deoonnoe 
che  ayatem  of  irjtimidatioa  which  led  to  crime 
and  outrage,  but  persisted  in  it  with  knowledge 
of  its  effoGta." 

[  have  shown  that  my  hon.  and  learned 
Pri.^nd  allc'gjd  tliat  Ixiycotting,  in  the 
:sease  of  excessively  eruul  violence,  was 
^always  contrary  to  the  wishes  of  bon. 
Memliers  beh^w  the  Gangway,  and  I  ask 
the  House  whether  to  charge  me  with 
misiepreseiiting  the  Ending  of  the  Com- 
missioa  is  a  propsr  criticism  of  what  T 
fiaid  at  Oiiord.  I  should  like  to  add 
that  the  statement  of  my  hon,  and 
learned  Friend  that  th.?y  had  always 
discouraged  intimidation  was  amply  sup- 
pouted  by  those  who  came  to  give  evi- 
dence. Mr.  William  O'Brien  cam 3  and 
said  that  what  the  L.^wgue  meant  by 
boycotting  was  only  Imli  for  blackballing, 
and  that  wh^m  he  referred  to  boycotting 
■as  being  consid  *red  constitutional  means, 
lie  distinctly  meant  l>oycotting  short  of 
i  nti  mid  ».tion ,  I  am  perfectly  unrepontiint 
iu  regard  to  my  Oxjford  speech.  I  have 
:ihuwa  fehat  the  passages  in  the  magnificent 
oration  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
which  was  d^liver.»d  in  the  preseno*^ 
aiud    with    the    ap;->r  >val    of    the    Irisj 


Members,  laid  down  certain  pro- 
positions which  are  distinctly  and 
abaoUitely  one  and  all  contradicted 
by  the  finding  c»f  the  Commission.  My 
hitn.  and  learned  Friend  has  repeatedly 
said — and  I  do  not  complain  of  it— that 
I  stated  that  not  a  single  speech  had  been 
made  denouncing  crime  and  outrage.  I 
have  never  denied  tiiat  that  statement 
was  too  wide.  I  made  it  iu  ignorance  j 
but  I  was  referring  to  the  speeches  of 
leaders,  and  I  was  not  aware  that  cer- 
tain subordinate  Memljcrs  of  the  P*urly 
had  made  s^mie  sjieeches  in  denunciation 
of  outrage.  Ijet  it  be  understood  that 
the  principal  leader,  Mr.  Parneli  himself, 
admitted  lit^fore  the  Commission  that  he 
had  not  sufficijntly  denounced  outrage, 
and  almost  expressed  his  regret  that  that 
was  so.  W[»rn  he  was  crass-examined  by 
me  as  to  why  he  hnd  not,  when  Davitt  was 
in  prison,  made  speedies  similar  to  thoB3 
of  Davitt,  he  said  he  had  not  had  time, 
and  there  had  not  heen  opportunity.  Do 
not  let  tlie  question  be  judged  by  a  slip 
of  counsL^l,  the  unintentional  use  of  an 
expression  which  was  too  wide  in  its 
meaning.  Let  it  be  judged  by  the 
language  of  thj  authority  to  which 
appeal  has  been  made  in  this  House,  the 
language  of  Michael  Davitt.  In  the  letter 
which  Mr,  Davitt  wrote  to  the  JStaitdani 
in  May,  l'^^^,  he  said^ — 

**You  n#*xt  ttall  upon  my  fiiendMand  myself 
to  employ  *nir  nH.'overed  lib+rty  to  give  the 
world  solid  fiikd  lAnns  wimble  guaranteea  of  the 
Ifiathing  with  which  we  ree«rd  all  forma  of 
outrage  by  makinir  a  fresh  pilprimaiiye  through 
the  country,  and  Ui  never  de»"»t  from  denouncing 
M»BttBsinatiim  until  theiw  hideous  Crimea  ar« 
exoriised  from  the  iFi'id,  1  a^ree  with  you. 
8ir,  that  gueh  a  pilgrimage  iiu|.»ht  to  be  made 
even  now.  Had  it  been  miide  before,  it  is  my 
tirm  belief  ihit  the  t»'rribl  t  tragedy  of  the 
Phrenist  Purk  and  many  another  tragedy <, 
which,  though  it  haa  not  attractnl  to  much 
attention,  tms  wrung  hwirlatrintrs  as  bitterly* 
would  never  have  occurred.  Why  have  there 
not  Wen  such  pilgrimages  ?  Let  the  facta  answer 
»o  far,  at  i4=>Nsr,  as  [  am  rf^ncerned.  Fr  »in  the 
Hrat  iuitialim  of  the  Land  Lejigu«  I  warned 
Irish  peoph?  ngnins:  outrtgoa  aa  the  greiteat 
dnnger  of  the  moveme::t."* 

How  was  it,  when  crime  wsis  soprc^valent 
as  the  Commissioners  found  it  to  be. 
when  Davitt  thought  th'.*  caa?  was  serious, 
tlmt  the  best  iutere.sts  of  the  Land  League 
were  being  injured  by  crime,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork,  the  late  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan,  and  others,  one  nnd 
all  abstai^ied  fr\>m  making  a  siugle  speecti 
ih  deninei'fVn  of  crim  ,   and   with  lli' 
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object  of  putting  an  end  to  it  ?  I  admit, 
in  the  frankest  way,  that,  taking  my 
words  in  their  largest  82nse,  they  were 
too  wide  ;  but  in  spirit  and  substance 
they  were  tme.  It  is  not  the  fact  that 
there  wera  hundreds  of  speeches  denoun- 
cing crime ;  I  think  proof  was  given 
of  only  20Jor  30.  I  admit  that  there  was 
denunciation  of  crime  ;  but  if  there  had 
been  emphatic  protests  from  the  leaders 
of  the  League  their  case  would  have  been 
very  different.  How  different  was  the 
language  ordinarily  usec^  from  that  which 
was  as3d  by  Mr.  Davitt,  Mr.  Dillon,  and 
Mr.  Parnell  after  the  Phoenix  Park 
murders  !  I  pass  with  a  clear  conscience 
from  the  suggestion  that  I  misrepre- 
sented facts  in  my  Oxford  speech.  A 
grave  attack  has  been  made  upon  me 
respecting  my  conduct  of  the  case.  I  was 
placed  in  a  position  of  gi  e  it  responsibility 
as  the  leader  of  the  six  counsel  con- 
ducting the  case.  Any  person  so  placed 
must  bear  the  brunt  of  responsibility. 
Let  me  at  first  deal  with  the  matters  for 
which  I  am  personally  responsible.  I 
take  the  sole  responsibility  for  making 
the  opening  speech,  and  I  am  asked  to 
apologise  for  a  statement  I  made.  It 
would  be  very  wrong  of  me  to  do  so,  for 
an  advocate  does  not  express  his  own 
views,  but  those  of  the  persons  whose 
or  8  3  he  states.  If  an  advocate  were 
always  to  be  thinking  of  himself  and 
of  his  reputation  there  would  be  an 
end  of  that  allegiance,  that  honour- 
able allegiance,  to  the  cause  of  the  client 
to  which  every  advocate  is  bound. 
Let  me  give  a  parallel  case.  Soon  after 
I  had  the  honour  of  wearing  a  silk  gown, 
there  was  a  case  against  two  leading 
stockbrokers,  of  whom  I  defended  one 
and  Sir  John  Holker  the  other.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Hackney, 
in  opening  the  case,  alleged  that  the 
defendants  were  guilty  of  the  most  in- 
famous frauds,  and  in  the  discharge  of 
his  duty  he  poured  out  the  vials  of  his 
wrath  in  eloquent  and  forcible  language. 
But  the  jury  acquitted  the  defendants, 
with  the  full  approbation  of  Mr.  Justice 
Lush.  Did  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman then  apologise?  Take  another 
case.  Nothing  can  bo  stronger  than 
the  attack  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  made  upon  the  witness  Le 
Caron,  of  course  on  instructions.  Le 
But  the  Judges  acquitted  Le  Caron  and 
believed  him  again* t  the   oath   of  Mr. 


Parnell.  Has  Le  Cbron  a  rijjht  to  call 
upon  the  Member  for  South  Hackney  for 
an  apology  ?  The  idea  is  absurd.  Does 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  say  that  if 
he  had  gone  out  of  his  way  as  counsel 
to  say  what  was  not  in  his  instructions 
with  respiect  to  Le  Caron,  he  would  not 
apologise  ?  I  know  he  would — bec&use 
he  is  a  man  of  honour.  I  know  the 
great  power  and  position  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  but  I  yield  to  nobody  in  my 
determination  that  to  the  btst  of  my 
lights  I  will  carry  on  my  profession 
honourably  and  straightforwardly.  I  say- 
that  if  I  had  gone  beyond  my  duty  as 
counsel  and  had  said  anything  which  was 
not  based  upon  strict  instructions,  I  v  oulii 
apologise  frankly  and  straightforwardly 
at  once.  But  as  I  knew  perfectly  well 
the  matters  which  I  laid  before  the 
tribunal  were  based  on  jositive  instruc- 
tions in  writing,  it  would  be  ridiculous 
for  me,  and  absurd  for  anybody  to  ask 
me,  to  give  an  apology  in  respect  of 
these  matters.  Let  me  deal  at  once  with 
the  particular  matter  which  three  hon. 
Members  have  thought  fit  to  pick  exit 
— I  do  not  complain  of  it — and  which 
the  House  has  more  than  once  had 
brought  to  its  attention.  If  I  mistake 
not,  it  was  one  of  the  matters  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  thought  he  was  justified  in  going 
down  to  an  audience  at  Bath,  and  saying 
"  it  was  a  gratuitous  invention  of  the  At- 
torney General." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  used  the 
words — 

**  I  think  in  thn  Report  they  said  this  did  not 
appear  in  the  Time^^  but  was  introdaoed  by  ih» 
Attorney  General  in  the  case  of  ♦O'Donnell  v 
Walter.'" 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  I  noted  the  words 
down  at  the  time.  Let  me  be  accurate. 
The  words  were  : — 

**  According  to  the  statement  of  the  Judge9> 
it  seemed  to  be  a  private  invention  of  the 
Attorney  General." 

Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say 
t^at  there  is  anything  in  this  Report 
which  suggests  that  I  ever  invented 
anything?  I  really  do  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will,  in  his  calm 
moments,  persist  in  the  statement 
which  he  made  on  the  platform  at 
Bath.  "A  gratuitous  little  invention 
on  his  own  account "  were  the  right  hoxu 
Gentleman's  word.  Well,  being  anxious 
to  see  whether  I  went  beyond  my  in- 
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structlons   or   noU   1   liftve  niut  ftir  the 
written    proofs,    and    I.    tind     that     al- 
thou^lx   we    were    not   able   afterwards 
to  call   the  evidence — and  I  am  not  now 
jaajing  that  the  eTidenfe  pat  before  me 
was   in   all   cjwes  trust  worth 3^ — yet  the 
prooftj  in  writing  of  the    witnesses   weri- 
most  carefnlly  taken  at  the   tinie«   and 
they  warrant  .-d, and  mure  than  warranted, 
the  statements  which  I  made*     1  can  go 
no  further.  My  word  nmst  be  taken  in  the 
House  upon  this,  but  1  may  say  I  eihall 
be  perfectly  willing  to  show  the  protjfs 
.  in   confidence  to   any   of   my  hon,   and 
learned  Friends  provided  that  they  do 
not  diijcloee  the  names.     I  am  sorry  that 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  York  is  not  here,  as  the  House  must 
have  rather  understood  him   to  suggest 
that  when   1  said  I  was  8pi?aking  from 
my     instructions     the    statement    was 
not   to   be   received.      Ag>iin,    speaking; 
at    Cambridge,   the    hon.    and    learned 
Meml>er  for  South    Hackney,   I  noticed 
with  regret^  repeated  sevenil  times  the 
phrase,    "  Of   coursei    according    to   his 
instructions/*  amid  the  laughter  of  his 
audience,     I  do  not  think  he  did  mean 
to  suggest  that  T  went  beyond  mj  in- 
structions ;  but  stilU  when   sucli  words 
are  repeated  amid  the    laiightt*r  of  an 
ftudieuc3^  what   is  meant   to  be   under- 
stood by  the  reporter  is  that  the  cv»unsel 
has  not  acted   in   accordance    with    his 
inatmctionSi  but  has  gone  beyond  them. 
I  care  not  in  the  least  to  justify  mysi'lf, 
%iid  it  19  all  very  well  U^  sneer,  us   is 
frequently  done,  across  tlie  fif>or  of  the 
House.       I     say,    I    do     not     in     the 
least  cara  to  justify  myself,  bat  it  would 
bL>  absurd  for  me  to  pass  by  thesis  attacks 
in  silence,  because  in  that  case  it   would 
he    understood     that     allegations     and 
charges  are  made  by  me  without  warrant, 
nnrl»      as     the*     right     hon.     I  rent  Ionian 
I  J  crests,    are   the  gratuitLius  inventions 
<i     lie   Attorney  GeneraL     I  pass  from 
that,  however,  and   I   have  now  to  deal 
with  one  or  two  other  important  matters. 
My  hon,  and  learned  Friend  the  Memlier 
for  South    Hackney  has    repeated   tJie 
suggestion  that  the  inquiry  was  a  game 
nf  surprises,     A  more  unjust  statement 
can   scarcely    Ix?   imagined.      With    the 
agreement  and  advice  of  my  five   hon. 
and  learned  Friends  who  were  associated 
#with  me,  I  came  to  the  conclusion   that 
it  would  be  impossible  for  us  to  disclose 
ilie   names  of   the   witnesaes ;  hut    my 
Sir  n    Wfhter 


hon.  and   learned  Friend  got  a  promise 
from    the    Commissioners   that    if    any 
witness     took    him    by    surprise^    that 
Witness  should  be  ordered  to  stand  down 
at  the  iime  and    his  cross-examination 
should    be   deferred.      The   House   will 
perhaps  he  surprised  to  hear  that  only  in 
two  castas  did   lie  avail  himself  of  that 
privilege.       And    why  ?      Anybody   can 
read  the  evidence  to  sse  whether  1  am 
right    or    not.      I  say    it    is    perfectly 
ridiculous  to   suggest   that  he  did    not 
know   all    about    the    witnesses.       We 
took  the  witnesses  by  counties.     I  admit 
that  we  were  obliged  sometimes  to  alter 
the  order.     My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  the  most  complete  infonnation  as  to 
the  antecedents  of  the  witnesses.     This 
whining  complaint  is  not  worthy  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.      If  there  was 
any  suljst.ance  in   it  %vhy  did  he  not  ask 
that  particulars  should   beset  forth?     I 
say  that,  so  far  from  its  being  a  game  of 
surprises,  there  was  ample,  suflicicut,and 
distinct    notice    of    the    cases   and    the 
localities  from  which  the  witnesses  came. 
My  hon,   and   learned  Friend  says  that 
I     rancorously     conducted     this     caae* 
*'  Pertinaciously  •'  I  do  not  mind,  because 
it  was  my  duty  to  conduct  it  in  that  way ; 
but  rancorously  !     He  says,  also,  that  it 
wa«    a    criminal    pffoceoding.       It    waa 
nothing  of  the  kind.     It  was  an  action 
for  libel  being  tried  in  the  ordinary  way, 
arid  nobody  lias  ever  heard  in  any  civil 
act  ion  for  conspiracy  or  otherwise  of  the 
defendants   being  entitled  to  know  the 
names  of  the  witnesses  ;  and  for  obvious 
reasons.     I'hen,  says  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  the  charge   wjis   launched   as  a 
conspiracy,  which  enabled  an  act  done 
by  someone  else   in  Kerry   to   be    Hxed 
upon  Mr.  Parnell  in  Ixindon.     Has    my 
hon.    and    learned     Friend    never    had 
to    do    with  conspiracy   In? fore?     What 
was     the    criticism    of    the    President^ 
when        a       similar       objection       was 
taken    on  a    jmrticular    question  ?     He 
said»  **  is  not  a  General  responsible  for 
the   acta   of   his   soldiers  V     1   say  that 
when  you  get  a  finding,  as  in  this  Report, 
that  the  Land  League  conspiracy  was  for 
the  purpose,  by  illegal  means,  of  obtain- 
ing illegal  Ti^sults,  then  I  say  it  is  idle  to 
make  any  complaint  oi  the   fact  that  the 
cajse  was  launched  ns  a  conspiracy,  for  it 
could  lie  nothing  else.      Then   the   hon* 
and  learned  Member  for  South   Hackney 
complained  that  the  suggestion  to  fix  the 


185         Special  .Comhiisfyivn 


{AIwfiCH  G,  .1890} 


X)1888i)  die.2*^KL 


iiae 


Member  for  Cork  with  responsibility  on 
acconnt  of  what  was  said  by  Scrab  Nally 
was  unfair  ;  but  I  say  that  Scrab  Nally 
stood  on  the  same  platform  as  the 
Member  for  Cork,  and  made  violent 
speeches  which  were  never  repudiated. 
But  there  was  another  Nally  who  was 
iraiprisoned,  and  who  subsequently  stood 
as  a  candidate.  Will  the  House  just 
note  what  the  Report  says  on  p.  93? 
It  is  a  commentary,  a  striking  com- 
mentary, on  what  we  have  heard 
in  this  matter.  Mr.  Parnell  refers 
in  the  speech  quoted  in  the  Report 
that  I  now  hold  in  my  hand  to 
the  irfiportant  services,  the  great  and 
impdrtaut  services,  rendered  to  the  cause 
of  the  Land  League  by  Mr.  P.  W.  Nally. 
Then  he  goes  on  to  say — 

*' I  believe  of  Mr.  Nally  that  he  is  one  ef 
the  Viciiros  to  the  infamous  system  which 
assisted  in  this  country  during  the  three  years 
of.  the  Coercion  Act.  1  believe  of  Patrick 
Nally  that  he  is  a  victim  of  •  the  cionspifaoy 
ivhich  was  formed  between  Lord  Spencer  and 
the  informers  of  their  country  for  the  purpose 
to  obtain  victims  to  what  they  called  '  law  and 
justice  '  by  any  and  every  means,  whether  they 
were  innorent  or  not.'* 

And  this,  forsooth,  is  the  gentleman  who 
complained  through  the  mouth  of  his 
advocate  that  it  is  a  hardship 
that  the  organisation  of  which  be 
is .  President  is  shown  by  the  direct 
action  of  his  subordinates  to  have  been 
guilty  of  a  system  which  brought  about 
these  outrages  and  crimes.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  there  is  one  very  serious  charge 
which  was  made.  It  is  not  part  of  my 
duty  to  go  into  the  long  story  of   the 

;  forged  letters.  But  one  very  serious 
charge  was  made  against  me — a  charge 
which  I  should  like  to  deal  with  at  once. 
It  is  suggested  that  J  advisedly  and  for 
some  wicked  motive  kept  Pigott  out  of 
the  box  until  a  late  date.      To  suggest 

'  that  I  kept  hijn  out  of  the  box  for  any 
improper  motive  is  very  unfair  and 
unworthy  attack  to  make  upon  me.  I 
must  bear  the  responsibility  because  I 
happened  to  be  the  leading  counsel ;  but 
this  I  will  say,  that  although  there  were, 
and  must  sometimes  have  been, 
differences   between  me   and  the  other 

•  counsel  acting  with  me  as  to  the  policy 
or  prudence  of  a  particular  course,  the 
action  I  took  with  regard  to  calling 
Houston  and  Pigott  was  the  result  of 
an  unanimous  opinion  arrived  at  after 
consultation  between  us.      I  do  appeal 


to  the  sense   of  justice  of  hon.  Members. 
Let   me   remind   them   that   when  this 
attack    was     attempted     on     the     9th 
February     before     the    Commissioners, 
I  at  once  jumped  up,  and  said  I  desired 
to  make  it  plain  that  it  was   always   my 
intention    to     call    both    Houston    and 
Pigott;  and  the  learned   President  said 
at  once  that  they  had   certainly  always 
understood  so.      It  is  so  easy  to  be  wise 
after  the  event.     It  was   so  easy   to  be 
wise  instructed  as  my  hon.   and  learned 
Friend  was.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had   in   his  pocket   the  letter  of  Arch- 
bishop Walsh,  of  which  I  had  no  know- 
ledge,   of  which  I  had  no   notice,    and 
which  1  never  saw.     To  make  this,  then, 
a  ground  of  solemn  attack  against  a  pro- 
fessional  antagonist  appears  to    be  un- 
worthy of  this  debate.       And  I   should 
like  to  refer  here  to  certain  observations 
which  have  been  made   by   some    hon. 
Members  opposite,  particularly  below  the 
Gangway,  in  which  contrasts  have  been 
drawn  between  the  conduct — or  I  should 
say,   perhaps,  the   supposed  conduct — of 
my  right  hon.   Friend  the    Member  for 
Bury  and  myself.       I  am  aware  that  I 
have  been  described  as  the  villain  of   the 
piece,  and   my  right    hon.   Friend    has 
been  describe^  as  the   man  who  forced 
me  to  do  in  the  case  what  I  otherwise 
should  not  have  done,  and  I   know  that 
the   attempt  made  to  cover  him    with 
compliments  at  the  expense  of  others  is 
as  nauseating  to  him  as  it   is  unfair   to 
me.     I  think   these   strictures  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  case  should  be   addressed 
to  the  body  of  counsel.      To  suggest  that 
the  Attorney  General  pr  the  Government 
designed   the    method    as    a    means  to 
attack  political  opponents  is  an  arjjument 
which  I     am    certain   does     not    com- 
mend  itself    t*)    fair-minded  men,   and 
having  adverted  to  this  I  am  content  to 
leave  it  to  the  judgment  of  the  House. 
There  are  one  or  two  matters  of  impoH- 
ance  in  the  speeches  to  which  I  must  refer, 
and  in    doing  so  I  wish  to  refer  to  an 
argument  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dumfries   in  connection  with  the   dis- 
appearance of  the  Land  League  books. 
I  confess.  Sir,  that  it  seemed  to  me  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Roxburgh  was  not 
far  wrong  when  he  said  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dumfries  had  forgotten  that  he  was 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  that  he 
must  have  been  under  the  impression 
that  he  had  his  wig  and  gown  on,  for  he 
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proceeded  to  talk  about  the  books  for  10 
years  and  about  those  for  nine  jears 
liaving  been  produced,  and  cont^^nded 
that,  after  all,  there  was  no  ground  for 
the  complaitit  that  the  books  of  the 
Lea^e  had  not  been  produced.  What 
are  the  facts  Y  The  important  perit^l  of 
time  was  from  Octoljer,  1^79,  ap  to 
October,  1 882,  as  to  theL  tnd  IjL'ague  boOAS, 
I  mean.  I  ara  making  no  suggestion  as 
to  the  books  of  the  National  League, 
There  was  au  interim  Laiigue  ;  it  may  b* 
called,  perhaps,  the  apf>sti>lic successor  to 
the  Land  League — the  Lvlica'  Laud 
League.  That  League  disi^ensed,  or 
made  away  with,  a  larire  sum  of  money 
handed  orer  from  the  Ijand  League— 
from  £50,000  to  £70,000— as  to  which 
not  a  vestige  or  s.'rap  of  paper  or  book 
was  produced— not  the  sli^jhtest  bit  of  | 
evidence  of  what  became  of  that  money.  \ 
When  it  is  said  that  the  raid  which  it 
was  expected  would  h:^  maile  on  the 
books  by  the  Government  —a  raid  whJch, 
however,  never  came  off ^ was  suiBcient 
to  account  for  the  disfippe ranee  (ff  the 
f looks,  I  do  not  think  that  many  hoti, 
MemlMM's  will  be  dispose^l  to  acee[it  the 
statement  tis  a  satisfactory  explana- 
tion. Then,^  again,  yt^st.rday  afternoon 
we  had  a  most  extraordinary  incident  in 
this  House,  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Fermanagh — whom,  let  the  House 
bear  in  mind,  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber pledged  his  word  to  the  Commission 
should  be  recalled — rosL^  and  made  a 
statement,  whic!i  may  be  shown,  if  gone 
into,  t-o  he  difficult  of  acceptance,  with 
reference  to  the  Ixjoks  and  which  cer- 
tainly ought  to  have  been  given  in  the 
witness-box. 

^SiE  C.  RUSSELL :  It  is  quite  true 
that  I  undertook  that  all  the  in- 
criminated Members  should  be  called, 
and  I  also  went  on  to  say  that  others 
who  were  not  incriminated  should  l^ 
called  for  cross-examination  if  the 
Attorney  General  desired  it.  From  cir- 
eamstanccs  I  need  not  mention  counsel 
retired  from  the  case  in  July.  If,  there- 
fore, the  Attxirney  General  had  expressed 
any  wish  ff)rilr.  Campbell  or  any  other 
Member  to  be  called  it  might  have  been 
done, 

^m  E.  WKBSTKU  :  1  am  not  referring 

to  that,  but  to  a  specific  statement,  made 

liy  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  when 

he  was  still  coiinsel  for  Mr.  Parnell,  that 

Sir  R,  Webster 


Mr,   Campbell   should   be   re -called.     It ' 
an^se    on  the  day  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  will  not  forget.     The  hon.  Member  J 
for  Ftvrmanagh  had  given  his  evidence! 
as   to  the  forged  letters,  and  was  going 
out  of  the  box,  and  not  being  asked  thel 
question^  ray  hon,   and    learned    Friend  J 
said,  as  ti>  the  case  genemlly,  '*  Of  course ,^ 
Mr.  Campljcll  will  be  re-called  on  thereat 
of  the  case."     I  make  no  complaint  against 
my  hon,  antl  learned  Friend,  but  I  do  sa^ 
that  over  and  over  again  the  Court  stated! 
that  they  attached  great   importance   ta 
the  disappearance  of  the  books,  and  that 
they  tliought  that  every  effort  should  be  I 
made  to  get  them,  and  I  repeat,  and  I  askj 
the  House  to  mark  it,  that  if  the  explana- 
tion given  so  readily  in  this  House  yestei*-! 
(hiy  afternoon  was  true,  it  ought  to  haverl 
been  given    in    the    prt^per    place,    the  J 
witness-box.     The    House,  I    think,  will" 
hesitate  l)efore  they  accept  aa  of  equal 
value,  the  recollection  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and   the   evidence    he    might   have  I 
given   under   cross-examination    in    thel 
witness-box,   especially   when   it   is    re  J 
mem  be  red    that    the   hon.    Member   for 
East  Donegal,   whci  was   examined  as 
witness,    never    smjgested    there   was    a 
mistake  or  anything  wrong  in  the  matter. 
But  this  does  not  dt'pend  upon  the  pre- 
sence  or  absence  of  any  particular  person  J 
By  the  merest  iiccident  we  happened 
get  hold  of  a  batch  of  letters  showing  the 
system    which  'had    been    adopt^ed    and 
followed   in   the  Ljind  I/eague  office  on^ 
two  days — 40  or  50  letters,  of  whirh  10 
or  12  were  put  in  evidence,  and  of  whicl 
two  or  thrjc  were    extremely  matenalJ 
I   allude  to  the    Hnraii   and    Butterfielj 
letters.     These  esbiblish  the  syst-em  tha 
was  followed,  though  all  the  books  anj 
documents     have    di.^ppfared,    all    th« 
letters  *  if  apjjlication,  all  the  papers  stating 
how  thos.*  applications  were  dealt  with, 
and  what  money  was  imid.     The  initial^ 
on  these  letters  were  those  of  Mr.  Joh^ 
Ferguson,  and  in  this  connection  it  mt: 
nsA  be  forgotten  that  Ferguson  ^dmittecj 
under  cross-examinatiou  that  there  hac 
had  been  many  such  cases  of  application^ 
gnitited  atid  money  paid,    \CrU^  r//***No,''*T 
The  late  hon.  Memlicr  for   Cavan    (Mrl 
Blggar)  slated  that  in  the  ordinary  coura 
Hi  any  such  cases  wuidd  come  l3efore  th^ 
Committee  to  be  considered,     I  contend 
then,  that  the  disappearance  of  all  thos 
papers,  of  which  there  must  have  beei! 
many  hundreds  and  thousands,  cmi  unH 
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be  accounted  for  by  intentional  discretion. 
It  cannot  be  otherwise  explained. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  The  witness  Phillipps, 
who  had  the  control  of  a  great  number  of 
the  documents  for  a  long  time,  stated  in 
Court  that  he  had  never  in  all  that  mass 
of  documents  seen  one  of  the  nature 
suggested  by  the  Attorney  General,  and 
that  no  one  belonging  to  the  League  had 
ever  asked  him  to  destroy  a  document. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  Does  the  hon. 
Geatleman  suggest  that  a  clerk  would  be 
able,  under  the  circumstances,  to  re- 
member the  contents  of  every  single 
letter  of  such  a  mass  ?  The  question  is, 
what  was  in  those  letters  ?  Were  there 
any  applications  for  money  among  them, 
or  any  evidence  of  payment  of  money  ? 
Unfortunately  for  the  case  of  the  Times, 
it  was  made  impossible  for  us  to  get 
at  the  letters,  for,  as  has  been  stated  by 
an  hon.  Member  behind  me  (SirC.  Lewis), 
if  they  could  have  been  produced  they 
would  have  proved  a  great  deal  of  what 
the  Judges  have  been  compelled  to  say 
there  is  no  proof.  There  is  another  point 
to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House — the  attacks  that  have  been 
made  on  Major  Le  Caron  and  up :n 
the  infomlers'  evidence.  Now,  besides 
Ls  Caron,  thera  were  13  informers,  and 
I  want  the  House  to  follow  this,  because 
it  shows  the  strength  of  the  case  the 
Times  proved  and  the  utter  collapse  of 
the  case  set  up  by  the  respondents  ;  96 
persons  were  mentionedas still  living,  their 
addresses  and  Christian  and  other  names 
given,  wlio  were  cognisant  of  tlie  particular 
acts  of  which  the  informers  spoke  ;  while 
on  behalf  of  the  respondents  only  foar 
p3rsons  werj  called  to  contradict  the 
evidenca  of  the  informers,  and  of  those 
four  two  hopelessly  broke  down,  and  it 
was  clear  that  the  story  which  the  in- 
formers told  was  quite  true.  Do  hon. 
Members  think  that  the  respondents  did 
not  ransack  Ireland  from  end  to  end  to 
try  to  find  witnesses  who  could  throw 
doubt  on  the  informers'  evidence,  that 
with  all  the  resources  at  their  command 
they  did  not  rightly  and  properly  do 
their  utmost  to  refute  that  evidence ; 
for  we,  recognising  that  an  informer  has 
to  be  corroborated,  produced  all  the 
evidence  we  could  get.  I  ask  hon. 
Members  to  look  through  the  Report  and 
see  whether  in  many  of  the  cases  given 
there  are  not  overwhelming  grounds  for 
believing  that  the  informers  spoke  the 
VOL.  OCOXLII.     [thii^d   swiius.] 


truth.  When  it  is  seen  that  the  respon- 
dents were  unable  to  produce  evidence 
in  contradiction  of  the  informers,  and 
when  by  cross-examination  of  other 
witnesses — ^priests  and  others — it  was 
shown  that  the  story  of  the  Tim^  and 
the  statements  of  the  informers  were 
true,  one  can  understand  why  there  was 
no  unwillingness  on  the  part  of  some  of 
the  respondents  to  bring  the  evidence  to 
a  close,  and  a  desire  to  retire  from  furthei^ 
examination.  Now,  the  American  trans- 
actions formed  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant parts  of  the  case,  and  I  shall 
presently  have  to  refer  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  in  this  con- 
nection. But  I  ask  the  House  to  consider 
whether  or  not  the  evidence  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Fermanagh  was  not 
most  vital  and  important  to  the  case, 
and  it  is  perfectly  true,  as  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  last  night,  that  he  was  frequently 
in  and  out  of  the  Court  during  the  Com- 
mission. There  can  be  no  excuse  what- 
ever for  not  calling  Mr.  W.  H.  Redmond, 
other  than  that  in  all  probability  if  he 
had  given  evidence  a  great  deal  more 
actual  knowledge  of  what  was  done 
respecting  America  would  have  been 
obtained.  Bnt  there  is  another  matter 
which  the  House  does  not  yet  know, 
namely,  that  except  Mr.  M.  Harris  and 
Mr.  J.  J.  O'Kelly  no  Land  League  organ- 
isers were  called. 

Mr.  T.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin,  Har- 
bour) :  I  was  one. 

Mk.  SEXTON :  And  I. 
♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  I  did  not  refer  to 
those  who  were  in  the  high  position  of 
the  two  hon.  Members  opposite  ;  I  v  as 
referring  to  those  persons  who  were  sent 
all  over  the  country,  and  whose  speeches 
were  proved  by  the  hundred,  to  men  like 
Gordon,  the  actual  organisers  of  the 
League,  the  men  who  did  the  work,  and 
it  is  a  fact  that  I  am  right  in  saying  that 
beyond  the  two  persons  I  have  mentioned 
not  one  single  organiser  was  called.  But 
not  onlv  that,  but  no  official  of  the 
League  was  called  out  of  the  many  who 
might  have  been  called;  J.  P.  Quinn, 
who  was  in  constant  attendance,  Doriss, 
Harrison,  Burton,  Pearce,  Tighe ;  not 
one  out  of  these  various  officials  was 
called.  I  say  that  the  cumulative  nature 
of  the  case  is  quitj  irresistible.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  may  say  that  it  was 
our  duty  to  call  this  man  or  that  man, 
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but  if  this  had  been  the  innocent  associa- 
tion which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber opposite  has  described  —  a  cross 
between  a  soup  kitchen  and  a  relief 
society — there  would  have  been  no  difl&- 
culty  in  proving  the  nature  of  the 
organisation.  Why,  we  should  have  had 
the  fullest  disclosure  ;  we  should  have 
had  organisers  and  committee  men  press- 
ing into  the  box  to  be  examined.  But 
the  House  of  Commons  is  not  a  Court  of 
Justice ;  the  House  of  Commons  must 
judge  of  these  things  as  men  of  the 
world,  and  I  say  that  the  inference  to  be 
drawn  from  the  suppression  of  books,  no 
account  being  given  of  money,  and  the 
absence  of  officials,  is  that  it  was  to  the 
interest  of  the  respondents  that  a  full 
disclosure  should  not  be  made.  I  say 
that  it  is  the  mildest  judgment  that  could 
possibly  be  passed  when  the  Commis- 
sioners say — 

"We  have  not  received  from  Mr.  Parnel 
and  the  officers  of  the  Land  Lea^e  the  assist- 
ance we  were  entitled  to  expecb  in  the  investi- 
gation of  the  Land  League  accounts,  in  order 
that  it  might  be  seen  how  its  funds  were  ex- 
pended." 

There  is  another  matter  to  which  I  must 
in  a  very  few  words  call  the  attention  of 
the  House,  that  is,  the  extraordinary 
disappearance  from  the  United  Kingdom 
of  persons  intimatedly  connected  with 
the  Land  League  in  February,  1882,  in 
connection  with  the  Phoenix  Park 
murders,  among  whom  I  say  there  were 
men  who  were  Invincibles  and  leading 
members  of  the  Land  League,  though  I 
am  not  entitled  to  say  that  they  were 
members  of  the  Land  League  as  Invin- 
cibles. There  was  P.  J.  Sheridan  and 
Patrick  Egan. 

♦Sib  C.  RUSSELL :  Can  the  hon.'.  and 
learned  Gentleman  call  attention  to  any 
evidence  of  Egan  having  anything  to  do 
with  the  Invincibles  ? 

♦Sib  R.  WEBSTER:  1  stated  that 
Patrick  Egan  disappeared  from  the 
United  Kingdom  at  a  given  date.  I 
think  that  there  is  most  plain  evidence 
that  he  was  in  close  connection  with  the 
Invincibles,  but  for  the  moment  I  will 
assume  that  I  was  mistaken  in  that.  My 
point  is  that  Egan,  Sheridan,  Brennan, 
Byrne,  John  Walsh  of  Middlesbrough, 
and  others  who  were  undoubtedly  proved 
to  be  prominent  Land  Leaguers,  dis- 
appeared from  the  United  Kingdom 
when  the  evidence  of  the  Phoenix  Park 
Sir  R,  Webster 


murders  came  out  in  Dublin.  What 
have  we  a  right  to  assume  from  the 
absence  of  these  men,  when  no  reason 
is  given  for  their  going  away  ?  Now  I 
must  say  a  word  with  reference  to  the 
observations  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Harbour  Division  with  respect  to 
the  telegrams,  some  of  which  he  read  to 
the  House.  I  will  not  ask  him  how  he 
got  them,  but  I  have  been  able  to  make 
some  inquiries  about  them.  I  speak 
now,  not  on  my  own  behalf,  but  on  behalf 
of  Mr.  Walter,  and  [I  have  no  objection 
to  the  whole  being  read.  It  is  suggested 
that  for  the  Times  to  attempt  to  get 
Sheridan  as  a  witness  after  the  forged 
letters  were  blown  up  was  something 
wicked  and  improper.  But  I  submit 
on  behalf  of  Mr.  Walter  that  there 
was  hanging  over  the  head  of  the 
Times  an  action  for  £100,000,  that  it 
has  been  settled  for  reasons  I  have 
not  to  deal  with  for  £5,000.  But 
I  say  this,  that  even  assuming  that  all 
that  was  read  bore  the  most  unfair  con- 
struction put  upon  it  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member — I  say  that  there  is 
nothing  of  which  Mr.  Soames  or  Mr. 
Walter  need  be  ashamed.  What  are  the 
facts?  Sheridan  having  aaked  £20,000, 
negotiations  were  absolutely  and  uncon- 
ditionally broken  off  in  January,  1889, 
and  they  were  re-opened  by  a  letter  from 
Sheridan  of  February  18,  1889,  the 
original  of  which  1  have  seen.  Then 
comes  the  mare's  nest  in  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  revelled.  You  will 
recollect  that  in  one  of  the  telegrams  the 
name  of  Birch  appears.  The.  hon.  and 
learned  Member  assumed  that  Mr.  Birch 
was  the  expert  in  the  British  Museum. 

Mr.  T.  HARRINGTON  :  I  did  not  say 
that;  1  said — 

'*I  do  not  know  who  be  is,  bnt  one  Mr. 
Birch  was  mentioned  by  Mr.  Soames  as  an 
expert  in  the  British  Mnseum,  and  possibly  he 
may  be  the  gentleman  who  was  sent  out." 

I  guarded  myself  most  distinctly. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  think  I  am 
doing  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  no 
injustice  when  I  say  he  threw  out  the 
suggestion.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr. 
Birch  of  the  British  Museum  has  never 
been  out  of  England,  and  the  Mr.  Birch 
referred  to  in  the  telegram  is  a  skilled 
solicitor  from  the  offices  of  Messrs. 
Wontner,  sent  over  to  test  and  see 
whether  Sheridan  had  anything  to  corro- 
borate   the  story  which  he  had    told. 
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Without  wearying  the  House,  I  may  say 
that  after  having  asked  £20,000,  it  came 
down  to  this,  that  he  was  willing  to  come 
for  £1,000,  and  that  was  declined  by  Mr. 
Soames,  because  there  was  no  corrobora- 
tion of  his  story.  This  is  a  statement 
which  I  am  entitled  to  make,  and  it  is 
only  a  right  thing  that  I  should  make  it 
on  behalf  of  those  who  cannot  be  repre- 
sented in  this  House.  I  will  refer  to 
two  telegrams.  The  first  is  dated  July 
9,  1889,  and  was  read  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member.  It  is  the  one  which 
begins — 

'^  Did  not  see  letter,  was  shown  K  ;  he  saw 
it  again  last  night,  finds  he  made  a  mistake  in 
Castlereagh,  it  dates  Feb.  '81,"  &o. 

Then  on  July  1 1  this  telegram  came  to 
Mr.  Birch  from  Mr.  Soames — 

'*  We  cannot  afford  to  put  ourselves  in  his 
power.  If  his  danger  is  so  great  and  he  means 
to  go  with  us  he  cannot  object  to  treat  us  with 
confidence ;  if  he  will  not  he  means  to  sell  us. 
If  he  will  not  give  inspection  of  documents 
and  make  statements  so  that  yon  may  test  the 
value  of  his  evidence,  the  only  plan  will  be  to 
break  off  negotiations  with  him  and  to  return 
home.** 

I   am  referring  to  information  given  to 
me  which  is  in  the  handwriting  of  Mr. 
Birch,  and  in  which  all  the  telegrams  are 
set  out.     I  say  that  it  is  no  unworthy  or 
improper  action  that  desiring  to  get  the 
evidence   of   Sheridan  if  he  could,   Mr. 
Soames   sent    out    Sb  most    experienced 
solicitor  to  test  that  evidence,  and  if  it 
was  not  corroborated  by  documents  he 
was  to  come  back.      Suggestions   were 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  of 
bribery   and  similar  charges.     I  do  not 
complain  of  the  hon.  Member  at   all ;  it 
was  part  of  his  game,  and  he  did  it  very 
well,  but  the  fact  is  this,  that  those  who 
were  being  sued  in  an  action  for  £100,000 
desired  to  prove  if   they  could  certain 
things — not  respecting  the  forged  letters, 
but    relating     to    other    matters — with 
which    Sheridan    had   been    intimately 
connected.     I  think  I  have,  at  all  events, 
in   this  debate  disposed  of     the  matters 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Hackney   described   as   very   important 
which  had   been  disclosed  by  the  hon. 
Member  below    the   Gangway.      I    am 
extremely  sorry    to   trespass   either   on 
your  indulgence.   Sir,  or   on  that  of  the 
House ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  is  impor- 
tant that  I   should  mention  one  or  two 
points  in  connection  with  matters  which 
hare  been  referred ^o  in    this  debate. 


The  charges  with  regard  to  payments  in 
connection  with  crime  were  described  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  last 
night  and  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  as  trumpery.  I  admit  that 
together  with  one  other  letter  it  was  the 
only  direct  evidence  of  payment  for 
crime.  But  it  must  be  remembered  that 
the  secretary  by  whom  that  cheque  was 
paid  never  gave  any  information  about 
it.  O'Callaghan,  who  was  proved  to  be 
living  and  to  be  a  leading  member  of  the 
League  at  Castleisland,  was  not  produced 
as  a  witness ;  and  I  venture  to  think  that 
those  who  brought  forward  this  argument 
about  "  the  trumpery  £12  "  should  have 
inquired  into  the  circumstances  which 
afEectod  the  minds  of  the  Commissioners. 
I  am  afraid  1  must  pass  by  that  argu- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  told  us  we  were 
to  reject  the  finding  of  the  Commissioners 
with  regard  to  secret  societies  and  evic- 
tions because  they  were  "non-judicial." 
He  used  that  expression,  or  something 
like  it.  But  what  were  the  issues  upon 
which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
invited  the  Commissioners  to  give 
judgment?  We  find  them  summarised 
in  page  84  of  the  Report.  It  is  there 
stated  that  it  was  suggested  by  the 
respondents  that  the  causes  of  crime 
were  distress,  secret  societies  acting 
in  antagonism  to  the  League,  and 
the  throwing  out  of  the  Compensation 
for  Disturbaiice  Bill.  If  it  were  my 
duty,  and  it  were  necessary,  I  would 
undertake  to  read  page  after  page  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend's  speech,  show- 
ing that  when  we  suggested  that  the 
Land  League  had  by  intimidation  caused 
crime,  he  suggested'  these  causes.  [Sir 
Chaeles  Russell:  Contributory  causes.] 
And  he  invited  the  judgment  of  the 
Commissioners  upon  that  point.  He 
asked  them  to  express  their  opinion  that 
such  were  the  causes,  and  yet  we  are  to 
be  told  that  the  finding  is  to  be  a  thing 
of  naught,  and  that  the  House  is  to  reject 
it'  altogether.  Mr.  ParneU  and  many 
other  hon.  Members  were  in  the  Court 
from  day  to  day.  They  listened  with 
glowing  ears,  and  sometimes  with  tears 
in  their  eyes,  to  the  magnificent  appeals 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  They 
adopted  them,  and  they  asked  that  the 
issue  should  be  found  in  their  favour  oh 
them.  The  issue  is  found  against  them, 
and  now  they  turn  round  and .  say  it 
H  2 
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ou-^fht  never  to  have  besn  decided  upon, 
a  ad  that  it  is  a  matter  of  which  the 
learned  Juds^es  could  not  judge.  There 
is  another  important  matt  r,  and  here  I 
must  unquestionably  read  some  passages 
from  the  speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  "All  that  is  proved  was  known 
before,"  say  the  advocates  of  the  other 
side.  "  All  that  is  new  is  not  true ;  all 
that  is  true  was  perfectly  well  known 
before.'*  Does  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  wish  the  House  to  believe 
that  the  connection  between  the  Clan-na- 
Grael  in  America  and  the  Land  League  in 
America  was  known  before?  He  is 
perfectly  honest  and  candid ;  he  was  ex- 
pressing his  view  of  the  facts,  but  can  he 
point  to  a  line  in  which  that  connection, 
found  by  the  Commissioners,  was  ad- 
mitted? I  must  read  some  passages 
from  the  speech,  which  are  so  striking 
and  strong  that  they  ought  almost  to  be 
writtan  at  large  in  the  Report.  Our 
case  was  that  the  Clan-na-Grael  had  cap- 
tured and  controlled  the  Land  League  in 
America,  and  that  from  a  certain  date  it 
was  under  the  guidance  of  the  Clan-na- 
Gkiel.  The  Commissioners  make  two 
specific  findings.  They  find,  on  page  119 
of  the  Report — 

**  That  the  Irish  National  League  of  America 
has  beeio,  since  the  Philadelphia  Convention, 
April  25,  1883,  directed  by  the  Clan-na-Gael, 
a  Body  actively  engaged  in  promoting  the  use 
of  dynamite  for  the  destruction  of  life  and  pro- 
perty in  England." 

And  they  also  find,  on  page  121 — 

**  With  regard  to  the  further  allegation  that 
he  (Mr.  Davitt)  was  in  close  and  intimate  asso- 
ciation with  the  party  of  violence  in  America, 
and  mainly  instrumental  in  bringing  about  the 
alliance  between  that  party  and  the  Pamellite 
and  Home  Rule  Party  in  America,  we  find  that 
he  was  in  such  close  and  intimate  association 
for  the  purpose  of  bringing  about,  and  that  he 
was  mainly  instrumental  in  bringing  about,  the 
alliance  referred  to." 

Now,  without  a  word  of  comment,  I  will 
read  three  passages  from  the  speech  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  then 
the  House  will  judge  whether  I  have 
correctly  dealt  with  the  argument  on 
this  point — that  everything  that  was 
true  was  known  before.  This  speech 
was  delivered  in  April,  1889,  all  the 
respondents  being  in  Court.  Having 
referred     to     the      Clan-na-Qael,     Jie 


''Bat  it  also  shows — and  this   is  tha  most 
interesting  part  of  the  story  of  Le  Caron — 
secret  attempts   persisted   in  on  the    part   of 
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the  represeniaUve.4  of  that  Clan-na-G^el  t^ 
capture  and  control  the  open  moveirtent,  and, 
as  I  conccivb  it,  did  also  show  that  these 
attempts  absolutely  and  entirely  failed." 

That  was  the  t»se  put  forward.  Then 
my  hon»  and  learned  Friend  said 
again — 

**  Is  it  conceivable,  my  Lords,  is  it  not  1^6 
sheerest  absurdity  to  suggest,  or  ask  the  Court 
to  believe,  that  at  the  lime  of  this  very  policy 
of  opposition  to  this  wild,  wicked  scheme, 
suggested  and  adopted  by  the  secret  organisa- 
tion in  America,  the  party  of  which  Mr. 
Parnell  and  Mr.  Davitt  were  leaders,  was  in 
alliance  with  that  very  party  ?" 

Mr,  Davitt,  the  House  will  note— the 
man  whom  the  Court  finds  to  have  been 
instrumental  in  bringing  about  that 
alliance.  And  yet  this  is  the  argument 
upon  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  suggests 
that  nothing  has  been  disclosed  except 
some  trumpery  matters.  After  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  gone  through 
the  whole  of  Le  Caron's  story,  he  spoke 
as  follows,  which  the  House  will  please 
note — 

"But  the  crushing  and  conclusive  argument 
against  his  story  is  in  the  history,  which  I 
have  now  gone  into  (I  believe  thoroughly). 
From  the  begianing  to  the  end  of  this  story 
there  is  no  suggestion  of  any  such  alliance  with 
Mr.  Parnell,  though  there  is  a  constant  and 
peisistHUt  effort — that  is  a  part  of  our  case — 
which  proved  to  be  uusucceHsfuI,  and  which 
at  the  Chicago  Convention  is  shown  to  have 
utterly  collapsed,  to  capture,  get  hold  of,  and 
manipulate  the  whole  Land  League  Organi« 
sation.** 

Hon.  and  learned  Members  are  entitled 
to  their  opinions,  but  for  t^e  purposes  of 
my  case  1  am  entitled  to  rely  on  the 
finding  of  the  Judges. 

Mk.  SEXTON  :  Did  the  Judges  not 
find  the  respondents  were  ignorant  of 
that? 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  too  acute.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  point  was  that  the  Clan-na- 
Grael  did  not  control  the  Land  League, 
but  that  the  latter  Body  worked  on 
different  lines.  But  as  long  as  the  finding 
of  the  Judges  stands,  and  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  speech  remains  in  print, 
it  will  be  evident  that  he  put  forwird  a 
proposition  and  did  his  very  utmost  to 
obtain  a  findinc^  in  favour  of  that  pro- 
position, while  there  is  a  finding  distinctly 
against  it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
admitted  bis  sympathy  with  dynamite, 
and  I  use  the  word  advisedly.  And  it  is 
a  remarkable  fact  thai  it  was  proved  that 
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in  1881  there  were  five  dynamite  oui- 
rages ;  in  1883,  seven;  in  1884,  eight; 
and  in  1885,  four.  The  right  hon.  M^m- 
bir  for  Mid  Lothian  spoke  of  the  work 
of  the  Judges  as  having  unearthed  a 
miserable  and  obscure  paper  called  the 
Irishman,  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
would  have  tlie  House  believe  that  he 
never  knew  of  it.  I  will  show  the  House 
what  th3  Commissioners  think  of  that 
suggestion.  What  was  the  utterance 
oa  this  dynamite  question  in  the  Irish- 
man, which  was  edited  by  Mr.  William 
O'Brien  ? 

Mb.  T.  HARRINGTON:  No,  no;  dis- 
tinctly not.  He  swore  that  he  never 
edited  it  or  saw  it. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  His  name  was  on 
every  issue  of  the  paper.  He  stated  that 
a  man  named  O'Connor  was  kept  on  for 
the  L^ishman,  and  continued  to  do  the 
work.  I  decline  to  accept  the  statement 
that  a  man  who  had  allowed  his  name  to 
appear  day  by  day  on  a  paper  is  not 
morally  as  well  as  legally  Tsisponsible 
for  such  utterances  as  I  shall  call  atten- 
tion to.  After  the  Irishman  had  been 
in  existence  for  nearly  three  years  there 
appeared  the  following : — 

"Still  the  English  papers  howl  at  Mr. 
Parnell  for  not  deDOuncing  the  dynamite 
people.  Mr.  ParnelFs  silence  is  a  proof  of  his 
statesmanship,  and  one  of  the  best  evidences  he 
could  give  of  his  sas^acity.  It  is  none  of  his 
business  to  take  Irishmen  to  task  for  their  ways 
and  mtrans.  Let  the  English  look  themselves 
Hiid  do  their  own  work.  We  hope  Mr.  Tarnell 
will  never  utter  one  word  to  gratify  English 
screechers.  'lo  rail  at  the  man  upon  whom 
they  have  heaped  abuse  for  not  helping  them  is 
the  meanest  kind  of  poltroonery.  'Ihe  English 
Press  has  for  seven  years  never  ceased  to  pour 
out  its  dirty  vituperation  upon  the  head  of  the 
Irish  leader,  and  now  it  impudently  calls  upon 
him  to  condemn  the  dynamitards.  Verily  Mr. 
Parnell  has  his  revenge." 

I  had  the  misfortune  to  cross-examine 
Mr.  Parnell  on  that  point,  and  I  asked 
him  whether  he  had  ever  said  one 
word  against  dynamite.  He  said  that  he 
believed  he  had,  and  would  look  for  the 
speech.  I  asked  him  the  next  day 
whether  he  could  find  any  such  speech, 
and  he  said  that  none  could  be  found. 
And  it  came  down  to  this — that,  beyond 
aa  observation  in  a  sje^ch  in  this  House 
in  February,  1 883,  delivered  in  reply  to 
Mr.  Forstdr,  and  stating  that  he  did  not 
agree  with  Mr.  Patrick  Ford,  there  was 
not  a  single   word   in   denunciation  of 


dynamite.     I  do  venture  to  say  that  it  is 
idle   for    hon.   Members   to   ask   us   to 
come     to     the     conclusion     that     the 
Irishman  had  no  purpose   or   use,  and 
was  not  directed  with   certain  objects. 
How  do  the  Commissioners   deal  with 
this    matter?      They    find    "that   Mr. 
Parnell's    object    was    to     address    his 
Fenian  supporters  through  that  medium.*' 
Therefore    the   finding  is   not   that    in 
ignorance  the  paper  was  allowed  to  exist, 
or   that  it  was  tolerated,   but  that    it 
served  a  distinct  and  deliberate  object. 
Then   there   is  another  very  important 
matter.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has  suggested 
that  the  Land  Act  of  1881  was  brought 
about   by  agitation,   and  my  hon.   and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Hackney   suggested   to-night    that    the 
object  of  the  responsible  leaders  was  to 
obtain  some  Amendment  or  improvement 
of    the   law   in    the   direction   of    that 
important  charter  of  the  people.     But 
have  the  Lcish  Members  called  the  Land 
Act  the  great  charter  of  the  Irish  people  ? 
Let  us  clear  away  this  cant,  this  absur- 
dity.     Why,   the   Irish   Members  have 
denounced    the     Land    Act    root    and 
branch.    I    say   that    it    is    an    absur- 
dity for  .Irish    Members  to  get  up  or 
lay  claim   to  the  credit  of  that   legis- 
lation    for    the    improvement    of     the 
condition     of     the      Irish     people.      I 
must   trouble  the  House  with  four  ex- 
tracts that  are  representative — they  are 
each    of    them     taken    from    different 
sources.     They  afford  a  ma-as  of  cumula- 
tive testimony  that  is  of  great  importance 
to   the   question.      The   Land  Act  was 
passed  in  July,  1881,  and  it  received  the 
Royal  assent  in  the  following  August. 
On  the  15th  of  October,  1881,  there  ap- 
peared an  article  in  United  Ireland — the 
recognised  organ  of  the  Land  League,  a 
newspaper  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  is  one  of  the  proprietors — with  re- 
gard to  this  great  charter  of  the  Irish 
people,  as  though  they  had  been  working 
for  it  heart  and  soul.     I  say  that  it  is  a 
monstrous  claim  to  put  forward  that  by 
their  agitation  the  Irish  Members  had 
led  up  to  the  passing  of  the  Land  Act. 
I  am  not  dealing  with  the  morality  or 
the  immorality  of  su«'h  a  c  a.m ;    tl  at 
will  be  dealt  with  by  others.     What  I  rm 
doing  is  to  point  to  the  view  that  w  as 
taken  of  the  measure  at  the  time  by  this 
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organ  of  the  Land  League.  The  article 
to  which  I  desire  to  point  attention  was 
in  the  following  terms — 

"  The  organisation  which  he  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
strove  to  crush  has  received  a  plenary  national 
commission  to  see  whether  that  Act  can  be  used 
as  an  instrument  to  destroy  landlordism  and 
English  rule  ;  if  it  cannot,  to  put  the  Act  con- 
temptuously aside  and  destroy  landlordism 
without  it." 

Does  that  article  suggest  that  the  ends 
aimed  at  should  be  secured  by  constitu- 
tional means  ?  [Ironical  Home  Rule 
cheers.]  Hon.  Members  will  nob  put 
me  off  my  point.  The  suggestion  is  now 
made  that  tho  agitation  was  intended  to 
bring  about  by  Constitutional  means  that 
which  has  undoubtedly  been  a  great  boon 
to  the  Irish  people.  What  said  Mr. 
Dillon  upon  this  point  ?  Mr.  Dillon,  in 
a  speech  which  appears  on  page  423  of 
the  evidence,  said — 

"  I  say  better  no  Land  Bill — better  for  the 
tenants  of  Ulster  to  come  into  the  Land  League 
like  men  and  defend  their  farms  like  men,  as 
the  men  of  Tipperary,  Mayo,  and  Galway. 
Better  trust  that  than  go  into  the  Court  and 
submit  their  cases  to  the  County  Court  Judge." 

What  was  the  way  in  which  farms  were 
defended  in  'Tipperary,  Galway,  and 
Mayo  ?  Does  that  refer  to  the  action  of 
the  secret  societies, which  are  put  forward 
as  being  hostile  to  the  Land  League? 
Is  it  not  perfectly  clear  from  that 
language  that  the  Irish  Members,  so 
far  from  working  in  favour  of  the  Land 
Act,  from  being  anxious  to  get  it  passed, 
and  from  wanting  to  improve  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people  by  Constitutional 
means,  were  in  reality  most  anxious  to 
keep  the  people  to  the  old  methods, 
which  the  Commissioners  have  declared 
to  be  not  only  unconstitutional  but 
illegal,  and  the  result  of  criminal  con- 
spiracy 1  But  let  us  see  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  says. 
Here  is  his  testimony  which  he  bore  in 
1882.  Here  is  his  answer  to  the  absurd 
hypothesis  that  the  agitation  had  for  its 
object  the  improvement  of  the  condition 
of  the  Irish  people  by  Constitutional 
means — 

"Gladstone's   policy  was  to   fix  a  relation 

between    the   landlord    and   tho    tenant — the 

policy  of  the  League  was  to  abolish  the  relation 

and    trample    landlordism    beneath  its  heels. 

Sir  R.  Webster 


Gladstone's  Land  Act  and  the  Land  League 
were  precisely  of  opposite  principles.** 

This  is  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member 
with  regard  to  that  legislation  which  it 
is  now  said,  in  the  vain  endeavour  to 
patch  up  the  broken-down  case  of  the 
Irish  Members,  that  the  agitation  was 
intended  to  bring  about.  Unfortunately 
at  this  time  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
wrote  to  his  friend  Mr.  Patrick  Ford, 
and  this  is  what  he  said  in  October, 
1881— 

*^  The  tenants  were  instructed  not  to  use  the 
rent-fixing  clauses  of  the  Land  Act,  but  to 
keep  out  of  Court  and  follow  the  old  lines  and 
rely  upon  old  methods.  The  Executive  was 
empowered  to  select  test  cases  in  order  that 
tenants  in  surrounding  districts  may 
understand  the  worthlessness  of  the  Land 
Act." 

This,  then,  is  the  hon.  Member's  opinion 
of  the  great  charter  of  the  Irish  people — 
of  this  magnificent  piece  of  legislation 
that  never  would  have  been  brought 
about  but  for  the  agitation  that  was 
carried  on  for  so  long.  That  letter  is  a 
singular  commentary  upon  the  suggestion 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  that  he  had  to  thank  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  for  his  advice  and 
assistance  in  carrying  the  Land  Act. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  to  do 
nothing  of  the  kind — he  put  the  hon. 
Member  and  his  supporters  into  prison. 
I  am  not  saying  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  right  or  wrong  in  taking 
that  course  ;  but,  for  my  own  part,  I  have 
never  hesitated  to  say  that  to  put  those 
men  into  prison  without  trial  was  a 
monstrously  unconstitutional  act.  But 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Hackney 
to  come  down  and  suggest  that  the 
credit  of  passing  the  Land  Act  should 
be  given  to  the  Irish  Members  is-^well, 
I  may  say  that  it  is  an  argument  that 
will  not  commend  itself  to  the  judgment 
of  reasonable  men  in  this  House.  I 
think  that  that  is  strictly  Parliamentary 
language.  I  am  afraid  that  in  my 
anxiety  to  do  all  I  could  to  assist  in  this 
debate  I  have  trespassed  unduly  upon 
the  time  of  the  House ;  but  I  desiro  to 
ask  those  who  will  follow  me  to  note 
that  I  have  not  spoken  in  very  ex- 
aggerated language,  and  have  used  no 
violent  expressions.  I  have  argued  this 
case    remembering,    as    I    widied    the 
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Honse  to  remember,  the  position  I  have 
previously  filled.  I  mean  that  of  an 
advocate ;  and  therefore  I  have  felt  it 
right  not  to  put  forward  any  personal 
opinions  of  my  own  except  such  as  are 
fully  supported  by  the  findings  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  when  I  could  satisfy 
the  House  that  they  were  in  accordance 
with  those  findings.  What  is  the  sum 
and  substance  of  this  matter  ?  It  is  not 
for  me  to  say  what  I  think  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Times  in  connection  with 
the  forged  letters,  which  formed  the 
strong  point,  in  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  speech.  In  connection  with 
those  letters  the  hon.  and  learned 
Grentleman  has  stated  that  nothing  was 
done  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  their 
genuineness  except  to  send  one  expert  to 
examine  them.  Unfortunately  my 
mouth  is  closed ;  but  I  am  entitled  to  say 
that  it  is  not  right,  it  is  not  correct,  it  is 
not  fair  for  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  say  that  that  is  all  that 
was  done.  I  do  not  think  that  it  would  be 
right — hon.  Members  may  not  credit 
me — ^for  me  to  state  what  I  know  was 
done — that  may  or  may  not  come  out 
some  day — but  it  is  certainly  not  correct, 
and  it  is  not  quite  just,  for  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  tell  us  that  nothing 
else  was  done  in  the  matter,  and  I  did 
not  think  that  I  ought  to  allow  his  state- 
ment to  pass  without  comment.  Passing 
that  by,  I  come  to  the  charge  against  the 
Irish  Members  that  they  condoned  the 
action  of  those  who  took  part  in  the 
Phoenix  Park  murders.  I  say  now,  as  I 
said  at  Oxford,  that  that  charge  has 
wholly  failed,  and  that  I  rejoice  that 
it  has  failed.  It  would  be  no  part  of  my 
duty,  and  wrong  of  me,  to  admit  that  any 
apology  is  due  from  me,  having  done  my 
duty-;-imperfectly  it  may  be.  I  assert 
that  as  a  Member  of  this  Honse  I  am 
extremely  glad  that  that  charge  has 
failed.  But  the  fact  that  particular 
Members  have  been  exonerated  from  that 
particular  charge,  although  most  valuable 
to  them,  does  not  touch,  or  rather 
scarcely  touches,  the  great  issue  between 
ns.  We  are  not  dealing  in  this  matter 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  alone. 
We  are  dealing  with  Mr.  William 
O'Brien,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
Healy,  and  a  number  of  other  gentlemen ; 
and  it  has  been  our  misfortune  to  be 
obliged  to  allege  against  them  that  they 


have  been  engaged  in  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy, criminal  in  ifcs  objects  and 
criminal  in  its  means  ;  and  deeply  as  I 
regret  that  any  charge  should  have  been 
made  against  them  that  ought  not  to  have 
been  made,  yet  I  say  that  it  is  utterly 
impossible  for  the  House  to  shut  its  eyes 
to  the  extreme  gravity  of  the  issue  which 
has  been  found  againt  them  upon  the 
evidence  laid  before  the  Commission. 
When  the  case  reached  a  certain  point 
the  hon.  Members  walked  out  of  Court, 
giving  an  excuse  that  can  scarcely  be 
regarded  otherwise  than  as  a  pretence.  I 
am  not  here  to  defend  Mr.  Houston ;  but 
I  say  that  when  in  the  box  that  much 
abused  individual  offered  to  bring  before 
the  Commissioners  the  whole  of  the 
books  of  the  Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union — 
nay,  more,  and  to  allow  an  independent 
accountant  to  look  into  those  books  and 
to  pick  out  any  item  that  could  refer 
directly  or  indirectly  to  the  letters  ;  and 
it  was  because  he  demanded — a  demand 
which  the  Commissioners  decided  was 
only  fair — that  the  books  should  not 
be  put  at  the  disposal  of  a  rival  political 
Organisation  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  and  his  Colleagues  thought  fit  to 
walk  out  of  Court.  It  "is  remarkable 
that  their  counsel  would  not  go  until 
they  had  got  a  written  mandate  for  him 
to  do  so  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
And  why  did  they  walk  out  of .  Court  ? 
I  say  because  they  found  that  the  more 
witnesses  they  called,  the  more  parish 
priests  they  called,  and  the  more  those 
witnesses  were  cross-examined,  the 
clearer  did  it  become  that  the  case  of  the 
Times  was  being  more  and  more  proved. 
[Laughter,  and  cries  of  "  Oh  !*']  Hon. 
Members  may  laugh  ;  but  I  will  give  one 
instance  which  is  a  striking  one.  We 
had  just  entered  on  the  respondents' 
case  for  the  County  of  Mayo.  They  were 
just  proceeding  to  call  their  Mayo  wit- 
nesses, and  they  called  a  priest,  who 
went  into  the  box  with  the  bearing  of  a 
lamb.  This  priest  turned  out  to  be  the 
man  who  had  suggested  the  hot  water 
to  be  used  against  the  emergency 
men,  and  who  had  marshalled  the 
people  to  go  from  one  house  to  another. 
I  leave  the  House  to  draw  what 
conclusions  they  like.  Mr.  Speaker, 
we  listened  to-night  to  a  magnificent 
peroration  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney.     It   is   no  part 
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of  my  daty  to  compete  with  him  in 
such  eloquence,  even  if  I  were  capahkiof 
it.  I  am  here  to  make  a  a  plain  stat*- 
ment-  I  am  here  not  to  justify,  Imt  in 
answer  ;  and  I  submit  to  the  judgment  of 
the  House  my  reply  to  the  aceusatious 
made  against  me — accusations  which  I 
now  lielieve  were  intended  to  hii  made 
against  Die  as  fehe  representative  of  the 
Titne^a,  and  not  against  me  personally, 
1  say  that  unfeii^ncdly,  and  1  lielieve  my 
lion,  and  k*arned  Friends  who  preceded 
me  desired  that  that  should  be  the  vit^w 
in  which  their  accusatious  should  be 
regarded.  Still,  it  was  necessary  for  me 
to  answer.  Aud  uow  I  leave  the  matter 
before  the  House,  pointing^  out,  as  I 
have  already  said,  that  matters  which 
have  been  ] previously  disputed  are  now 
established  ;  that  accusations  not  well 
founded  have  been  blown  to  the  wiuds; 
that  the  action  of  individual  Memlxira 
previously  denied  is  now  shown  to  be  the 
fact.  The  net  result  of  the  Report  ought 
to  be  of  the  greatest  importance  in 
determining  once  and  for  all  wlmt  shall 
be  the  policy  to  be  addressed  to  the 
government  of  Ireland. 

•(0.35,)  Mb.  E.HARRINGTON  (Kerry, 
W.)  :  I  claim  to  address  the  House  as 
(me  of  thrise  Members  who  were  cliargcd 
with  criminal  couBpiracy,  and  I  am  happy 
to  say  that  I  ara  included  among  those 
held  guilty  of  that  conspiracy  in  the  eyes 
of  the  learned  Judges,  Living,  aa  I  did, 
in  the  midst  of  scenes  of  the  most  acute 
distress  in  1870  and  1880  and  in  succeed- 
ing years,  and  having  all  my  life 
witnessed  the  tyi*anny  and  oppression  of 
the  landlord  class  in  Ireland,  I  should 
have  felt  it  a  dishonour  had  I  been  ex- 
cluded from  the  list  of  tboaa  found 
guilty  of  endeavouring  to  put  an  end  to 
the  >Hle8t  phases  of  landlordism  in 
Ireland,  There  is  a  good  deal  of  gloss 
sought  to  be  put  on  the  findings  of  the 
Commission^  but  as  was  very  happily 
pointed  out  from  these  Benches  the 
other  evening  in  regard  to  them,  all  the 
Judges  say  against  us  is  that  we  practised 
what  they  call  intimidation — ^ which  word 
is  equivalent  to  boycotting— with  a  view 
to  keeping  the  pooi*  people  of  Ireland  on 
the  land  of  their  birth.  We  have  been 
aaked  in  this  debate  whether  we  know 
the  responsibility  we  are  incurring  in 
Sir  R,  Webster 
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sending  {people  to  Coventry,  leaving  them 
severely  alone,  treating  them  as  moral 
lepers ;  but  if  hon.   Gentlemen  could  put  J 
themselves  in  our  position  and  witness,  I 
as   we    have    witaessod,    the    harrowing] 
spectacles    of   misery    brought  about  by^l 
landlonl  oppression,    they   would    think 
themselves  moral  cowards  not  to  act  as , 
the    Irish    Members    have    done.     We| 
shall  ail  mi  t  this  charge.     We  feel  that 
the  preaching  we  have  entered  on  la  our 
gospel  to  the  end  so  long  as  the  Govern-  ' 
meut  supports   tyranny  and  exaction  in 
Ireland.     Let  there  be  no  mistake  about  J 
that.     But  what  were  really  the  charges  J 
on    which   we   were  placed  on  our  trial  | 
before  the   Commission   Judges?     Wensj 
they  charges  of  boycotting  1     It  has  been  J 
with   a   great  deal  of   Ixildoess  founded 
on    wrong    information    aud    a    wrongti 
estimate     of    our   cliaracters,  suggested 
rather  than  stated,  in  this  debate  that  wej 
had  sympathy  with   murder  and  were! 
assassins,  or  rather  worse  than  assassins,! 
men  who  without  the  time    or  coumg0| 
to   commit     mnrdei*s     themselves     ha 
found       the      time     and      money 
employ   otlier  persons  to  commit  thenijL 
Wliat    have     the    Commissioners   founaj 
with  regard  to  that  ?     The  Report  is  &] 
memorial  of  the  prejudice  which  exists 
in  some  quarters  against  us  in  the  pnbli 
mind,  and  I  do  not  object  to  it  bein|j 
placed  on  the  records  of  the  Honse  as  i 
record  for  future  years  of  the  sentiment 
by  which  our  opponents   are  actiiatec" 
I  care  no  more  for  this  record  than  fof 
tliat  on  the  Monument,    which^  in    the 
words  of  one  of  our  great  poets,  **  Like  j 
tiill  bully  lifts  it^  head  and  lies.*'      Thi« 
Rcpjrt  will  b;.^  a  standing  memorial ' 
future    ages   of    the   prejudices   of   the 
Party  opposite,  and  we  care  nothing  for 
it.     We  care  nothing  for  the  opinion  < 
the  three   respectable    gentlemen    whc 
were  appointed  to  try  us — I  mean  as  i 
their  opinion  of  our  conduct  in  politica 
matters.     As  to  our  geneml  conduct  is 
political    matters,   we    are    prepared   to" 
leave  it    to  the  judgment  of   our   con- 
stituencies.    If  you  Gentlemen  opposit 
are  content  with  the  estimate  formed 
your    chai'acters     by     the      people 
your  own  country,  you  are  to  be  envied 
but    it    would    seem  to  some    that   th| 
certificates  tendered  you  were  tendered 
by    very   narrow    majorities.       If    you 
would  stand  or  fall  by  the  verdict   of 
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your  countrymen,  so  will  we,  and  it  is 
their  verdict,  and  theirs  alone,  that  we 
desira  The  first  point  to  which  I  will, 
with  the  penni>sion  of  the  House,  refer, 
is  the  imputation  which  seemed  to 
be  made  on  my  own  character.  The 
accus'ition  has  frequently  been  made 
against  myself  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Harbour  Division  of  Dublin  that  we 
were  responsible  for  all  the  crime  in 
County  Kerry.  Well,  in  my  case,  only 
one  speech  or  phrase  was  alleged  against 
me,  and  nothing  is  alleged  against  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Harbour  Division 
except  that  he  was  present  when 
speeches  were  deliverd  which  might  be 
thought  an  incitement  to  intimidation. 
I  can  place  before  the  Attorney  General 
copies  of  my  own  and  other  papers,  and 
show  what  I  said  from  day  to  day,  and 
he  will  guarantee  that  I  never  revised 
the  reports.  I  can  show  that  I  never 
spoke  where  there  had  been  disturbance 
or  outrage  without  discouraging  outrage. 
What  do  the  Commissioaers  say  ?  Why, 
they  refer  to  words — it  may  be  in  Mr. 
T.  D.  Sullivan's  paper,  the  Nation — words 
that  may  have  appeared  in  two  or  three 
newspapers,  and  use  them  for  the  purpose 
of  attewjking  one  of  the  three  newspapers. 
They  bring  forward  copies  of  Central 
News  and  other  telegrams,  as  if  they 
could  be  regarded  as  direct  incitements 
emanating  from  the  editor  or  proprietor 
of  the  newspaper.  With  regard  to  my- 
self, they  were  able  to  pick  out  here  and 
there  a  few  resolutions  extending  over  a 
course  of  nine  years  and  pointing  to  in- 
dividuals, but  these  resolutions  happened 
to  be  published  in  my  paper  at  a  time 
when  I  had  not  any  immediate  cog- 
nisance of  it.  Notwithstanding  this  fact, 
the  ordinary  formula  was  adopted,  and 
"  Mr.  E.  Harrington  "  was  charged  with 
having  said  that  such  and  such  a  man 
was  a  land-grabber.  I  submit  that  this 
is  a  very  unfair  way  of  dealing  with  a 
matter.  A  sentence  which  I  thought 
offensively  referred  to  myself  related  to 
the  theory  which,  in  cross-examination,  I 
was  compelled  to  adopt  about  an  outrage 
on  a  man  named  Herbert,  a  process 
server  in  County  Kerry.  I  was  forced 
to  say,  when  questioned  about  that  out- 
rage, that  I  did  not  believe  it  was  a 
genuine  outrage.  I  was  asked  how  I 
could  reconcile  that  statement  with  the 
fact  that  the  man  had  been  wovinded  in 


the  wrist.  My  explanation  was,  that 
the  man,  going  home  alone,  was  frighten- 
ed by  some  shadows,  and  being  some- 
what under  the  influence  of  drink, 
fumbled  with  a  revolver  he  had  in  his 
pocket  —  although  he  did  not  tell  the 
Commission  he  had  it — and  accidently 
wounded  himself.  He  produced  his 
overcoat,  and  it  was  remarkable  that 
although  it  was  literally  riddled  with 
bullets  all  round  the  waist  and  in  the 
tail,  he  himself  was  not  injured  anywhere 
except  in  the  wrist.  It  was  shown  that 
a  serious  account  of  the  outrage  had 
appeared  in  my  paper,  and  I  was 
asked  whether  I  ever  cast  doubt 
upon  the  statement  before.  The  Com- 
missioners backed  this  up  with  the  state- 
ment that  it  was  the  first  time  I  had 
said  it  was  an  accident.  That,  Sir,  is 
not  so.  A  year  befoi  e  the  Commission 
was  created,  I  referred  in  this  House  to 
my  belief  that  it  was  a  bogus  outrage, 
and  in  consequence  of  the  speech  I  then 
made  payment  for  the  hire  of  this  man's 
car  by  the  police  was  stopped  altogether. 
Pretended  outrages  are  very  common  in 
Ireland.  This  man  used  formerly  to 
travel  in  a  common  car,  but  being  placed 
under  police  protection  he  indulged  in  the 
luxury  of  a  side  car.  He  continued, 
however,  still  to  use  the  common  car  to 
get  into  town  and  would  let  out  his  side 
car  to  the  police  for  so  much  a  day. 
Therefore,  the  Government,  by  paying 
for  the  hire  of  the  car,  were  actually 
encouraging  the  getting  up  of  bogus 
outrages.  In  this-  connection  I  may 
remind  the  House  that  a  sub-inspector 
whilst  being  cross-examined  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  South  Hackney 
(Sir  C.  Russell)  produced  what  was 
called  his  outrage-book.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  never  seen  the 
book  before,  and  yet,  in  the  course  of 
about  12  minutes,  he  was  able  to  pick 
out  of  it  20  outrages,  which  the  In- 
spector had  to  admit  were  bogus  out- 
rages. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  leader  of  the  House,  in  the 
benevolent  platitude  he  addressed  to 
us  at  the  commencement  of  the  debate, 
said  the  Resources  of  the  Government 
were  not  more  for  one  side  than  the 
other.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
Government  are  tired  of  Special  Com- 
missions, but  if  not  perhaps  they 
wiU   grant    us    another.      There    were 
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bome  3,400  threatening  letters  scat- 
tered broadcast  through  Ireland 
in  the  course  of  two  years.  I  do 
not  think  that  in  five  cases  the  writers  of 
those  letters  were  brought  to  justice.  Our 
allegation  is  that  the  letters  were  written 
in  order  to  swell  the  list  of  outrages. 
They  counted  as  well  as  the  murders 
and  other  acts  of  violence,  and  when  it 
was  necessary  for  political  exigencies 
the  number  of  them  ran  up  in  a  most 
astonishing  manner,  whilst,  when  it  was 
necessary  to  show  a  diminution  of  crime 
in  Ireland  they  ran  down  again  in  a 
manner  equally  astonishing.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  said  he 
had  been  most  unfairly  attacked,  and 
that  he  did  not  know  why  he  should  be 
picked  out  from  his  colleagues  as  all  the 
counsel  in  the  case  were  linked  together. 
Let  me  remind  him  of  an  incident  which 
occurred  during  my  cross-examination 
before  the  Commission.  Mr.  Murphy 
asked  me  whether  we  had  made  any 
effort  to  bring  people  to  justice.  I 
replied  that  we  had  made  as  much  effort 
as  it  was  safe  for  us  to  do.  He  asked 
for  cases  and  I  gave  him  some  cases.  I 
also  mentioned  a  case  of  a  woman  in 
County  Kerry  being  charged  with 
cutting  off  the  ear  of  a  donkey. 
Two  witnessess  deposed  to  all  the  circum- 
stances ;  but  the  land  agent  swore  tliat 
during  the  three  previous  years  of  the 
agitation  she  had  paid  her  rent  very  well, 
and  he  suggested  that  the  offence  should 
be  treated  on  a  less  serious  count  so 
that  she  could  be  let  off  with  a  fine.  I 
myself  was  in  the  Court.  The  Judge 
appealed  to  counsel.  Counsel  repre- 
senting the  Crown — representing  law 
and  order,  and  the  instincts  of  British 
justice — assented  to  the  infliction  of  a 
fine  upon  this  woman.  Having  related 
this  incident,  I  asked  Mr.  Murphy — "Do 
you  want  to  know  who  was  the  counsel  for 
the  Crown?  It  was  Mr.  Ronan  who  sits 
beside  you.''  W^ell,  Sir,  if  the  Attorney 
General  does  not  want  us  to  disassociate 
him  from  those  with  whom  he  acted  before 
the  Commission,  is  he  willing  to  share 
with  Mr.  Ronan  the  disgrace  of  that 
transaction  ?  Within  the  last  three  weeks. 
Sir,  there  has  been  a  case  in  which  the 
notorious  magistrates  who  committed  me 
to  six  months'  hard  labour  for  having 
merely  published  an  account  of  a  branch 
meeting  of  the  League,  let  off  a  man  who 
Mr.  E,  HarHngton 


had  three  times  stabbed  another  with 
the  intention  of  taking  his  life.  Now, 
Sir,  what  sort  of  a  record  have  we  in 
this  Report  ?  I  do  not  want  to  say  any- 
thing unseemly,  and  I  believe  the 
etiquette  of  the  House  requires  that  we 
shall  not  make  personal  attacks  upon 
those  who  conducted  the  inquiry, 
but  I  say  that  these  Judges  were  utterly 
unfit  to  try  a  case  of'  the  kind.  Two  or 
three  hours  before  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  came  out  I  heard  it  stated  in 
the  Lobby  by  a  newspaper  man  that  the 
Report  contained  the  titbits  of  the 
speeches.  Is  not  that  lovely  ?  Speeches 
8,  10,  and  11  years  old.  Some  of  them 
delivered  by  ignorant  men  in  the  height  of 
passion  ?  These  are  to  go  on  the  Jon  male 
of  the  House,  and  they  include  the 
utterances  of  a  poor  obscure  shoeinaker, 
named  Gordon,  in  County  Mayo,  and  the 
man  known  as  ScrabNally.  ScrabNally 
is  only  remembered  now  in  Ireland  for 
a  bull  he  otice  perpetrated  when  trying 
to  palliate  the  fact  that  he  was  the  son 
of  a  grand  juror.  He  said,  "Many  a 
good  son  reared  a  bad  father."  The 
Attoroey  General  seemed  to  desire  to 
cast  ridicule  upon  the  notion  that  this 
agitation  forced  the  Land  Acts  through 
Parliament.  Does  anyone  on  that  side 
of  the  House  deny  it  1  If  they  do,  I 
would  ask  them  to  give  us  some  other 
cause  for  the  passing  of  the  Land  Acts. 
Was  it  they  who  gave  us  the  Land  Act 
of  1881,  and  did  they  willingly  give  us 
any  one  of  the  subsequent  acts  ?  Per- 
haps in  the  great  speech  delivered  to- 
night by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Hackney  (Sir  C.  Russell),  and  which 
in  itself  would  almost  compensate  us  for 
the  protracted  annoyance  we  have  suffered 
in  this  discussion,  there  was  no  more 
telling  passage  than  that  in  which  he 
described  the  so-called  •*  landlord  gar- 
rison" in  Ireland  capitulating  for  a 
pecuniary  consideration.  An  alleged 
letter  from  Mr.  Parnell  to  the  Irish 
World  has  been  referred  to.  Well 
our  advice  to  the  farmers  was 
not  to  rush  into  court,  but  to  select 
test  cases  to  put  before  the  Court  j 
and,  if  the  Court  did  them  justice,  to 
loyally  accept  the  Land  Act.  I  should 
not  like  to  say  the  alleged  letter  from 
Mr.  Parnell  is  genuine  before  I  have 
seen  the  context,  but  if  it  be  genuine  it 
waa  fully   justified  by  the  .  fects.     It  is 
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quite  consistent  to  say  that  the  Act  was 
worthless  in  many  particulars,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  recognise  that  it  was  the 
first  great  charter  of  the  rights  of  the 
tenantry  of  Ireland.  Any  hon.  Member 
who  looks  dispassionately  through  this 
Report  will  observe  that,  whilst  there  are 
many  of  the  tit-bits  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, there  are  no  selections  from  the 
strong  and  earnest  denunciations  of 
crime  and  outrage  that  were  uttered  by 
us  through  Ireland.  There  was  not  a 
speech^read  before  that  Commission  in 
which  in  almost  every  line  there  was  not 
a  strong  denunciation  of  outrage.  I 
happen  to  be  the  editor  and  proprietor  of 
an  insignificant,  but,  I  am  glad  to  say, 
owing  to  the  action  of  the  Times,  a  by  no 
means  obscure  paper  known  as  the  Kerry 
SentineU  Well,  I  have  seen  policemen 
in  uniform  taking  down  the  files  of  my 
paper  and  poring  over  page  after  page  to 
see  what  accusation  they  could  bring 
against  me.  I  produced  from  the  paper 
a  consecutive  condemnation  of  crime  and 
outrage  for  the  use  of  the  Government. 
I  extracted  it  from  the  paper  during  the 
leisure  of  my  stay  in  TuUamore  Gaol.  I 
brought  it  before  the  Commission  and  I 
am  sure  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  whom  I  have  referred  will  not  be 
ashamed  to  say  that  one  of  the  condem- 
nations it  contained  was  worded  in  such 
a  way  that  it  almost  moved  him  to  tears. 
Well,  Sir,  not  a  line  of  these  denuncia- 
tions is  set  forth  in  this  Report.  I  do 
not  wish  to  be  egotistical,  or  to  inflict 
myself  too  much  upon  the  House,  but 
of  course  every  man  can  speak  best  on 
his  own  case,  and  my  case  is 
merely  an  example  of  the  others. 
There  is  one  fact  which  vitiates  the 
whole  inquiry,  and  that  is  that  upon  the 
statement  of  the  Judges  themselves  the 
inquiry  was  one-sided.  You  selected 
tit-bits  for  inquiry,  and  did  not  represent 
to  the  pubHc  the  strong  and  dominant 
fact  in  the  history  of  those  times,  which 
was  that  men  like  those  composing  the 
bulk  of  the  Nationalist  Party,  who  saw 
hundreds,  nay,  thousands,  of  their 
countrymen  and  countrywomen  and 
their  children  evicted  from  their  homes 
under  cruel  and  heartrending  circum- 
stances, nevertheless  had  the  manliness 
and  the  prudence  to  condemn  violence 
and  to  restrain  the  passions  of  their 
people  where  an  outburst  would  be  almost 


like  the  wreaking  of  just  vengeance  on 
their  persecutors.  Let  the  Attorney 
General  put  himself  for  a  moment  in 
the  position  of  one  man  whose  case  was 
cited  by  the  hou.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  R  T. 
Reid).  Let  him  think  of  the  poor 
struggling  farmer,  the  father  of  the 
three  or  four  little  children  down  with 
scarletina.  This  man's  scanty  furniture 
was  thrown  out  on  the  road  side,  together 
with  his  dying  children — aye,  and  they 
did  die.  Let  him  put  himself  in  the 
case  of  John  McMahon,  whose  daughter 
was  thrown  out  of  the  house  and  died 
within  two  hours  .of  being  removed 
from  her  father's  dwelling.  And  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says  he  re- 
echos  the  expression  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  South  Hackney : 
"  Let  us  clear  our  mind  from  cant." 
Let  us  do  so,  and  I  avow  from  my  place 
in  this  House  that  I  would  feel  more 
ashamed  if  I  had  not  been  included  in 
the  conspiracy  of  which  we  have  been 
found  guilty  than  I  am  occupying,  as  I 
do,  the  proud  position  of  being  numbered 
amongst  my  Colleagues. 

(10.25  )  Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Ar- 
magh, Mid) :  Sir,  I  do  not  think 
I  require  to  make  any  excuse  to 
the  House  for  occupying  its  time 
for  a  little  on  a  matter  which  I 
think  especially  interests  Ireland.  I 
am  an  Irishman — [ironical  cheers] — and, 
what  is  more,  I  am  proud  of  being  an 
Irishman.  [A  Voice  :  "  Nobody  suspects 
it."]  My  ancestors  lived  in  Ireland 
for  300  years  ;  I  have  always  lived  there, 
and  intend  to  live  there ;  but  if  I  do 
succeed  in  living  there  it  will  be  no 
thanks  to  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  opposite.  With  regard  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  E. 
Harrington),  I  shall  say  very  little.  He 
asked  hon.  Members  to  place  themselves 
in  the  position  of  persons  mentioned  in 
the  Report — such  a  person,  for  example, 
as  Edward  Herbert,  referred  to  on  page 
49,  who  was  held  up  to  execration  by 
the  Kerry  Sentinel,  and  who  was  attacked 
on  his  way  home  from  the  County  Court 
Sessions  at  Tralee  by  three  or  four  men, 
who  fired  at  him,  riddling  his  coat  with 
bullets,  causing  him  to  be  confined   in 
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the  infirmary  for  about  six  weeks.  The 
hon.  Member  in  his  evidence  before  the 
Commission  suggested  that  Herbert  had 
probably  shot  himself. 

♦Me.  E.  HARRINGTON:  Accident- 
ally ;  and  that  also  was  in  my  evidence 
before  the  Commis3ion. 

♦Colonel  SAUNDERSON  :  I  know  the 
hon.  Member  does  not  deny  any  of  his 
statements.  I  have  often  heard  it 
alleged  that  some  Irish  people  have  a 
habit  of  shooting  other  people ;  but  I 
never  heard  it  suggested  before  that 
Irishmen  have  the  paculiarity  of  shoot- 
ing themselves.  No w,  Sir,  this  debate  com- 
menccjd  to-night  with  a  great  duel  be- 
tween two  great  lawyers.  I  listaned  with 
great  pleasure  and  interest  to  the  eloquent 
speech  of  my  distinguished  countryman, 
the  Member  for  South  Hackney,  and  I 
am  glad  to  find  that  his  residence  on 
this  side  of  St.  George's  Channel 
has  not  impaired  the  vigour  of  his  Irish 
imagination.  But  I  think  the  House 
will  have  noticed  that  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  dealt  very  lightly  with 
some  parts  of  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners. No  part  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  speech  attracti'd  my 
admiration  more  than  the  way  he  skated 
over  thin  ice.  In  fact,  from  the  com- 
mencement of  his  speech,  I  could  see  that 
the  hon.  andlearned  Gentleman  was  dying 
to  be  after  Pigott.  If  I  werc^  a  Member  of 
the  Party  below  the  Gangway  opposite, 
I  should  start  a  subscription  to  erect  a 
monument  to  Pigott.  No  one  has  been 
of  such  immense  value  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.  I  admit  that  frankly. 
I  give  them  a  present  of  Pigott.  I  am 
quite  willing  to  admit  that  in  all  that 
concerns  Pigott  hon.  Members  opposite 
have  an  immensely  strong  case.  There 
is  nothing  connected  with  this  great  in- 
quiry th  it  has  struck  me  with  more  amaze- 
ment and  sorrow  than  the  recklessness 
with  which  the  evidence  of  that  man  was 
accepted  by  the  Times.  From  the 
moment  I  heard  that  Pigott  was  the 
authority  for  the  forged  Ltters,  I  said 
that  so  far  as  the  letters  were  concerned 
they  might  be  burned,  for  nobody  who 
knew  anything  about  Pigott  would  hang 
a  dog  on  his  evidence.  I  think  hon. 
Gentlemen  will  admit  I  am  fair  on  that 
point.  Well,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
Colonel  Saunderaon 


man  defended  the  Party  with  which  he 
is  connected.  He  said  that  the  House 
ought  not  to  agree  with  the  proposal  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and  ought 
not  to  accept  the  decisions  of  the  Judgts, 
because  the  Jud  .^es  were  limited  in  the 
scope  of  their  inquiry  and  could  not  go 
far  enough  back  in  the  records  of  Irish 
history  to  decide  whether  there  might 
not  have  beun  some  other  cause  which 
condnced  to  the  production  of  the  condi- 
tion of  afEairs  in  Ireland  besides  the 
organisation  of  the  Land  League  and  the 
National  League.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  forgot  that  his  own  trusted 
leader  and  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby,  when  they  were  Ministers  in 
1880-1,  were  thoroughly  cognizant  of  the 
condition  of  Ireland,  that  the  ambit 
of  their  inquiries  was  not  limited,  and  that 
they  had  uttered  words  of  condemnation 
with  regard  to  the  organisation  to  which 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gtingpf^y  belong 
stronger  than  anything  contained  in  this 
Report.  Therefore  all  I  can  say  is  this, 
that  I  regret  extremely  that  the  ambit  of 
inquiry  of  this  Commission  waa  limited, 
for  I  iirmly  believe  that  if  they  had  been 
allowed  to  go  further  back  tht  y  would 
have  made  a  much  stronger  Report. 
Now,  I  wish  to  say  a  word  about  the 
Report.  We  have  had  the  opinions  of 
great  lawyers  in  this  Hous3  and  have 
listened  to  them  with  great  attention  and 
admiration  ;  but  as  an  Irishman  I  have  a 
better  claim  to  speak  on  asubject  which  in- 
timately concerns  the  welfare,  prosperiiy, 
and  future  happiness  of  my  countiy. 
This  has  been  called  a  sham  debate.  It 
is  no  sham  debate.  Since  that  debate  on 
the  Home  Rule  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  I  do  not  think 
this  House  has  ever  entered  upon  a 
debate  concerning  Ireland  of  such  vast 
and  wide-reaching  importance.  This. is 
a  debate  which  not  only  concerns  the 
personal  character  of  several  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway,  but  it  is  a 
debate  upon  which  hangs  the  character  of 
a  Party  into  whose  hands  it  is  the  policy 
of  the  Opposition  to  commit  the  destinies 
of  my  country.  Now,  I  wish  to  point  out 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  principal  points, 
the  principal  facts  concerning  the  situa- 
tion now  revealed  to  the  House  on  un- 
impeachable evidence.  What  are  the 
principal  points  which  this  Rep(^ 
reveals  to  us  ?    We  have  over  and  ofver 
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again  made  these  allegatiop^.  tftiQ  ri^hfi 
hon.  Mji^bjr  for  Mixl  Lotnian  has  made 
tiiQm-.  ,  TR^oy  nave  been  made  by  nearly 
^U  his  Co  leagues.  Bat  isolated  debates 
in  this  House  could  never  have  the  effect 
which  this  Report  has  had  in  focussing 
the  attention  of  the  public,  the  country, 
and  the  Empire  upon  the  true  condition 
of  this  great  question  which  affects  the 
destinies  of  Ireland.  But  before  I  pro- 
ceed further,  I  wish  to  be  allowed  to  say 
that  in  dealing  with  this  Report  1  divide 
it  into  two  main  portions ;  first  ol  all, 
the  personal  allegations  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  who  is  a  Member  of 
this  House,  and  against  Mr.  Davitt,  who 
is  not.  So  far  as  the  personal  allegations 
connected  with  the  letters  are  concarned, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  Is  absollitely 
acquitted.  I  have  heard  it  said  during 
this  debate  that  it  has  been  the  habit  of 
hon.  Membjrs  on  this  side  to  make  use 
of  those  letters  in  their  speeches.  There 
»r3  few  Members  of  this  House  who  have 
spoken  more  often  on  this  subject  than  I 
have,  and  I  have  never  mentioned  those 
letters,  and  I  never  heard  a  gentleman  of 
this  side  mention  them.  [Cries  of  "  Oh, 
oh  !  "]  Some  may  cry  "  Oh,"  but  I  can 
say  that  never  have  I  personally  heard 
or  read  in  the  papsrs  of  any  Membsrs 
on  this  side  who  have  made  use  of 
the  forged  letters.  So  far  as  the 
forged  letters  are  concerned,  and  all 
accusations  founded  upon  them,  not  only 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  but  all  those 
Members  who  might  have  been  impli- 
cated, had  those  letters  been  proved  to  be 
true,  are  absolutely  cleared  of  guilt. 
That,  as  far  as  I  cati  see,  is  the  opinion  of 
both  sides  of  the  House.  The  other 
division  which  I  make  is  as  to  the 
allegations  which  have  been  put  forward 
and  which  have,  moreover,  been  sus- 
tained, a^inst  the  Organisation  to  which 
a  considerable  number  of  Members 
below  the  Gangway  are  mentioned  by 
name  as  belonging.  It  has  been  proved 
to  demonstration  that  the  policy  of  the 
Nationalist  Party  is  a  twofold,  a  dual 
policy.  The  policy  of  the  Nationalist 
Party  presented  to  this  House  is  a 
Constitutional  policy,  carried  on  by  Con- 
stitutional means — carried  on  as  any 
othir  policy  would  be  carried  on.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  are  of  opinion,  and 
expressed  the  opinion  in  this  House,  that 
it  would  be  a  good  thing   for    Ireland 


to  have  a  separate  Parliament.  That  is 
the  Constitutional  line  they  have  taken. 
But  there  is  another  policy  which  goes 
hand  in  hand  with  their  Constitutional 
policy  ;  it  is  not  a  Constitutional  policy  ; 
it  is  a  policy  of  treason.  I  may  be  allowed 
to  explain  what  I  mean  by  treason.  I 
take  as  an  instance  the  hou;  Member  for 
one  of  the  Divisions  of  Tipperary  (Mr;  J: 
O'Connor)  who  spoke  in  the  House  th« 
Othex*  nighti  1  take  that  honi  dentlematl 
as  a  perfectly  honest,  square,  and  fair 
opponent.  He  is  not  ashamed  at  all  of 
expressing  in  this  House  what  his  real 
opinions  are  ;  he  has  acknowledged  that 
he  is  a  Fenian.  But  a  FeniaU 
in  the  eye  of  the  State  is  a 
traitor,  and  therefore  in  the  eye  of 
the  law  a  criminal.  But  I  ask  to  be 
allowed  at  once  to  differentiate  between 
such  a  criminal  as  that  and  an  ordinary 
criminal.  A  traitor  is,  no  doubt,  a 
criminal  in  the  eye  of  the  law  of  the 
land  against  which  he  conspires,  but  he 
may  not  be  a  moral  criminal.  If  his 
treason  is  a  treason  agaiust  a  Govern- 
ment which  ought  to  be  destroyed,  I 
look  upon  that  man  not  as  a  traitor  but  a 
patriot.  I  am  sure  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  will  not  disagree  with  that 
doctrine.  Is  there  anyL.;:,  ca  either 
side  of  the  House  who  will  atuj  that  if 
to-morrow  there  is  in  Russia  a  rising 
against  that  detestable  Government, 
which,  if  reports  are  true,  flogs  women 
to  death,  and  shoots  down  defenceless 
men,  the  man  who  rises  against  it, 
though  he  be  a  criminal  in  the 
eye  of  the  Russian  law,  in  the  eye  of  the 
world  at  large  would  be  a  Russian 
patriot?  A  rebel,  if  successful  against 
a  bad  Government,  becomes  a  patriot, 
and  possibly  may  become  a  President.  [If 
he  fails  he  is  hanged.  It  all  de- 
peijids  upon  success.  I  make  this 
statement,  because  I  do  not  wish  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  think,  if  I  use  the  word 
criminal  as  applied  to  traitors  in  the  eye 
of  the  law,  that  for  a  moment  I  associate 
these  criminals  with  ordinary  criminals. 
Now  having  cleared  the  way  so  far, 
having  appealed  to  the  patriotic  instincts 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  which  in  this  House 
take  a  Constitutional  form,  but  do  not  take 
so  Constitutional  a  form  in  other  places,  I 
wish  to  point  out  how  in  this  Report 
that  dual  policy  is  clearly  proved.  How 
did  this  Organisation  start?    It  was  not 
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devised,  nor  was  it  originated  by  tlie  hon. 
Member  for   Cork.     The   hon.    Member 
for  Cork  is  the  leaderof  the  Party  opposite, 
and  more  or  less  represents  the   figure- 
head of  the  Party.     He  is  not  the  execu- 
tive of  the  Party.     The  executive  of  the 
Party  below  the  Gangway  is  represented 
by    Mr.   Davitt,   the   hon.   Member   for 
Mayo,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East    Cork.      They    are    the    principal 
representatives  of  the  executive  of   the 
National  Party.     The  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast  took  at  one  time  a  promi- 
nent part  in  it ;  but  his  civic  honours  have 
rather   interfered   with    his   activity   in 
that  way.     Mr.    Davitt    went    over    to 
America,  and  he  met  there  Mr.Devoy,  and 
between  them  they  devised  a  movement 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  uniting 
a  Constitutional  movement  on  one  side 
with  a  revolutionary  movement   on    the 
other — the   revolutionary   movement    to 
supply  the   dollars,    the     Constitutional 
movement  to  supply  the  garb  in  which 
the    revolutionriry    movement    was     to 
appear  in  the  House  of   Commons   and 
gain  votes.     I  give  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork. the  credit  that  Tie  has   acted  as  a 
political  tailor ;  he  has  cut  out,  fashioned, 
and    sewn    together  the   Parliamentary 
dress  in  which  the  revolutionary  move- 
ment can  appear  without  danger  on  this 
side  of  the  Atlantic.      When   the   hon. 
Member   went  out  to  America  and  met 
Davitt    and   Devoy,  there    was   wanted 
what  is  always   wanted   in   such  cases; 
money.     The  money  to  start  the  Land 
League  in  Ireland  was  furnished  by  what 
is  called  the  **  Skirmishing   Fund  "  that 
is  collected  for  the   amiable  purpose    of 
blowing  up  English  towns  and  injuring 
England  wherever  she  can  be  hit.      The 
hon.   Member  for  Cork  when   he   went 
over  to  America  did  not  adopt  that  Con- 
stitutional method  which  he  adopts  here. 
His   friends   on    the    other   side   of  the 
Atlantic    differed    altogether   from    the 
friends  he  employs  on  English  platforms 
and  in  the  House   v^f   Commons.      The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  when  ho  was  in 
America   made   a   speech   in   which   he 
said — 

**  They  are  a  defenceless  people  in  Ireland. 
The  right  to  carry  arms  is  denied,  and  that 
birthright  of  every  freeman  is  punished  in  Ire- 
land with  imprisonment  for  two  years.  A 
large  body  of  constabulary  is  employed  with 
30,000  soldiers,  and  the  time  may  come  when 
Ireland  will  have  a  chance.  When  she  (Eng- 
Colonel  Saunderson 


land)  is  at  war  and  beaten  to  her  knee8,'ihe  idea 
of  the  Irish  Nationalists  maybe  realised." 

That  is  the  prospective  hope  of  the 
National  Party.  The  Land  League  was 
an'  organisation  with  the  ostensible 
object  of  assisting  Irish  tenants  and 
resisting  unfair  rents  ;  but  what  did  the 
organisers  of  the  Land  League  say  in 
America?  Devoy  stated  that  the  ob- 
ject of  destroying  the  Irish  landlords 
was  to  destroy  the  authority  of  England. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  said — 

"  I  feel  very  confident  that  the  day  is  very 
near  at  hand  when  we  shall  have  struck  the 
first  vital  blow  at  the  land  system  as  it  now 
exists  in  Ireland,  when  we  shall  have  taken  the 
first  step  to  obtain  for  Ireland  that  right  to 
nationhood  for  which  she  has  struggled  so 
long  and  so  well." 

Mr.  Davitt,  a  still  greater  authority  on 
the  policy  of  the  Land  League,  said  that 
in   order  to  oust  the  British  authority 
from  Ireland  it  was  necessary  to  destroy 
the  landlords.       The    hon.  Member  for 
North    Longford    said    that    the    chief 
prop  of  British  rule  in  Ireland  was  the 
landlords.     "  We  seek  to  take  the  prop 
away.'*     Therefore,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  and   his   friends  are  able  to  show 
to     the      revolutionists     and      foreign 
enemies  of  Great  Britain  that  their  land 
movement  in   Ireland   is  not,  as  it  has 
been   described,  a  movement  to  protect 
defenceless  tenants  against  the   rapacity 
of  their  landlords,    but   to  destroy  the 
Irish    landlords  and   so   to   remove   the 
chief     obstacle    to    the     destruction    of 
British  authority.     Irish  Members,  when 
they  go  to  English  and  Scotch  elections,  do 
not  say  one  word  about  "  the  desire  which 
burned  in  the  hearts  of  the  Irish  people 
to   destroy   the    alien   rule."      No,  they 
talk  about  the  union  of  hearts,  and  their 
desire      to      assist      the     downtrodden 
peasantry   against*   rapacious   landlords. 
Now,  let  us  consider  what  is  the  meaning 
of  the  argument   hon.    and  right    hon. 
Gentlemen    opposite    use  in   defending 
the   Land    League    movement.       What 
was   the    character     of     the    argument 
in     that     wonderfully  eloquent    speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for   Mid    Lothian,   a  speech  which 
was  admired  on  both  sides  ?     I  refer  also 
to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the   Member  for    Wolverhampton 
(Mr.   H.   H.   Fowler).     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
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defended  the  Land  League  movement  by 
saying  that  in  interfering  with  it  the 
Government  had  tried  to  strike  at  and 
destroy  the  only  hope  of  the  Irish  tenants 
in  resisting  the  rapacity  of  the  landlords. 
Bnt  is  that  the  ground  on  which  the 
Land  Leskgue  movement  was  originated  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  cuts  the 
ground  from  the  ex-Premier's  argument 
by  a  speech  delivered  at  Brooklyn  on 
January  24,  1880, in  which  he  said,  "Up 
to  the  present  time  there  have  been  no 
evictions."  So  evictions  could  not  have 
caused  the  movement,  and  the  year  1880 
turned  out  to  be  an  exceptionally  good 
year.  There  was  an  abundant  harvest. 
Therefore  the  Land  Bill  of  1881,  brought 
in  as  a  final  and  generous  settlement  of 
the  Land  Question,  had  a  fair  chance  of 
success.  It  followed  a  year  in  which  tlie 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  told  his  American 
friends  there  had  been  no  evictions ;  it 
followed  a  year  in  which  there  had  been 
the  best  harvest  known  for  many  years 
in  Ireland.  What  ought  to  have  been 
the  result  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881 1  It 
would  have  been  imagined  that,  at  any 
rate,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Colleagues  brought  in  this  Bill 
which  conferred  on  the  Irish  tenants 
benefits  which  no  other  tenants  in  any 
other  part  of  the  world  have  received — 
[Cries  of  "  No  ! "] — I  challenge  contradic- 
tion on  this  point.  I  should  like  to  hear 
any  hon.  Member,  no  matter  what  his 
ingenuity  or  range  of  historical  search, 
point  out  any  other  country  where  tenants 
have  received  such  immense  concessions 
as  were  granted  by  the  Land  Act  of 
1881.  I  know  hon.  Members  are  ready 
enough  with  statements  on  public  plat- 
forms, but  let  them  make  them  here 
where  they  can  be  answered.  It  might 
have  been  imagined  I  was  saying  that 
the  result  of  the  passing  of  the  Act 
would  have  been  an  improved  con- 
dition of  things  all  over  Ireland. 
If,  as  the  Radical  Party  say,  the 
object  of  the  Leskgue  was  to  defend 
the  tenants,  it  might  have  been 
thought  that  the  Land  League  would 
slacken  their  efforts  after  the  acceptance 
of  the  Bill  by  Parliament.  But  there 
was  B,xi  increase  of  crime.  After  a  year 
of  no  evictions  and  after  a  very  good 
harvest  and  this  great  legislative  con- 
cession, there  was  an  increase  of  crime ; 
$knd,   therefore,  there  must    have    been 


some  cause  for  it  other  than  agricultural 
failure  or  the  tyranny  of  the  landlords. 
The  most  serious  count  in  the  indictment 
of  the  party  of  the  National  League — 
I  will  say  "  The  League,"  for  I  regard 
the  National  League,  the  Land  League, 
and  the  Ladies'  League  as  practically  one 
— is  that,  far  from  relaxing  its  efforts,  it 
increased  its  efforts.  Crime  in  Ireland 
was  not,  as  hon.  Members  opposite  were 
pleased  to  say,  a  manifestation  of  the 
"wild  justice  of  revenge."  It  was 
simply  the  means  by  which  the  League 
established  its  power  and  authority  over 
a  defenceless  population.  From  1885  to 
1888  there  were  95  agrarian  murders  in 
Ireland  and  141  attempted  murders.  If 
these  had  been  committed  for  revenge, 
the  tyrannical  landlords  would  have  been 
the  ones  to  suffer.  But,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  record  of  these  bloodstains  which 
besmirch  the  history  of  the  League  shows 
that  the  crimes  were  directed  almost 
invariably  against  poor,  weak,  and 
miserable  tenants  and  labourers  in  the 
West  and  South  of  Ireland — men  who 
had  the  manliness  and  courage  to  defy 
the  authority  of  this  criminal  organisa- 
tion. I  have  never  accused  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  of  directly  inciting  to  crime. 
They  are  far  too  wise  for  that.  In  the 
speeches  contained  in  the  Report  it  will 
be  found  that  after  strong  denunciations, 
which  every  Irishman  thoroughly  under- 
stands, there  is  always  a  qualifying 
phrase  which  would  save  them  in  a 
Court  of  Justice. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Is  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  in  order  in  accusing  other 
hon.  Members  of  deliberately  putting 
into  their  speeches  qualifications  to  save 
themselves  from^  legal  consequences  ? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  think  it  is  ex- 
tremely desirable  in  this  debate  that  a 
judicial  tone  should  be  preserved  as  far 
as  possible ;  and  I  must  say  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  other  hon. 
Gentlemen  are  too  wise  to  avoid  putting 
into  their  speeches  what  would  save 
them  from  legal  consequence  is  a  sugges- 
tion very  provocative,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  is  in  any  way  conducive  to  the  judicial 
character  of  the  debate. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON:  If  I  have 
gone  outside  the  bounds  of  Parliament 
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myself   by  the  fiodiii^  of   the  Judges. 

On  page  92  they  say — 

"  W©  fiod  that  some  of  the  respondents,  and 
in  particnlar  Mr.  Davitt,  did  express  bond  pdc 
disapproval  of  crime  aod  outrage,  but  that  the 
reapondenU  did  not  denounce  the  system  of 
mttmidation  which  led  to  crime  and  outrage, 
but  persisted  in  it  with  the  koowledgo  of  its 
effect/' 

"  Persisted  in  it  with  the  knowledge  of 
its  effect !  '*  Perhaps  the  House  will 
allow  me  to  ^ve  an  illustration  of  what 
I  mean.  On  i>a<:^o  41  of  the  Report  wiU 
he  found  a  speech  hy  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  in  which  he 
made  use  of  these  words — 

*'  The  man  who  Roes  back  on  their  orifftnizii- 
tioQi  who  goes  behind  backs  and  pays  while  he 
stands  pledged  to  his  neighbours  to  stand  by 
them,  you  must  treat  blm  aa  what  he  U  \  that 
is  to  s*y«  a  traitor  to  his  people  and  to  his  conn- 
try.  Ton  mnat  make  an  outlaw  of  him  and 
let  DO  honest  man  speak  to  him." 

In  another  speech  he  said  these  men 
were  traitors,  and  *' yon  must  have  no 
mercy  oa  them,*'  It  may  be  said  tire 
hon.  Member  did  not  mean  anything  by 
these  phrases  ;  but  I  want  to  tell  the 
House  how  they  were  understood  and 
acted  upon.  Turn  to  page  79,  and 
you  will  find  that  words  like  theses 
which  went  like  wildfire  round  Ireland, 
had  effect  in  all  parta  of  the  South  and 
West.  Ptiges  78  and  79  contain  a  record 
of  blood.  \lmighte^r\  Hon,  Members 
opposite  may  laugh,  but  no  laughter  in 
the  House  of  Conimons  eaii  wipe 
blood  away.     We  have  here 
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were  going   to  Church.     No  naeiiey  !     I 
say,  Sir,  we  will  have  no  mercj^  on  thes 
murderers  !      These  things  cannot  be  go 
rid  of  by  saying  that  Pigott  was  a  forger  \ 
all    the  forensic   eloquence  of  the    hon 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  will  no 
obliterate   the  record  of  crime  which  ha 
been  at  last  found  by  a  judicial  body  agains 
an  organisation  which  has  been  the  dis 
grace  of  otn*  time, and  which  has,!  believe 
disgraced  in  the  eyes  of   the  world    thf 
^^ood  name  and  the  good  fame  of  Ireland 
It  is  said  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
and  his  friends  ought  not  to  be   blamed] 
for  tlie  woi'ds  and  deed.s  of  subordinates  J 
But  that  I  deny,  for  it  must   be  reraem-i 
he  red    they    were  absolutely  autoci-atic 
and  they  could  have  closed  any   brand 
of   the  League.     Why  did  not  they  take 
steps    to    Cjondemn    the    action   of   thq 
League  in  the  North  and  West  when  thejj 
must  have  known  it  was  leadinLr  to  crime 
and   dastardly   outrage  ?      Nothing  gave 
me    more  pain   in    this    long-continued 
agitation  than  the    injuries  which  hav^ 
been   inflicted    on  dumb  beasts.      I   da 
not    say    that    any    hon.    Member  eveij 
advised  that  cattle  should  be   killed  ot 
maimed,  but  there  is  what  I  would  caU 
as  distinct  from  direct  excitement,    thfl 
^iying  of  a  broad  liint.      Tho  hon.  Mem^ 
her  for  East  Mayo  went   to   Kildare 
further  the  organisation    of  the   League«^ 
and  he  said— 

*'We  have  many   a    farm    lying  idle,  fromi- 
which  DO  rent  can  be   drawn,  and  there   thej 
Hhall    lie;      and    if    tho    landlord    shall    put 
cattle  oa  them,  the  cattle  won't  prosper  vtt 
nauch,*' 


that 
the  record 
of  how  traitors — as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  called  th  em- 
were  treated.  I  do  not  wish  to  read 
many  passages,  but  I  say  that  tlie 
record  is  enough  to  make  one's  blood 
boil.  James  Connor,  who  in  May,  1881^ 
became  tenant  of  some  bog  land,  was 
warned  as  a  land-gn\l>ber,  and  was  shot 
dead  when  driving  to  his  father's 
funeral.  No  mercy  for  traitors  !  Take 
the  case  of  D^mpsey.  This  unfortunate 
man  had  disobeyed  the  Land  Li^ague, 
and  was  murdered  when  going  to  mass 
with  his  children.  He  was  murdered  at 
11  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  yet  no 
evidence  could  be  obtained  against  his 
murderers,  although  many  other  persons 
Colonel  Sannderson 


Wliat  does  that  mean  but  this — that  iS 
some  way   or   other   the  cattle    of  mei 
who  dared  to   confront    thi.s  organisatioij 
were  tn  be  maimed,    mutilated,   or   dea 
troyed  ?      I  do  not  suggest  that  the  hoD 
Member  .said  this  :  I  cannot  say  what  the" 
Member  for  Mayo  even  thought,    but   I 
know  what  Iriish  people  thought  and  hot 
tbey  acted.     If  hon.  Members  read    tb 
Report   they    will  find  that,    acting   o^ 
advice,  at  any   mte,  such   as  this,  cattl| 
were  put  to  torture,  and  in  one  ease  de 
troyed  by  hay  forks,  which   were  thr 
into  them,   the    ends  uf  the  forks  being 
broken  off  and  left  in  their  bodies.     The 
poor  things  were  found  the  next  naorning 
wandering  about  in   a   dying   condition 
The  perpetrators  of  these  detds  deserve 
all   the   reprobation  they  could  receive, 
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and  I  contend  that  a  thousand -fol(J  more 
reprobation  hangs  upon  the  heads  of  the 
men  who  advised  in  that  direction.  I 
will  now  refer  to  the  speech  of  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  whom  I  believe  to 
bu  perfectly  conscientious  in  this  matter. 
In  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  opinion 
all  the  disasters,  woe,  and  misery  in  Ire- 
land are  the  result  not  of  this  political 
organisation,  but  of  the  rack-renting  and 
exterminating  policy  of  the  landlords. 
I  heard  with  a  sigh  of  regret  the  state- 
ment which  he  made.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said-^and  the  House  will 
remember  the  tone  in  which  he  said  it — 

'*I  did  state  on  a  former  occasion  that  I 
believed  that  the  Irish  landlords  had  come  well 
out  of  the  crucial  examination  to  which  they 
were  subjected.  I  founded  that  statement  on 
the  Report  of  Lord  Bessborough's  Commission.'^ 

Then  he  looked  lovingly  on  the  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  and 
added — 

**Now  I  recant  that  opinion.  I  no  longer 
believe  it,  and  my  opinion  was  changed  after 
the  passing  of  the  Bill  of  1881  and  the  ^at 
reductions  made  by  the  Commissions  appointed 
under  that  Bill/' 

and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  those  reductions  clearly  showed 
that  the  landlord  had  been  exacting 
impossible  rents.  I  wonder  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  came  to 
that  conclusion.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  had  some  experience  of  the 
working  of  his  own  Land  Bill,  which  was 
supported  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby,  who  is  foremost 
now  in  calling  down  sXL  the  hatred  and 
loathing  of  mankind  upon  the  Irish  land- 
lords for  asking  for  the  rents  which  he 
himseK  helped  to  fix.  In  the  year  1885 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  made  a  speech  with 
regard  to  the  condition  of  Ireland.  After 
having  had  some  experience  of  the  result 
of  the  working  of  lus  own  Land  Bill  he 
said  the  Irish  Question  was  now  assum- 
ing a  new  position.  He  said  it  was  not 
now,  as  in  former  times,  a  question  of 
the  cruel  grievances  which  Ireland 
had  laboured  under,  for,  thanks  to 
the  patience  and  zeal  and  good  sense 
of  Parliament,  those  grievances  had  one 
by  one  been  removed.  I  should  very 
much  like  to  know  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  became  persuaded  that  the 
VOL.  CCCXLII.    [thibd  sbbibs.] 


Irish  landlords  were  the  chief  causes  of 
Irish  trouble ;  and  that  they  were  ex- 
torting unjust  rents.  Did  he  ever  look 
into  the  figures  ?  They  are  very  remark- 
able.    He    will   find    that  in  the   year 

1882,  the  average  reductions  of  Irish 
rents  were  20*5  per  cent.,  whereas  the 
fall  in  the  prices  of  agricultural  produce 
was  between    25  and  30  per  cent. ;  in 

1883,  the  reductions  of  rent  were  19*5 
per  cent.;  in  1884,  18*7  per  cent. ;  in 
1885,  18-1  per  cent.;  and  in  1886,  24-1 
per  cent.  If  the  Irish  landlords  are  to 
be  condemned,  surely,  the  English  land- 
lords equally  deseinre  condemnation,  for 
I  find  that  in  the  East  of  England  they 
had  to  reduce  rents  30,  40,  and  even  60 
per  cent.,  so  that,  apparently,  they,  too, 
had  been  demanding  extortionate  rents 
in  good  years.  It  is  very  hard  indeed  to 
gather  what  is  the  opinion  of  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  I  am  glad  to  see 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  in  his  place.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  a  speech  at  Bath  the 
other  day — a  speech  on  the  subject  of 
this  Commission.  He  devoted  most  of 
his  time  to  the  savoury  question  of 
Pigott.  He  went  on  to  show  to  what 
distance  he  has  already  got.  As  far  as  I 
can  make  out,  there  is  no  distance  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not 
be  ready  to  go.  It  appears  to  me  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  jealousy  is 
excited  by  the  progress  made  in  this 
House  by  the  Member  for  Mid.  Derby- 
shire, who  is  the  shepherd  of  the  advanced 
section  of  his  Party.  They  appear  to  be 
running  a  race  in  the  direction  of  Radical 
measures,  and  the  diflficulty  is  to 
know  which  will  become  blown  first. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
said — and  I  mention  this  as  an  indication 
of  the  immense  advance  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  made  so  far  as  the  objects 
of  the  combination  called  criminal  con- 
spiracy are  conbemed — that  he  entirely 
agrees  with  them.  What  a  change  in 
four  and  a  half  short  years  !  Four  and 
a  half  years  ago,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  the  man  who,  of  all  others, 
had  a  horror  of  those  conspiracies.  I 
took  the  trouble  to  ascertain  from  sources 
that  are  absolutely  acciirate,  and  that 
can  be  tested,  that  it  cost  the  ratepayers 
of  this  country  £10,000  a  year  to  supply 
police  protection  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  so  that  if  any  hon.  Member 
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of  a  mathemiitical  turn  of  mind  diooscn 
to  make  a  calculation  he  can  ascertiiin 
liow  much  per  square  inch  of  superficica 
the  right  hon  Gen  tie  man  has  cost  the 
country.  At  present,  the  rig;ht  hon. 
Grenth'man  requires  no  police  protection 
at  the  cost  of  the  taxjmyers.  His  Ixdy- 
guard  is  now  furnish td  by  the  Nation- 
alist** and  is  p;iid  for  by  Patrick  Ford,  I 
now  come  to  the  last  i>oint  on  which  1 
desire  to  address  the  House — it  is  the 
connection  which  is  eshiblislied  in  the  Re- 
port between  the  Nationalists  imd  the 
enemies  of  this  countrj^  on  the  otiier  side 
of  the  Atliintic-  The  hon,  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney  has  spoken  to- night 
of  Patrick  Ford,  hut  when  he  got  on  that 
topic  he  walked  like  Agag,  very  delicately. 
I  forget  the  exact  phrase  used  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  but  he  implied 
that  Patrick  Ford  was  at  one  time  a 
gentleman  whi  had  very  wild  views  and 
expressed  very  strong  opinions,  but  that 
since  he  had  l^ecome  the  neck  of  the 
bottle,  or  the  conduit  pipe,  1  believe 
was  the  expression,  through  which  the 
money  filtered  which  supplied  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  with  the  means 
of  carrying  on  the  war,  Mr.  Pa  trick 
Foi"d  has  mended  his  ways.  This 
opinion  with  regard  to  Patrick  Ford  has 
always  been  a  sore  point  with  hon. 
Mcmbei-s  opposite.  T  remember  that  in  a 
debate  a  few  years  ago  I  was  proceed- 
ing to  point  this  out  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— that  it  was  a  very  curious  thing 
that  there  was  in  this  House  a  body 
of  lion  Members  who  were  subsidised 
by  the  enemies  of  p]ngljxnd  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Atlantic.  Great  exception 
was  taken  to  the  point,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Longford  made  a 
spaeoh  immediately  afterwards  in  which 
he  said  that  so  far  from  Patrick  Ford 
being  a  friend  of  the  National  League  he 
had  for  many  years  been  one  of  their 
greatest  enemies,  I  was  astoniished,  I 
must  confess,  to  hear  this,  but  Mr. 
Davitt  directly  afterwards  brought  the 
lion.  Member  for  North  Longford  to  hi* 
bearings,  Mr.  Davitt  wix>te  a  letter  to 
the  Freeftian's  Journal  in  w^hich  he 
said — 

**  I  oannot  conceive  how  Mr.  Healy  quu  have 
made  fnoh  a  Btnteineut  In  the  House  of  Com- 
mona,  tar  to  my  ce*rtain  Ic  now  ledge  three - 
feurths  of  the  money  thftt  hms  eorao  from 
America  to  the  Land  Leaguti  haa  come  through 
Patrick  Ford." 


My  hun.  and  K'amed  l^^riend  opposit^j 
will  find,  if  he  ^ill  refer  to  pitgc  64 
the  Report,  that  Patrick  Ford  haa  l)eeiij 
since  he  hjis  supplied  Nationalists  with 
money,  a  gentleman  of  the  most  vigoroi 
politiciil  Intention  ;  that  hia  intentiond 
contemplated  making  war  on  KnglanJ 
with  dynamite.  I  do  not  wish  to  trouble! 
the  House  with  another  extract ;  everj 
Member  can  read  it  for  himself.  But  at) 
thf  end  of  LS83,  when  Patrick  Ford  wa 
the  conduit  pipe  for  the  Nations 
Letkgue- 

Mb.  T.  HARHINGTON  :  I  am  sure  th« 
lion,  and  gidJant  Member  does  not  wbllj 
to  misstate  anything  in  the  Report.  Nu 
evidence  whatever  was  brought  beforti 
the  Commission,  and  there  is  nothing  at 
all  in  the  Rep>rt  to  justify  the  stateuicol 
that  the  National  League  received 
pemiy  from  Patrick  Ford^  and  it  uevcij 
did. 

Colonel  SAL^DEHSON  :    1   do  no 
know  if  hon.  Members  object  tn  th*;  tcrnj 
National  League 

Mr.  T,  HARRINGTON  :  I  am  spcfik^ 
ing  of  the  National  League  Organisatiotl 
of    which    I    was    m    charge   for   eighl 
years. 

Colonel  SAUNDER80N  :  1  have  th^ 
authority  of  Mr.  Davitt  for  what 
have  said,  Mr.  Davitt  is  a  political  foe  j 
he  is  veiy  outsixiken  and  very  courage^ 
ous,  but  if  he  nutde  a  distinct  stattiment 
to  me,  as  in  this  (^ise,  I  should  certainljj 
belfeve  him*  Mr.  Davitt  said,  in  th6 
letter  I  liavo  quoted,  that  the  Land 
League  received  three-fourths  of  it 
money  through  the  instrumentality 
Patrick  Ford,  and  be  has  since  state 
that  the  National  League  and  the  Lam! 
League  were  the  same.  I  know  th0 
distinction  drawn  by  hon.  Members  belo« 
the  Gangway  opposite  Ix^tween  thd 
National  League  and  the  Land  Leagui 
on  this  point,  but  is  not  this  very  mucll 
like  quibbling'?  The  National 
was  in  truth  simply  an  nhas  of  the  Land 
Leatnic\  Perhaps  T  should  have  don 
Ix^tttr  if  I  had  said  the  League,  for  thci 
I  should  have  included  all  three  League 
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— the  Land  Leagne,  the  National  League, 
and  the  Ladies'  League.  They  were  all 
practically  the  same  organisation,  having 
the  same  objects,  the  same  purposes,  and 
the  same  ends  in  view.  I  will  therefore 
venture  to  point  out  to  the  House  what 
Mr.  Patrick  Ford  said  at  the.  end  of  1883. 
It  is  to  be  found  on  page  64  of  the 
Report,  and  the  fund  spoken  of  is  the 
Emergency  Fund  which  took  the  place  of 
the  Skirmishing  Fund. 

''  The  object  of  this  fund  will  be  to  aid  the 
active  forces  on  the  other  side  in  carrying  on 
the  war  against  the  eneiny.  It  is  unnecessary 
to  enter  into  details.  I  can  only  say  in  a 
general  way  what  1  believe  myself.  I  believe 
in  making  reprisals—'an  eye  for  an  eye  and  a 
tooth  for  a  tooth.'  I  believe  that  every  in- 
former ought  to  die  the  death  of  a  dog.  I 
believe  that  all  the  material  damage  possible 
ought  to  be  inflicted  on  the  enemy,  and  the  war 
against  the  foeman  ought  to  be  persisted  in 
without  quarter  to  the  end.  I  baKeve  that 
England  ought  to  be  plagued  with  all  the 
plagues  of  Egypt  —  that  she  ought  to  be 
scourged  by  day  and  terrorised  by  night.  I 
believe  that  this  species  of  Warfare  ought  to  be 
kept  up  until  England,  hurt  as  well  as  scared, 
falls  paralysed  upon  her  knees." 

That  is  the  position  of  England  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  said  that  they 
might  ultimately  hope  to  attain  their  end. 
There  is  one  other  point  to  which  I  wish 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  before 
I  sit  down.  We  are  told  in  those 
eloquent  speeches  which  have  been  made 
that  there  is  now  a  great  change ;  that 
we  have  now  a  union  of  hearts ;  that  Ire- 
land has  given  up  those  extreme  means 
which  she  has  held  in  past  days. 
How  are  we  to  know  that?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  has  said  so.  But  the 
difficulty  is  to  know  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  absolutely  means  what  he 
says.  I  think  that  it  must  have  struck 
the  House  in  reading  the  Report  that 
over  and  over  again — four  times — the 
Judges  disbelieved  statements  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  accepted 
exactly  the  reverse.  They  disbelieved 
him  in  the  matter  of  the  interview  with 
Le  Caron  i  they  disbelieved  him  in  the 
statement  with  regard.to  the  "  last  link  " 
speech,  and  on  two  other  occasions  they 
disbelieved  his  statement  and  accepted 
exactly  the  opposite.  Why  was  this? 
If  the  House  will  look  at  the  official  Re- 
port they  will  very  easily  see.  In  that 
Report  we  have  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  making  a  most  extraordinary  state- 
ment.    It  was  with   regard   to  u  state- 


ment he  had  made  to  the  House  with 
regard  to  secret  soeieties.  He  was 
asked: — 

"  Do  you  remember  using  these  words  P— 
Yes ;  I  recollect  it  personally. 

Did  you  believe  them  to  be  true  when  you 
said  them  ?  -*  I  cannot  exactly  say  without  read- 
ing the  context  of  the  speech  what  my  view  was 
in  urging  that  argument  ;  but  it  is  possible  I 
was  endeavouring  to  mislead  the  House  on  the 
occasion. 

Do  you  mean  it  is  possible  you  were  en- 
deavouring to  mislead  the  House  on  that  occa- 
sion ?— In  order  to  cut  the  ground  from  under 
the  argument  of  the  Government  in  support  of 
the  Bill.»' 

That  was  to  say,  cut  the  ground  from 
under  the  feet  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  and  his 
friends.     Then  it  went  on : — 

*<  Do  you  mean,  Sir,  by  a  statement  false  in 
fact  and  contrary  to  your  own  opinion  which 
you  have  sworn  to  to-day  P— I  mean  that  it  was 
a  boastful  and  an  exaggerated  statement,  and 
probably  designed  to  mislead  the  House  upon 
the  question  of  the  greater  or  less  existence  of 
secret  societies  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  Pamell,  you  have  used  the  words  'mis- 
lead the  House.'  Have  you  ever,  directly  or 
indirectly,  until  this  moment  withdrawn  that 
statement  P~I  should  think  that  I  have  never 
thought  of  the  statement  from  the  time  I 
used  it  until  now,  or  ever  had  it  brought  under 
my  notice. 

Did  you  or  did  you  not  intend  to  misstate  the 
fact  when  you  made  that  statement  to  the 
House  P— It  IS  very  possible  that  I  did. 

Deliberately  ? — Deliberately  ;  quite  pos- 
sible." 

Now,  if  the  House  will  take  the  trouble 
to  read  the  Report  they  will  see  that  the 
Judges  accepted  the  statement  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  made  in  the 
House  and  disbeUeved  the  statement  he 
made  on  oath  before  the  Commission. 
I  will  leave  those  two  horns  of  the 
dilemma  at  the  service  of  the  hon. 
Member,  on  which  to  hang  his  veracity. 
What  is  the  ground  on  which  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  believe  that  this 
great  change  has  taken  place,  that  the 
goal  of  Irish  nationality,  in  which  the 
extreme  party  across  the  Atlantic  still 
believe,  has  been  absolutely  abandoned 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  and  that 
he  has  adopted  a  new  system  ?  •  I  think 
that  the  statement  I  have  read  out  of  this 
Report  must,  or  at  all  events  ought  to, 
lead  any  hon.  Member  of  this  House 
to  receive  with  a  very  considerable 
amount  of  reservation  any  statement 
which  the  bon.  Member  for  Cork  may 
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make  in  the  future.  For  my  own  part,  I 
say  now,  and  have  always  said,  that  the 
important  part  of  this  Report  is  not  that 
relating  to  the  forgeries,  which  deal  with 
personal  allegations  which  no  doubt  are 
of  deep  importance  to  the  hon  Member 
who  is  attacked  and  the  Party  of  which 
he  is  the  head.  A  personal  allegation  is 
transitory  in  character  and  effect.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  is  mortal ;  he 
might  disappear,  but  his  Party  remain ; 
and  I  venture  to  maintain  that  all  the 
grounds  of  allegations  against  that  Party, 
against  their  methods,  their  objects,  their 
aims,  and  the  goal  they  seek  to  attain 
have  been  absolutely  proved  in  the 
Report  now  submitted  to  the  House.  I 
venture  to  ask  the  House  whether  tlie 
Report  does  not  amply  justify  the 
attitude  which  the  Irish  minority  has 
assumed  with  regard  to  this  policy  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Hackney  has  stated  that  behind  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  is  the  nation  ;  behind 
myself  is  the  Irish  minority,  a  minority 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's 
own  friend  and  colleague,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bridgeton,  has  called  "  that 
other  Ireland  "  which  owes  no  allegiance, 
and  never  will,  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.  That  Report  justifies  the  deter- 
mination which  we  have  openly  ex- 
pressed, for  no  man  with  one  particle  of 
courage  or  self-respect,  be  he  high  or  be 
he  low,  will  consent,  if  he  can  avoid  it, 
to  submit  himself  to  the  authority  of 
such  an  organisation  as  that  which  is 
branded  with  infamy  in  this  Report. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  have  challenged 
the  Government  to  impeach  them  or  to 
prosecute  them  at  law.  I  quite  admit  that  it 
is  outside  the  possibility  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  admit  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  have  managed  to  keep 
themselves  outside  the  law.  We  cannot 
arraign  them  before  a  jury  of  their 
fellow  countrymen,  but  tliey  can  be 
arraigned  before  the  opinion  of  the 
British  Empire.  ["  St.  Pancras."]  The 
hon.  Member  opposite  refers  to  the 
result  of  the  St.  Pancras  election.  No 
one  can  regret  the  result  of  that  election 
more  than  I  do,  but  that  election  has 
taught  us  that  the  revulsion  of  feeling 
in  public  opinion  which  has  been  pointed 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Ijothian  is,  at  all  events,  only  a  compara- 
tively small  one.  The  majority  altogether 
Colonel  Saunderson 


only  comes  to  79,  which  will  not  be  likely 
to  shake  the  foundations  on  which  the 
Unionist  Government  stand.  When 
this  Report  is  known  and  studied,  as  it 
will  be  known  and  studied,  and  more 
than  a  mere  partial  view  of  the  summary 
at  its  end  is  taken,  it  will  be  driven 
home,  as  it  should  be  driven  home,  to 
the  minds  of  all  that  the  organisation 
and  the  policy  represented  by  hon. 
Members  opposite  below  the  Gang- 
way and  their  friends  above  the 
Gangway  must  be  universally  con- 
demned by  all  right-thinking  men. 

*(11.400  Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY 
(Londonderry) :  I  have  listened  with  a 
great  deal  of  attention  to  the  very  long, 
very  vehement,  and  rather  discursive 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  gaUant  'Member 
who  has  just  sat  down,  and  I  find  that 
there  are  only  two  declarations  in  that 
speech  with  which  I  can  agree.  The 
first  is  the  declaration  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  that  he  represents  the 
minority  in  Ireland.  It  is  a  very  small 
minority  even  in  that  Ulster  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  boasted  he  represents 
in  this  House.  I  agree  with  him  when  he 
says  that  he  and  his  friends  arraign  ns 
before  the  public  opinion  of  the  British 
Empire.  No  doubt  they  can  do  that, 
and  they  have  done  so  already,  but  how 
have  they  succeeded?  The  answer  has 
been  given  by  the  constituencies  of  the 
British  Empire  at  the  late  bye  elections 
to  this  arraignment.  The  late  bye 
election  at  North  St.  Pancras  practically 
turned  upon  the  question  whether  the 
Irish  Members  and  their  Party  were/  or 
were  not,  deserving  of  condemnation. 
And  what  was  the  result?  Why,  the 
victory  passed  into  the  hands  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  who  support  the  Irish 
Members.  They  talk  of  arraigning  us 
before  the  British  Empire,  but  I  wonder 
what  is  it  that  hinders  them  from 
arraigning  us  before  the  House  itself. 
If  we  are  open  to  the  charges  made  by 
hon.  Members  opposite  what  is  it  that 
prevents  them  from  moving  our  expul- 
sion 1  If  these  are  the  opinions  of  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  why  have  they  not 
the  courage  of  them?  Why  do  they 
refrain  from  moving  our  expulsion,  so 
that  we  may  go  back  to  our  oonstiiuen- 
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cies  and  see  what  they  have  to  say  about 
it  ?  I  do  not,  however,  propose  to 
analyse  to  any  great  length  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member.  Time 
will  not  permit  me  to  do  so.  I  think, 
however,  he  has  made  an  artistic 
mistake  in  deserting  his  familiar  paihs  of 
humorous  denunciation  in  order  to 
appear  severe  and  philosophic.  One 
sentence  of  his  was  indeed  generous,  but 
we  cannot  accept  his  generosity.  He 
offered  to  make  us  a  valuable  present, 
for  he  offered  to  baqueath  to  us  all 
that  is  left  of  the  late  lamented 
Pigott.  He  (Colonel  Saunderson)  and 
his  leaders  made  all  the  use  they 
could  of  Pigott  while  he  lived,  and 
squeez3d  the  sponge  until  it  was  very 
dry.  We  now  decline  to  accept,  at  his 
hands  even,  in  the  form  of  a  peace 
offering,  any  memorial  of  the  dead 
Pigott.  And  now  I  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  back  to  the 
question  from  which,  as  it  seems  to  me, 
we  have  lately  been  somewhat 
wandering,  namely,  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  and  how  that  Report  is  to  be 
dealt  with.  I  will  pass,  therefore,  from 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  delivered  as  they  were  with 
all  that  Captain  Bobadil,  or  Bombastes 
Furioso,  fire  and  energy  which  are  so 
charactaristic  of  the  speeches  he  delivers 
in  this  House.  We  have  discussed  all 
these  topics  years  and  years  ago  in  this 
House,  and  I  think  that  hardly  a  single 
statement  was  made  by  the  ^lant 
Colonel  that  was  not  in  the  nature  of 
what  in  American  phraseology  is  termed 
"an  old  chestnut."  I  should  like, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
in  the  short  time  left  at  my 
disposal,  to  make  one  or  two 
statements  relative  to  matters  personal  to 
myself.  I  trust  the  House  will  excuse 
my  taking  up  their  time  even  though 
for  a  few  sentences  only  in  dealing  with 
personal  matter.  But  I  have  read  a 
speech  which  was  made  in  this  House 
yesterday,  during  my  absence,  a  speech 
of  which  I  had  had  no  notice  what- 
ever, and  I  feel  compelled  to  ask  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  personal 
explanation  which  that  speech  hps 
rendered  necessary.  I  fancy  there  is 
on  either  side  of  the  House  only 
one  Member  who  could  have  made  so 
grave,  so   serious,  and,  I  would  say,  so 
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monstrous  a  charge  against  a  fellow. 
Member  without  having  given  him  the 
slightest  notice  that  such  a  charge  was 
to  be  brought  forward.  Had  I  known 
that  the  charge  was  to  have  been  made 
I  should  have  been  in  my  place  yesterday, 
and  I  should  have  answered  in  a  speech 
of  ten  minutes  the  statement  then  made, 
and  thus  have  saved  the  House  the 
trouble  of  listening  to  me  at  this  hour  of 
the  evening.  The  charge  to  which  I 
allude  was  made .  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  North  Antrim  (Sir  C. 
Lewis),  and  it  had  reference  to  certain 
books  which  he  said  were  not  produced 
before  the  three  Judges.  The  books 
referred  to  were  the  books  of  the 
National  League  of  Great  Britain,  an 
organisation  belonging  to  this  country 
alone,  and  having  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  operations  carried  on  under 
the  much  more  important  and  influential 
National  League  of  Ireland.  In  the 
coarse  of  his  remarks  the  hon.  Baronet 
paid  me  a  genteel  compliment,  and  I 
trust  that  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  whose  opinions  I  value, 
will  retain  the  good  opinions  thus  ex- 
pressed of  me  after  I  have  made  my 
statement.  The  hon.  Baronet  said  I  had 
been  ordered  by  the  Judges  to  state,  and 
that  I  had  made  an  affidavit  stating,  that 
the  documents  and  books  of  the  English 
League  were  in  my  possession  ;  then,  the 
hon.  Baronet  remarked — 

*'  Would  it  be  believed  that  in  that  affidavit 
were  scheduled  several  of  the  books  ;  " 

and  he  gives  the  names  of  some  of  them 

*  Which  were  to  have  been  produced  before  the 
Ck)urt,  and  the  hon.  Member  swore  that  those 
books  were  in  his  possession  and  that  they 
should  be  produced  before  the  Commission,  and 
they  were  not  produced  before  the  Commission." 

The  hon.  Baronet  went  on  to  imply  a 
charge  against  me  which  I  think  hon. 
Members  when  they  hear  it  will  say 
amounted  to  nothing  short  of  a  charge 
of  false-swearing.     He  said — 

**It  is  stated  that  some  mistake  had  been 
made.  An  affidavit  on  oath  by  a  Membtr  of  the 
Legislature— is  that  a  mistake  ?  *' 

Now  the  hon.  Baronet  began  those  sen- 
tences by  asking  would  it  be  believed  that 
such  a  thing  could  have  happened. 
Now  let  me  ask  this  question,  and  I  put 
it  in  the  same  form  as  that  of  the  hon. 
Baronet.     Would  it  be  believed  that  the 
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hon.  Gentleman  was  making  a  gross 
and  flagnuit  mis-s<Atement  of  the  facts 
(A  tlie  case,  and  that,  to<:»,  in  my 
absence  ?  He  stated  in  the  c«:*urse  of  his 
speech,  in  reply  t*)  some  intrfrnipti\>n, 
that  he  had  his  specttw^IeK  on  and  lv^uM 
read-  Why,  I  ask,  did  lie  710 1  pnt  hie 
apGctacleB  on  and  read  the  Report  of  the 
learned  Judges,  telling  the  House  what 
those  gentlemen  Jiad  said  abc»iit  the 
matter  of  fact  ?  The  hon.  Baronet  liad 
the  Report  in  his  hands,  and  quoted  from 
it  once  and  again  ;  hnt  instead  uf  qnoting 
from  it  ho  made  a  tiagrant,  an  ontnigeons 
— I  will  not  use  a  stronger  phrase,  but  I 
must  call  it  a  calumnious  statement 
about  an  absent  Member.  Here  is  the 
whole  subsianca  of  the  matter.  Here  is 
v\'hat  the  learned  Judges  sjiy.  I  quote 
their  actual  wonis.  The  hon.  Baranet  said 
I  had  hiwi  the  Ixioks  in  my  actual  posses- 
sion, and  tliat  I  swore  I  would  produce 
thenij  and  did  not  do  so.  Hear  what  the 
Judges  say — 

"Mr.  Justifi  McCarthy,  M.P.,  in  an  ftttidnvit 
he  made  on  Uct«-ber  19,  1888,  stated  that  he 
had  ohtfiiijtid  &  Jigt  of  hooka  rfluting  to  the 
League,  nud  which  he  was  wjlliog  nhould  he 
produced  in  our  CoiirL'* 

That  ia  a  clear,  exact,  and  occumte  statt^- 
raent  of  the  fact.  T  applied  to  the  Secre- 
fiary  of  the  League,  fcli rough  my  solicitor, 
Mr,  Lewis,  for  a  list  of  the  Ixuiks  in  his 
I)ossessjoT»,  and  having  got  that  list  1  swore 
that  I  hid  roceived  it,  and  was  perfectly 
wilLincr  that  all  the  ix)oks  in  tlie  lint  t^In mid 
be  produeud.  I  never  s wo i*e  that  I  had  the 
books  in  my  p  ssession,  and  could  not 
have  sworn  an^-thing  of  the  kind.  Kven 
the  counsL^l  for  the  TiKi*'H  —  I  do  not 
mean  the  hon,  aud  learned  Gentlenian 
the  Attorney  General,  hut  Air.  Murphy 
— used  the  phrase,  "Thnse  VK>ok8  and 
documents  which  were  t*?chnica11y  in  your 
possession  as  President  uf  the  L:'ague." 
But  althttugh  tliey  were  thus  in  rny 
IKJSsesaion  technically,  I  had  no  possession 
of  them  otherwise.  Counsel  for  the  Tu(i*f< 
called  on  me  to  prtdiu*^'  them.  I  had  a 
list  of  them,  and  had  made  affidavit  that 
I  ha*l  that  lint,  as  the  Judges  have  shtted, 
and  as  far  as  I  was  concerned  1  was  piT- 
fcctly  willing  that  the  books  should  he 
produced  in  Court.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  the  House  what  does  it  think 
of  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  who, 
with  the  Commissionei^'  Report  in  his 
Mr,  JttBtin  McCarthy 


hands  and  professing  in  every  other  S€«n- 
tence    to   quote    from     it,    neveilheless  ] 
delilierately   stattd    that  1  swore   I  hfid  ' 
the  b<x>ks,  that  I  would  produce  them,  | 
and    that  I    did  not  do  so?     I  ask  the 
liuusc,  can  tliere  be   any  mistake  aliout  I 
the  statement  made  on  oath  by  a  Member] 
of   the    Ijegislatui'e  ?      Is   not   the     hon, 
R^ronot's  assertion  the  more  outrageous] 
and  the  more  flagitious,  liecause  in  thi#] 
House  only  the  other    night   the    right] 
hon.    Gentleman    the    President    of    the  | 
Board  of  Trade   (Sir  M.    Hicks   Besch) 
coinmented   on   the   abwnce   of   certain  ^ 
btM>k8    and    their    non-prtxluction,     but 
being,  as  he  is,  a  gentleman  and  a  man 
of  honour,  he  rea<l  f  1*001   the   He]Jort   of 
the    Judges    the    passjige    I    have    just 
quoted,   and    ma<le    !io   t-omment    what- 
ever   in    disparagement   of   me    or    my 
pemonal  integrity.    Why,  therefore,  with 
this  Report  l:>efore  him,  did  the  hon.  Baro-  1 
net  tlie  Member  for  North  Antrim  persist ' 
in  putting  before  the  House  so  gross  and  I 
sri  monstrous  a  mis-statement  ?     But^  Sir,  1 
I  confess  I  am  not  surprised.     I  have  said  ' 
there    was    only    one    Member    of    thin 
House    who  could    be  guilty   of  makio^j 
such  a  statement  without  having  givL»n^ 
notice  to  the  man    whose  chai-aeter   he 
intended   h  •   attack.      Them   are   many 
Mem  be  1*8  of   this  House  w  ho  know  the 
history — the     modern     histoiy — of    th&l 
City  of  Derry,   and  they    will  perfectly  I 
urderstand  tlie  meaning  of  the  hon.  Bai'o-  f 
net*s  attack.  The  hon.  Baronet  spoke  of  me  I 
as  his  successor  in  the  representation  of 
Derry,  and  he  alsosuid  agootl  deal  about  [ 
the  Report  of  the  Judges.     But  T  would 
remind  the   hon»    Baronet  tliat  there   i«j 
another   Judges*  HepoH  to  l:»e  ftaind  iu] 
the  Library  of  this  Honse  which    relates] 
to  the  City  of    Derry  and    to  a    certain  ^ 
election  thei-e,  and  which  show^s  how  the  I 
hon.    Baronet   lost   his    seat — a    Report] 
which    hon.  Members   might    find   veryl 
interesting    in   the    perusal.      The  hon. 
Baronet    is   a   lav\yer    of  the  school  of^ 
♦Sampson  Brass. 


It   lx?ing  midnight,  the  T>ri'arf 
adjourned, 

Debate  to  be  resumed  to-morrow. 


^tCKKlj 


House  adjoumitd  nt  live  miiiuti^fi 
after  Twelve  o*cdock.| 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  1th  March,  1890. 


UCBNSING    ACT,     1872,    AMENDMENT     RILL. 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Licenaing  Act,  1872,  as 
to  grantiDg  licences  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
Uqnon  at  railway  stations  —Was  presented  by 
the  Earl  Beauchamp;  read  ]";  to  be  printed; 
and  to  be  read  2*  on  Friday  next.    (No.  35.) 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS  OFFICES. 

First  Report  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, considered  (according  to  order). 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY  :  I  beg  leave 
to  move  the  adoption  of  this  Report. 
The  onlj  point  of  importance  in  it,  as  far 
a3  I  know,  is  the  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  that  an  allowance  of  <£  1,500 
par  annum  should  be  awarded  to  Mr. 
Disraeli,  as  a  psnsion  in  consideration  of 
his  sarvices.  I  should  mention  that 
although  Mr.  Disraeli  has  had  only  15 
years'  sjrvice  in  this  House,  his  aggre- 
gate pjriod  of  employment  in  the  public 
Bervic3  has  extended  over  no  less  a  period 
than  48  years. 

Repart  agreed  to. 

COM:MtTrEE  OK  SELEOriO.V  FOU 
STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Report  from.  That  the  Committee  have 
added  the  Earl  of  Kimberley  to  the 
Standing  Committee  for  Bills  relating  to 
Law,  ikc,  for  the  Consid.'ration  of  the 
Colonial  Courts  of  Admiralty  Bill.  Read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  T.ible. 

EDUC.VnON  (SCOJL.\ND,.. 
•Lord  NORTON  :  My  Lords,  I  b  jg  t  > 
move  for  the  Returns  of  which  I  have 
given  notice.  I  want  to  siy  one  word 
as  to  the  reason  why  those  Returns 
should  be  presented  to  your  Lordships. 
At  this  moment  everybody  knows  there 
is  a  great  cry  for  free  education,  whatever 
that  m  ^y  mean,  and  what  has  been  done 
in  Scotland  h'vs  been  quoted  as  an 
authority  or  as  a  precedent  for  imitation 
in  England.  What  the  Scotch  Act  does 
is  out  of  the  Treasury  Funds  to  free 
parents  in  Scotland  of  every  class  from 
paying  anything  for  the  education  of 
their  children  in  State-aided  schools. 
Anything  that  the  Treasury  may  pay  for 
is  supposed  to  be  free,  and  even  those 
who  recoG^nise  the   Treasury  as  merely 
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collective  taxes,  call  that  free  education, 
which  is  paid  for  out  of  the  Treasury, 
so  as  to  free  parents  who  use  the  schools 
from  paying  anything  more  than  all 
taxpayers  pay  in  common.  These  Re- 
turns will  show,  in  the  first  place,  the 
primary  provision  made  by  the  Scotch 
Act  to  free  from  fees  is  wholly  in- 
adequate. The  Act  appropriates,  in  the 
first  instance,  the  balance  of  the  Probate 
Duties  after  two  prior  charges  for  the  pur- 
pose. It  turns  out  that  the  sum  required 
last  year  was  £240,000,  and  that  those 
prior  chaiges  amounted  to  £280,000.  So 
that,  as  regards  this  primary  provision 
for  free  education  in  Scotland,  the  real 
amount  of  it  was  a  minus  quantity  of 
£40,000  in  the  year.  But  the  provision 
has  been  made  from  Excise  licences ;  so 
that  the  main  support  of  free  education 
in  Scotland  is  from  consumption  of 
whisky.  The  harder  they  drink  the 
more  available  the  provision  for  free 
education. 

**  Nunc  est  blbendum,  nunc  pede  libero 
Docenda  tellus." 

But,  even  with  Excise  Duties,  the  pro- 
vision must  fall  short  of  its  intention  to 
free  from  all  payment  fees.  The 
Return  will,  1  believe,  show  that  two- 
thirds  of  the  schools  are  relieved  from  the 
payment  of  fees  only  in  respect  of  infants ; 
that  some  are  relieved  from  fees  up  to 
the  Third  Standard ;  that  some  schools 
are  relieved  from  fees  up  to  the  Fifth 
Standard,  and  only  a  few  of  them  from 
all  fees.  There  is  another  ^wint  to  which 
I  should  draw  attention.  These  Returns 
will  show  that  it  is  far  easier  to  make  a 
distribution  of  public  money  among  the 
almost  universal  Board  schools  of  Scotland 
than  it  could  possibly  be  among  the 
schools  of  England,  one  half  of  which 
are  voluntary.  It  is  clear  from  that  one 
distinction  there  can  be  no  inference 
whatever  made  from  the  Scotch  Act  to 
what  would  suit  England.  The  Returns 
will  also  show  that  some  Boards  are  to 
be  allowed  under  the  seventh  paragraph 
of  the  Education  Minute  to  receive  this 
relief  while  still  maintaining  some  schools 
charging  fees.  Your  Lordships  ought 
also  to  be  in  possession  of  information 
as  to  the  regulation  which  has  been  made 
by  the  Education  Department  in  Scotland 
for  those  schools  which,  under  the  En- 
dowments Act  of  1882,  already  had  funds 
for  the  payment  of  fees.  The  Return 
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will  show  that  in  Edinbugh  and  Glasgow, 
and  in  how  many  other  towns,  there  have 
been  public  meetings  held  toprotestagainst 
this  distribution  of  public  money  in  pay- 
ment of  fees.  They  call  it  a  class-distribu- 
tion and  find  fault  with  it  as  not  having 
taken  a  fair  average  of  fees  throughout 
the  Kingdom,  and  still  allowiog  some  fees 
to  be  paid,  which,  they  say,  is  contrary  to 
the  principle  of  perfect  equality  in  the 
parochial  schools  of  Scotland.  I  hope, 
my  Lords,  that  if  these  Returns  are  at  all 
what  I  expect  they  must  be,  we  shall 
have  an  end  of  the  quotation  of  the 
Scotch  Act  as  a  precedent  which  it  is 
desirable  should  be  followed  in  En^'land. 

Moved — 

**  That    there   be  \  laid    before  this  ]  House 
Returns  showing — 

How  much  relief  from  fees  has  been  given 
to  parents  sending  children  to  State- 
aided  Schools  in  Scotland  from  the 
balance  of  Probate  Duty  so  appropriated 
by  the  Act  of  last  Session  ; 

How  much  from  other  taxes,  and  what  taxes  ; 

In  how  many  schools  such  relief  has  been 
accepted 

i.  For  infants  only  : 
ii.  For  scholars  up  toThird,Standard  ; 
iii.  Up  to  Fifth  Standard ; 
iv.  For  all ; 

How  many  voluntary  schools  have  accepted 
Buch  relief,  and  what  proportion  of  the 
3,120  schools  are  voluntary  ; 

How  many  boards  have  been  allowed  under 
paragraph  7  of  the  Minute  of  26th 
August,  1889,  to  maintain  some  schools 
charging  fees ; 

What  is  the  regulation  made  for  schools  which 
by  schemes  under  the  Endowment  Act, 
1882,  have  funds  for  payment  of  fees, 
and  the  number  of  such  schools ; 

In  what  places  dissatisfaction  has  been 
expressed  at  the  grants  not  covering  all 
fees  up  to  the  ^highest.*' — {The  Lord 
Norton,) 

♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
SCOTLAND  (The  Marquess  of  Lothian)  : 
My  Lords,  I  wish  very  much  for  my  own 
sake,  and  for  the  sake  of  your  Lordships 
also,  that  I  had  been  able  at  once  to 
assent  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  has  asked  for  the  Returns 
of  which  he  has  given  notice  ; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
ideas  with  regard  to  the  Returns  which 
have  been  asked  for  by  the  noble  Lord 
are  based  partly  upon  ignorance  of  the 
state  of  matters  as  they  now  are, 
and  partly  upon  a  misapprehension  of 
the  state  of  matters  which  has  been 
brought  about  by  the  Local  Government 
Act  of  last  year.  The  noble  Lord  has 
Lo7'd  Noi'tort. 


asked  for  these  Returns  apparently  upon 
the  ground  that  they  will  convey  infor- 
mation to  your  Lordships  which  you  are 
not  already  in  possession  of.  With  the 
exception,  perhaps,  of  the  very  last  para- 
graph of  the  noble  Lord's  Motion  for 
Returns  your  Lordships  are  already  in 
possession  of  all  the  fects,  so  far  as  it  is 
possible  for  those  who  are  not  within  the 
Department  to  be  acquainted  with  them 
One  passage  in  the  noble  Lord's  speech 
filled  me  with  astonishment.  He  began 
by  saying  that  he  moved  for  these  Re- 
turns in  order  to  show  that  the  working 
and  results  of  the  Scotch  Act  would 
not  give  ground  for  the  adoption  of  the 
system  in  England  ;  and  then  he  pro- 
ceeded to  say  in  the  very  next  sentence 
that  the  circumstances  were  in  England 
so  absolutely  different  from  those  in 
Scotland  that  the  working  of  the  Scotch 
Act  could  afford  no  guide  whatever  as 
to  whether  the  same  course  should  be  fol- 
lowed in  England  or  not.  That  is  all  I 
have  to  say  with  regard  to  the  remarks 
which  have  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord; 
but  I  should  like  to  refer  somewhat  in 
detail,  if  your  Lordships  will  allow  me,  to 
the  Motion  for  Returns  which  has  been 
made.  The  first  Return  asked  for  is  as 
to  how  much  relief  from  fees  has  been 
given  to  parents  sending  children  to 
State-aided  schools  in  Scotland  from  the 
balance  of  the  Probate  Duty  so  appro- 
priated by  the  Act.  That  means  to 
say  that  in  giving  relief  from  the 
payment  of  fees  some  sort  of  donation 
has  been  made  to  parents.  But  that  is  a 
total  misapprehension  of  the  matter. 
There  is  no  payment  in  regard  to 
parents  whatever  under  the  Minute  of 
the  Privy  Council  dated  the  26th 
August;  the  payments  for  fees  have  been 
made  to  the  managers  of  State-aided 
schools,  the  entire  number  of  schools 
being  3,126.  That  payment  is  directed 
not  to  the  relief  of  the  parents  directly, 
but  in  order  to  enable  the  managers  of 
the  State-aided  schools  to  relieve  them 
from  dependence  upon  the  payment  of 
fees  as  far  as  they  could  under  the 
Minute  of  the  26th  August.  That  is  the 
object  of  it.  There  is  no  direct  relief  to 
parents ;  I  acknowledge,  of  course,  that 
there  is  relief ;  but  from  the  notice  for  the 
Return  which  the  noble  Lord  asks  for,  he 
appears  to  think  that  direct  aid  is  given 
to  the  parents.  Then,  with  regard  to  the 
second    Return,   the   noble   Lord,    after 
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speaking  of  the  balance  of  Probate  Duty- 
appropriated  by  the  Act  of  last  Session, 
asks  how  much  relief  has  been  given 
from  other,  and  what,  taxes.  It  is  simply 
impossible  for  me  to  say  from  what 
special  taxes  this  relief  is  given.  Under 
the  Local  Government  Act  of  Jast  Session 
— I  think  it  is  Section  19 — the  Probate 
Duty  as  far  as  it  went,  the  Excise  Duty, 
and  the  Licensing  Duty,  which  the  noble 
Lord  objects  to  so  much,  were  taken  to- 
gether; but  upon  those  duties  there 
were  first  charges,  not  two,  as  he  sug- 
gested, but  a  great  many  more.  There 
were  charges  for  pauper  lunatics,  police, 
roads,  for  medical  re  lief,  and  a  small  charge 
in  respect  of  the  Highlands  and  Islands, 
amounting  altogether  to  £330,500. 
The  total  amount  for  the  half- 
year  from  those  two  sources  which  are 
available  for  relief  from  the  payment  of 
fees  for  education  from  the  31st  October 
to  the  31st  March  now  approaching  was 
£499,800.  Deducting  the  £330,500 
from  that  sum  you  have  for  the  relief  of 
education  fees  for  the  six  months  ending 
31st  March  £169,300,  not  £240,000  as 
I  understood  the  noble  Lord  to  say. 

*  Lord  NORTON  :  I  beg  pardon ;  I 
only  said  there  was  a  sum  of  £240,000 
required  for  freeing  from  fees  and  from 
the  Probate  Duty,  after,  from  charges 
only,  a  negative  £40,000  available. 

*The  Marquess  op  LOTHIAN:  The 
Probate  Duty  came  to  £234,300  :  the 
noble  Lord  is  practically  right  so  far. 
But  that  does  not  cover  the  whole  amount 
necessary  to  be  provided  for  freeing 
education,  and,  therefore,  it  has  to  be 
supplemented  by  the  Licensing  Duties. 
But  it  is  all  settled  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  and  all  the  noble  Lord  has  to 
do,  if  he  disapproves  of  the  system,  is  to 
ask  for  the  repeal  of  the  Act,  which  can 
only  be  done,  of  course,  by  Par- 
liament. Then  that  sum,  which  is 
not  £240,000,  as  I  thought  the 
noble  Lord  stated,  but  £169,000,  has 
enabled  relief  to  be  given  to  the  amount 
of  6s.  6d.  for  every  child  where  the  pay- 
ments have  been  made.  Of  that  sum, 
2s.  6d.  was  paid  in  October,  another 
2s.  6d.  in  January,  and  there  remains 
Is.  6d.  still  to  be  paid.  But  in  saying 
that,  I  must  state  that  that  is  a  matter  of 
estimate  only,  because,  until  the  Probate 
and  Excise  Duties  are  ^ent  into  the 
Treasury,  it  is  impossible  to  say 
exactly     what    the    amount     will   be; 


but  still  I  think  the  amount  I 
have  mentioned — 6s.6d. — will  be  available 
as  an  average  for  every  child  in  Scotland. 
I  think  that,  in  asking  for  the  Returns, 
the  noble  Lord  also  has  in  his  mind  that 
this  is  a  fixed  amount ;  but  the  amount 
is  by  no  means  fixed.  It  is  subject  to 
two  variations ;  in  the  first  place,  if  the 
number  of  children  is  very  largely  in- 
creased, as,  of  course  it  may  be,  iu  any 
sum  that  has  to  be  divided  among  them, 
though  the  aggregate  remains  the  same, 
the  special  allowance  for  each  individual 
child  will  be  less;  and,  on  fche  other 
hand,  if  the  amount  should  prove  to  be 
greater,  the  sum  available  for  distribucion 
would  be  larger.  Again,  there  may  be  a 
variation  in  the  Probate  and  Excise 
Duties — they  are  no  doubt  subject  to 
variation.  1  mention  that  to  show  that 
it  is  absolutely  impossible  to  say  what  the 
amount  for  each  child  will  be  in  the 
future.  On  these  grounds,  my  Lords, 
again  I  need  hardly  say  thatitis  absolutely 
impossible  for  me  to  state  what  the  effect 
of  the  Returns  asked  for  under  the  first 
two  heads  would  be,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  of  any  benefit  to  give  them. 
As  I  have  said  before,  the  noble  Lord 
seems  to  me  to  put  his  question  under  a 
misconception.  With  regard  to  the  third 
question  as  to  the  number  of  schools  in 
which  the  relief  has  been  accepted,  I 
think  if  the  noble  Lord  refers  to  the 
Minute,  he  will  see  that  it  is  im- 
possible under  the  terms  of  the 
Minute  already  referred  to  to  give 
a  Return  in  that  form.  It  would  be 
quite  contrary  to  the  terms  of  the 
Minute,  because  there  is  no  distinction 
made  in  it  between  infants  and  scholars 
up  to  the  Third  Standard;  and  not 
only  that,  but  with  regard  to  the 
form  of  the  Return  asked  for  up 
to  the  Fifth  Standard,  under  the  terms 
of  that  Minute,  a  certain  amount  of  free 
education  must  have  been  continued  up 
to  the  Fifth  Standard,  but  beyond  that  the 
Minute  does  not  touch  upon  the  point. 
I  have  already  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
noble  Lord  a  Minute  which,  I  think,  will 
give  him  all  the  information  he  requires, 
and  I  shall  be  quite  ready  to  place  that 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  With 
regard  to  the  next  question,  how  many 
voluntary  schools  have  accepted  such 
relief  and  what  proportion  of  the  3,120 
schools  are  voluntary,  I  am  able  to  inform 
the  noble  Lord  that  out  of  the  3,126 
K  2 
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schools  I  have  mentioned,  488  are  volun- 
tary, but  those  which  have  accepted  pay- 
ments in  relief  of  fees  upon  the  condi- 
tions of  the  Minute  of  August  26th, 
1889,  are  472  in  number  ;  there  are  only 
16  remaining,  and  those  schools  do  not 
ask  for  the  grant  at  all.  With  regard  to 
the  next  question,  how  many  Boards  have 
been  allowed  under  the  Minute  of  August 
26th  to  maintain  schools  charging  fees,  I 
have  to  say  that  the  number  of  schools 
charging  fees  are  44  under  the  manage- 
ment of  26  Boards.  Then,  with 
regard  to  the  next  question  as  to  the 
regulations  for  schools,  which,  by 
schemes  under  the  Endowment  Act, 
1882,  have  funds  for  the  payment  of  fees 
and  the  number  of  such  schools,  I  think 
your  Lordships  will  see  that  it  is  simply 
impossible  for  me  to  give  the  Return 
desired  by  the  noble  Lord.  In  the  first 
place,  if  113  will  refer  to  the  85fch  sec- 
tion of  the  Local  Government  Act  he  will 
find  the  terms  upon  which  the  regulations 
are  made.  Every  single  case  has  to  be 
considered  upon  its  own  merits.  Some 
of  these  endowments  have  alternative 
schemes  for  the  us9  of  money  which  has 
hden  dedicated  to  free  education ;  but, 
as  a  general  rule,  where  there  is  no  regu- 
lation under  the  Endowment  Schemes, 
and  where  it  has  been  necessary  to 
consider  what  was  to  be  done  with  the 
money,  they  have  used  it  for  the  remis- 
sion of  fees  in  classes  above  the  Fifth 
Standard.  But  there  has  been  no  genei*al 
regulation  made  in  that  respect,  and, 
therefore,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  give 
particulars  of  a  regulation  which  does 
not  exist.  Then  the  last  question  is : 
in  what  places  dissatisfaction  has  been 
expressed  at  the  grants  not  covering  all 
fees  up  to  the  highest ;  and  I  confess  my- 
self astonished  that  the  noble  Lord 
should  have  put  that  question  on  the 
Paper.  Before  he  requests  a  Return  of 
that  kind,  I  would  ask  him  to  define  what 
he  means  by  "  dissatisfaction  "  ?  Does 
the  noble  Lord  mean  dissatisfaction 
expressed  by  outside  individuals  or 
by  School  Boards,  by  outside  Bodies, 
or  by  whom  ?  There  are  many 
points  which  have  been  raised  ; 
some  persons  have  been  dissatisfied 
because  absolutely  free  education  has 
not  been  given  ;  and  some  persons  have 
expressed  a  wish  that  Government  should 
give  further  grants  in  order  to  enable 
them  to  give  free  education  throughout 
The  AfarqupRs  of  Lothiav 


their  schools  up  to  Standard  V.  All 
sorts  of  points  might  be  raised  by  giving 
the  Returns  asked  for  by  my  noble 
Friend,  even  if  it  were  possible  to  do  so. 
Even  if  it  were  possible  I  should  say 
that  it  would  be  most  unwise  to  give  such 
a  Return ;  and  as  it  is  neither  possible 
nor,  as  I  consider,  desirable,  I  am  afraid 
I  cannot  give  the  Return  asked  for.  I 
think  I  see  in  the  last  paragraph  an 
attempt  to  found  a  reason  for  a  letter 
which  appeared  some  time  ago  in  the 
Times.  I  am  not  quite  sure  what  the 
noble  Earls  words  were  ;  but,  at  any  rate, 
he  expressed  an  opinion  that  the  new 
scheme  of  free  education  in  Scotland  was 
altogether  impracticable  and  invidious.  I 
can  only  say  I  read  that  letter  to  the 
Times  with  very  great  regret.  When 
the  noble  Earl  wrote  it,  I  can  only  say 
that  it  was  undei  a  total  misapprehension 
of  the  subject,  and  1  think  he  should  not 
have  attempted  to  throw  discredit  on  the 
system  at  starting.  In  every  state- 
aided  school  in  Scotland  it  has  been 
adopted  and  carried  out  with  exceedingly 
little  friction.  If  the  noble  Lord  expects 
that  every  Act  of  Parliament  is  going  to 
bear  upon  every  individual  who  comes 
under  its  operation  exactly  in  the  same 
way,  of  course  he  may  have  that  opinion  ; 
but  so  far  as  the  working  of  the  Act  is 
concerned,  and  the  Minute  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department  under  the  Act,  it  has 
been  carried  out  with  absolute  fairness 
and  equality  in  every  part  of  Scotland 
and  in  every  school  which  has  come 
under  the  control  of  the  Department.  I 
think  I  have  answered  most  of  the 
points  raised  by  the  noble  Lord.  I 
hope  he  may  be  satisfied  with  the 
statement  I  have  made.  All  I  can 
do,  I  think,  is  to  make  a  Parliamentary 
Paper  of  the  information  I  am  able  to 
give. 

'  *LoBD  NORTON:  I  trust  your  Lordships 
will  allow  me  to  say  one  word.  I  shall 
be  much  obliged  to  the  noble  Marquess 
for  giving  what  Returns  he  can  ;  but  he 
must  allow  me  to  say  that  his  objections 
to  some  parts  of  my  Motion  seem  to  me 
rather  inadequate.  He  said  he  could  not 
state  what  the  result  of  the  Act  would 
be  for  every  year.  Of  course  not.  The 
Return  I  ask  for  is  to  show  its  effect  in 
the  past  year.  I  do  not  ask  for  Returns 
to  cover  every  year.  Then  he  says  that 
if  I  object  to  the  Act,  my  proper  course  is 
to  seek  to  repeal  the  Act  ;  but  that  is 
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not  what  I  desire.  All  I  ask  is  that  the  Act 
shall  not  be  extended  to  England.  I  do 
not  care  what  the  Scotch  people  may  like 
to  adopt  in  their  own  country.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  dissatisfaction  which 
has  been  expressed  at  large  public  meet- 
ings. I  have  in  my  hands  a  report  of  the 
protests  made  in  Glasgow,  and  I  believe 
tliere  have  been  protests  at  public  meet- 
ings in  other  towns  also.  When  the 
noble  Marquess  says  the  relief  from  fees 
is  made  to  managers  of  schools  and  not  to 
the  parents,  I  fail  to  see  the  distinction  ; 
if  it  is  given  to  managers  in  relief  of 
fees  whicli  the  parents  would  have  to 
pay,  it  is  a  gi-ant  surely  in  relief  to  the 
parents.  I  hope  the  noble  Marquess  will 
give  all  that  can  be  given  in  the  way  of 
information.  For  the  particulars  he  has 
given  me  in  manuscript  I  am  exceed- 
ingly obliged  to  him,  and  if  he  will  have 
them  printed  for  the  information  of  the 
House  I  shall  be  glad. 

*The  lord  president  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  :  My 
Lords,  I  have  only  a  few  words  to  say 
with  regard  to  one  point  which  my 
noble  Friend  has  made.  How  can  the 
Education  Department  give  Returns  of 
the  meetings  which  have  expressed 
dissatisfection  with  the  Act?  If  such 
meetings  take  place  they  may  petition 
this  House,  and  that  is  a  more  con- 
venient course  than  asking  for  Returns 
in  this  House  from  a  Department  w!iich 
has  no  means  of  obtaining  them. 

The    lord    CHANCELLOR:    Does 
tlie  noble  Lord  press  his  Motion  ? 

*LoRD  NORTON  :  I  do  not  think  I  can 
press  it  further  at  present. 

On  Question,  resolved  in  the  negative. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
There  is  a  Motion  which  stands  in  my 
name  for  a  change  in  your  Lordships' 
arrangements.  It  is,  I  think,  due  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Herschell),  and  it  has,  I  believe, 
received  the  assent  of  those  who 
have  had  the  working  of  Committees 
last  year.  A  very  considerable  diffi- 
culty was  found  in  consequence  of 
noble  Lords  who  had  to  attend  on  the 
Committees  not  being  present  in  the 
House  when  their  presence  was  required. 
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That,  I  think,  was  even  more  the  case 
with  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  in 
reference  to  Bills  which  required  his 
attention  than  with  any  other  Member 
of  the  House.     I  beg  co  move — 

"  That  the  eyening  sitting  of  the  House  on 
Tuesday  next  and  on  all  subsequent  Tuesdays 
during  the  present  Session  do  commence  at 
half-past  five  o'clock  unloFS  the  Houec  shall 
otherwise  order." 

On  Question,  agreed  to. 

CHRISTIAN  MISSIONS  IN  SYRIA. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

*LoRD  TE YNHAM :  My  Lords,  although 
the  subject  which  I  am  about  to  bring 
before  you  is  not  on  the  Orders  of  the 
Day,  I  trust  I  may  be  allowed  to  congratu- 
lata  the  noble  Marquess  on  the  admirable 
appointment  he  has  made  to  the  post  of 
Consul  General  at  Beyrout,  to  the  delight, 
I  should  imagine,  of  everyone  who  is 
interested  in  Syria,  a  country  which  is 
increasing  annually  in  prosperity,  and 
daily  in  interest.  With  regard  to  the 
Christian  Missions  there  and  the  long- 
pending  appointment  to  the  post  of  Con- 
sul General  at  Beyrout,  I  should  be 
deceiving  the  noble  Marquess  if  I  were 
not  to  confess  that  very  considerable 
misgivings  and  anxiety 

The  Earl  of  FEVERSHAM  :  I  rise  to 
order.  I  wish  to  submit  to  your  Lord- 
ships whether  the  noble  Lord  is  in  order 
in  bringing  forward  a  subject  of  which 
no  notice  has  been  given  ?  It  is  contrary, 
I  believe,  to  the  general  custom  of  this 
House. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  It 
was  before  I  was  in  the  House,  but  I 
think  there  was  a  Report  made  by  a 
Committee  of  which,  1  believe,  Lord 
Stanhope  was  Chairman — a  Report  in 
which  the  House  coincided — that  matters 
of  importance  should  not  be  brought 
forward  without  due  notice.  As  that  is 
the  case  the  noble  Lord  is  out  of  order. 
If  he  will  kindly  put  his  Motion  on 
the  Paper  we  shall  be  in  a  better  position 
to  discuss  it  than  we  possibly  can  be 
now. 

♦Lord  TEYNHAM:  I  am  sorry  the 
noble  Lord  has  thought  it  right  to  inter- 
rupt me.  I  am  quite  certain  that  what 
I  was  going  to  say  would  not  have  been 
unwelcome  to  your  Lordships.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  have  been  objected  to. 
I  had  a  particular   reason    for  making 
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these  remarks,  and  that  is,  that  I  have 
received  a  communication  this  afternoon 
from  the  British  Syrian  Mission,  an  Insti- 
tution which  under  the  patronage  of  Bishop 
Perrj  takes  in  Syria  very  much  the 
position  which  the  Church  Missionary 
Society  takes  in  Palestine.  I  hope  I  shall 
not  be  interrupted.  I  was  about  to  say 
that  I  have  received  a  communication 
which  I  intanded  to  press  orally  upon  the 
noble  Marquess  in  this  House  in  order 
to  spare  him,  in  order  to  spare  the 
Foreign  Office,  and,  if  I  may  b3  per- 
mitted to  say  so,  in  order  to  spare  mysslf 
the  correspondence  which  will  otherwise 
be  entailed,  as  I  assure  your  Lordships 
will  be  the  case,  correspondence  which 
I  assure  my  noble  Friend  who  inter- 
rupted me,  as  I  venture  to  think  with- 
out sufficient  cause,  will  ensue  if  I 
am  not  permitted  to  bring  this  matter 
forward  now.  Of  course,  I  am  in 
your  Lordships'  hands ;  but  even 
during  the  short  time  I  have  sat  in 
this  House,  in  the  present  Session,  noble 
Lords  have  been  parmitted  to  mention 
matters  which  were  not  down  on  the 
agenda.  It  remains  with  the  noble 
Marquess,  and  1  ask  him  to  say  whether 
I  shall  not  be  permitt2d  to  spare  himsslf, 
the  Foreign  Office,  and  myself  the  corre- 
spondence which  must  otherwise  ensue  ? 
The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  The 
Foreign  Office  is  very  much  accustomed 
to  correspondence,  and  I  do  not  know 
whether  they  will  shrink  from  the  ordeal 
with  which  the  noble  Lord  threatens 
them.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  shall 
be  very  pleased  to  listen  to  anything  the 
noble  Lord  has  to  say;  the  only  thing 
I  cannot  promise  is  to  give  him  an 
answer. 

♦Lord  TEYNHAM  :  I  am  sure  what  I 
desire  to  say  will  not  be  unwelcome. 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBLTRY  :  I 
should  be  very  glad  to  hear  what  the 
noble  Peer  has  to  say,  and  if  noble  Lorda 
do  not  object  I  shall  hear  what  he  wishes 
to  state,  but  I  cannot  promise  him  an 
answer  without  notice. 

♦Lord  TEYNHAM  :  I  should  not  pre- 
sume to  expect  an  answer  from  the  noble 
M-^rquess  now ;  but  I  have  a  communicar 
tion  from  the  Syrian  Mission.  1  had  the 
honour  of  bringing  another  question  not 
very  dissimilar  to  this  before  the  noble 
Earl  in  1885.  That  matter  was  settled, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  it  was  settled  the 
more  easily  because  the  schools  relative 
Lord  Teynham 


to  which  the  dispute  between  the 
English  and  Turkish  Governments  then 
arose r 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  I  rise 
to  order.  I  will  merely  state  that  I  rise 
as  an  individual  Peer,  and  that  I  have 
the  right  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  question  of  order,  whether  I 
am  appealed  to  directly  by  the  noble 
Peer  or  whether  he  is  appealing  to  any- 
one else.  It  appears  to  me  that  what 
the  noble  Marquess  has  said  is  perfectly 
correct,  and  that  it  is  out  of  order  for  a 
noble  Lord  to  bring  on  a  matter  of  which 
he  has  not  given  notice.  The  noble 
Lord  will  put  himself  in  order  by  placing 
notice  on  the  Paper  for  a  day  when  he 
can  bring  before  the  House  any  argu- 
ments he  has  in  favour  of  his  notice. 

♦Lord  TEYNHAM  :  I  am  sorry  noble 
Lords  will  not  let  me  finish  what  I  com- 
menced. I  can  only  appeal  again  to 
your  Lordships 

The  Earl  op  CAMPERDOWN  :  My 
Lords,  I  rise  to  order.  The  noble  Lord 
has  been  called  to  order  three  or  four 
times,  and  I  beg  to  move  that  he  be  not 
now  heard. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
beg  to  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock,  to 

Monday  D(xt,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o'clock 


HOUSE     OF     CO  M-M  0  N  S  , 

Friday,  1th  March,  1890. 


QU  E  ST  10  N  S. 


IRELAND— INNISMURRY      ISLAND 
LANDING    PIER. 

Mr.  peter  Mcdonald  (siigo,  k)  : 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in 
face  of  the  frequent  complaints  as  to  the 
necessity  of  a  landing  pier  at  Innismurry 
Island,  off  the  coast  of  Sligo,  the  Govern- 
ment will  instruct  fchat  a  portion  of  the 
grant  for  the  construction  and  improve- 
ment of  harbours  of  refuge  and  landing 
piers  for  the  accommodation  of  those  en- 
gaged in  the   herring  fishery  shall   be 
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allocated  for  the  pui'pose  of  making  this 
so  much-needed  landing  pier,  and  so 
obviate  the  danger  and  difficulty  of  the 
fishermen  having  to  haul  their  fish  and 
matarial  from  the  boats  over  rocks 
nine  or  ten  feet  high,  and  facilitate  the 
industry  of  the  islanders  ? 

*The  chief  secretary  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  However  desirable  the  proposed 
pier  might  be,  the  question  of  its  con- 
struction can  only  be  considered  in  con- 
nection with  similar  claims  from  the  rest 
of  Ireland. 

EVICTIONS    ON    THE    STEWART 
ESTATE. 

Mr.  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can 
statj  how  many  evictions  are  to  be  car- 
ried out  on  the  estate  of  Mrs.  Anne 
Sfc3wart,in  the  townlands  of  Cloughanedy 
and  Gweedore,  within  the  next  few  days ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  estate 
solicitor,  Mr.  Mallins,  called  on  Father 
M'Fadden,  of  Gweedore,  and  Father 
Boyle,  of  Falcarragh,  on  the  28th 
January,  to  discuss  the  terms  of  a  settle- 
ment, when  payment  of  rent  for  a  year 
and  a  half  was  offered  on  bahalf  of  the 
tenants  in  full  discharge  of  all  claims 
and  arrears  to  November,  1889,  with  an 
alternative  of  submission  to  arbitration, 
and  that  at  the  present  time  Mr.  Mallins 
and  Father  M*Fadden  are  in  correspon- 
dence on  the  s  abject  of  an  amicable 
settlement ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
these  circumstances,  and  the  fact  that 
influenza  is  very  prevalent  in  this  dis- 
trict, the  forces  of  the  Crown  will  be 
employed  in  the  carrying  out  of  these 
evictions  ? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  So  far  as  the 
Government  are  aware,  there  are  no 
evictions  to  be  carried  out  during  the 
next  few  days  on  the  estate  of  Mrs. 
Anne  Stewart,  in  the  townlands  of 
Cloughhanedy  and  Gweedore.  It  is  un- 
derstood that  there  have  been  some 
negotiations  for  a  settlement ;  but  I  am 
not  aware  of  the  proposed  terms. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  Is  it  not  within 
the  knowledge  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  these  evictions  are  to  be  carried 
out  on  the  28th  of  this  month  ? 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  is  quite 
possible.  The  information  I  have  re- 
ceived is  to  the  effect  that  no  eviction  is 


to  be  carried  out   within  the  next  few 
days. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  Are  any  evic- 
tions to  be  carried  out  this  month] 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  put  the  question  upon 
the  Paper  I  will  inquire. 

EVICTIONS  ON  THE  OLPHEftT  ESTATE. 
Mr.  MAO  NEILL :  I  be^^  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  can  state  how  many 
evictions  are  fixed  to  be  carried  out 
on  the  Olphert  Estate,  in  the  County 
of  Donegal,  before  the  28th  instant ; 
whether  the  pending  evictions  will 
include  those  cases  in  the  district  of 
Glassercoo,  which  were  abandoned  last 
May  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  are  there  any  changes  in  the 
circumstances  of  the  tenants  8inc3  that 
warrant  their  eviction  now  ;  is  he  aware 
that  several  of  these  tenants  have  not 
now  and  had  not  for  some  years  one 
head  of  cattle  on  their  holdings ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  distress 
and  destitution  of  the  people  and  the 
prevalence  of  influenza  of  a  serious  form 
in  the  district,  the  Government  are 
prepared  to  lend  the  forces  of  the  Crown 
to  carry  out  these  evictions  ? 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  appears 
that  23  warrants  issued  against  tenants 
on  the  estate  mentioned  will  expire  on 
the  28th  inst.  Of  these,  17  are  in  respect 
of  cas3S  in  the  Glassercoo  district,  which 
were  abandoned  last  J^lay  in  the  hope 
that  a  settlement  might  be  arrived  at. 
I  understand  there  is  no  change  in  the 
circumstances  of  the  tenants  since  last 
May.  They  are  represented  as  owning 
one  and  two  cows  each,  some  sheep,  and 
in  many  cases  a  horse.  No  distress 
prevails,  neither  is  there  a  prevalence  of 
influenza  of  a  serious  form  in  the 
district. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  Were  the  intended 
evictions  in  the  district  of  Glassercoo 
abandoned  last  May  at  the  suggestion 
of  the  Government  ? 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Membsr  made  that  assertion  in  his 
question,  and  if  he  wants  information  in 
regard  to  that  assertion  he  must  put  a 
notice  on  the  Paper.  As  to  the  state- 
ment that  the  tenants  had  cattle,  I  have 
received  the  information  through  the 
usual  sources. 
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Mr.  mac  XEILL  :  Is  it  Dot  within  tlie 
knowledge  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  these  evictions  were  abandoned  last 
May  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Govern- 
ment? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Member  asks  me  a  question  with  regard 
to  a  transaction  a  year  ago.  1  have  not 
the  slightest  idea ;  but  if  he  puts  a 
question  on  the  Paper  1  will  inquire. 

DUNGARVAN  WATER  SUPPLY. 

Me.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  1^].)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  why  was  the 
notice  of  the  inquiry  which  the  Local 
Government  Board  of  Ireland  recently 
held,  with  reference  to  the  proposed 
scheme  for  supplying  water  to  the  town  of 
Dungarvan,  only  inserted  in  two  Conser- 
vative papers,  namely,  the  Waterfmxl 
Standard  and  the  Waterford  Chronicle, 
which  have  no  circulation  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Dungarvan;  whether  the 
Local  Government  Board  was  aware 
when  advertising  this  inquiry  that  not 
more  than  six  copies  of  the  papers  they 
selected  are  sold  per  week  in  Dungarvan ; 
can  he  explain  why  these  advertisements 
were  not  inserted  in  the  Waterford  News 
and  Munster  Express]  and  will  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  the  future 
take  care  that  advertisements  relating  to 
matters  of  local  importance  are  inserted 
in  the  Natfonalist  newspapers  which 
circulate  most  widely  in  tlie  County  of 
Waterford. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  notice  re- 
ferred to  was  inserted  in  the  newspapers 
mentioned  in  the  first  paragraph  for  the 
reason  that  they  circulate  in  the  district 
concerned.  The  Local  Government 
Board  are  not  aware  of  the  number  of 
copies  of  these  papers  sold  weekly.  The 
insertion  was  withheld  from  the  news- 
papers mentioned  in  the  third  paragraph 
because  they  both  continue  to  violate  the 
law.  In  the  giving  of  Government 
advertisements  care  is  taken  to  select 
those  newspapers  circulating  most  largely 
among  the  persons  interested,  provided 
that  any  such  newspaper  does  not  violate 
the  law. 

CASE  OF  MR.   WILLIAM  STEWART. 

Mr.    MATTHEW    KENNY  (Tyrone, 

Mid)  :  I  bag  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 

to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  Mr. 

Mr.  William  Stewart,  lately  teacher  at 


Tullymore  National  School,  County 
Tyrone,  has  applied  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Education  for  a  retiring 
gratuity,  on  the  grounds  of  ill-health, 
based  on  a  medical  certificate  given 
by  a  local  physician ;  if  Mr.  Stewart 
had  been  already  dismissed  from  his 
office  by  the  manager  of  the  school ;  and 
if,  before  complying  with  Mr.  Stewart's 
request  for  a  gratuity,  the  Commissioners 
will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  as  to  the 
accuracy  of  the  facts  certified  to  by  tlie 
physician  alluded  to  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  The  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education  report 
that  the  facts  are  as  stated  in  the  first 
paragraph.  The  Commissioners  have  no 
information  as  to  the  allegation  in  the 
second  paragraph.  They  will  make  full 
inquiry  in  this  as  in  all  cases  before 
sanctioning  a  retiring  gratuity. 

NEWCASTLE  HARBOUR,  DOWN. 
Mr.  M^CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  any  inspection  of  the  harbour 
works  at  Newcastle,  County  Down,  was 
made  during  the  recess;  whether  any 
Report  has  been  since  made  on  the 
present  state  of  the  harbour ;  and  whether 
he  will  advise  a  grant  to  be  made  to 
render  the  harbour  a  plac3  of  safety  for 
the  purpose  of  protecting  the  lives  of  the 
fishermen  engao^ed  there  ? 
*The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) : 
No  formal  Report  has  been  made  : 
but  when  I  was  in  Ireland  I  visited 
Newcastle  during  the  month  of  Novem- 
ber, in  company  with  the  Chairman 
and  chief  engineer  of  the  Board  of 
Works.  After  hearing  the  views  of 
those  locally  interested,  and  subse- 
quently discussing  the  subject  with  the 
professional  advisers  of  the  Treasury, 
I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  I  should 
not  be  justified  in  proposing  a  grant  of 
public  money  for  the  reconstruction  of 
the  harbour. 

BILLETING  POLICEMEN  ON 
TENANTS. 
Mr.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick  City) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
under  what  Act  of  Parliament,  or  Law, 
the  threatened  billeting  of  policemen  on 
tenants'  houses  in  Glensharrold,  County 
Limerick,  is  legal ;  and  if,  the  magistrate's 
orders   for  possession   being    over    two 
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specified  in  the  second,  third,  fonrth> 
and  fifth  ^ragraphs  have  not  been 
bronght  before  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment^ bnt  they  are  aware  of  the  opposi- 
tion in  the  Liverjwol  Chamber  of 
Commerce  and  elsewhere  to  the  grant  of 
a  Charter  to  the  Assixnation.  As  I  have 
already  stated,  a  very  fnll  inquiry  has 
been  made  into  all  the  circumstances 
necessnry  t3  be  wnsidered.  The  results 
are  under  consideration,  and  no  action 
whatever  will"  be  taken  without  hon. 
Uriiibers  having  previously  an  oppor- 
•ity  (if  offering  objections  to  the  course 
Hised. 
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1 1  ring  to  obtain  a  preference 
am  shipping  companies,  so 
!i  a  preference  over  the  other 
■  »ii  the  Oil  Rivers;  whether  he  is 
tiiat  it  has  baen  charged  against 
Association  that  since  its  operations 
I    the    Protectorate   it   has    sought    to 
I  rush    out   all   rival  traders  by  paying 
prices  for  produce  far  beyond  its  market 
value ;    whether   he  is   aware   that   the 
Liverpool   Chamber  of    Commerce   this 
week  decided,  by  a  majority  of  26  votes 
to  three,  after  hearing  the  promoters  of 
the  African  Association,  that  it  was  un- 
desirable  that    they    should    receive   a 
Royal     Charter;      and    whether     Her 
Majesty's     Government,     under     these 
circumstances,  will  institute  some  inde- 
pendent inquiry  into  the  position  of  this 
Association  before  seriously  entertaining 
their  claim   to   the   powers   implied   by 
granting  them  a  Royal  Charter  ? 

♦The  UITOER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fee- 
GU3S0N,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  Inreply  tothe 
first  question  of  the  hon.  Member  I  beg 
to  state  that  such  an  application  has 
been  made,  but  no  decision  has  been 
taken   in    regard    to   it.     The    charges 


THE  KOYAL  NIGER  COMPANY. 
.Mr.  PICTOX  (Leicester)  :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  he  good  enough 
to  supplement  his  answer  to  the  last 
question  by  saying  whether  he  can  give 
a  Return  of  the  quantity  of  spirits 
imported  by  the  Royal  Niger  Company 
since  it  obtained  a  Charter  of  Incorpora- 
tion ? 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  must  point 
out  <o  the  hon.  Member  that  the  question 
has  no  connection  with  the  question  on 
the  Paper  which  has  reference  to  the 
Oil  Rivers.  The  hon.  Member  had 
batter  put  a  distinct  question  upon  the 
Paper. 

ROYAL  MARINE  ARTILLERY— CASE 
OF  CHARLES  SIIEARD. 
Mr  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  his  att.'ntion  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  Charles 
Sheard,  who  enlisted  in  the  Royal 
Marine  Artillery  on  the  15th  July,  1884, 
who  was  invalided  for  debility  after  fever, 
and  discharged  on  11th  July,  1888,  but 
who  remained  in  Haslar  Hospital  until 
finally  discharged  on  3rd  December, 
1889 ;  whether  Charles  Sheard  was 
awarded  a  pension  of  £9  2s.  for  nine 
mouths  from  1st  Aupfust,  1888 ; 
whether  any  portion  of  this  pen- 
sion has  been  paid  to  him,  or  whether  the 
whole  of  the, pension  has  been  stopped, 
on  the  ground  that  he  was  in  Haslar 
Hospital  from  6th  July,  1888,  to  3rd 
December,  1889  ;  whether  he  was  aware 
that  Charles  Sheard  was  discharged  from 
hospital  in  a  helpless  and  penniless  con- 
dition ;  and,  whether,  under  the  circum- 
stances, the  pension  of  £9  2s.  can  be 
paid  to  this  man  ? 
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legal  questions  have  arisen  with  regard 
to  the  action  of  the  Joint  Committee, 
which  are  now  under  consideration ;  and 
at  the  present  moment  the  Secretary  of 
State  is  not  in  a  position  to  say  what 
steps,  if  any,  the  Government  may 
consider  it  their  duty  to  take  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  B.  ROWLANDS  (Cardiganshire)  : 
Is  the  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
Chief  Constable  declined  to  recognisa 
the  authority  of  the  County  Council  ? 

♦Mr.  S.  WORTLEY:  Notice  must  be 
given  of  that  question. 

NAVY  CONTRACTS. 

Mr.  HANBLTRY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  about  1,000  boiler  tubes  were 
received  at  Malta  from  Deptford  in  1887, 
of  which  nearly  800  wera  condemned  on 
arrival  as  "  not  reliable  ;'*  whether 
under  the  store  instructions,  when  stores 
are  sent  abroad,  "  the  most  particular 
care  is  to  be  taken  to  select  for  that 
purpose  the  best  articles  of  every  kind ; 
whether  a  large  proportion  of  the  same 
order  had  already  been  rejected  at  Dept- 
ford, and  what  was  the  total  parcentage 
of  rejections  at  Deptford  and  Malta 
together  ;  who  was  the  contractor  who 
supplied  them,  and  what  amount  of 
orders  has  he  since  received ;  and 
whether,  as  stated  by  the  Auditor 
General,  it  is  intended  to  usa  the  800 
boiler  tubes  rejected  at  Malta  as  "not 
reliable ''  for  use  in  the  Naval  Service  as 
opportunities  offer  ? 

The  first  LORD  op  the  ADML 
RALTY  (Lord  George  Hamilton, 
Middlesex,  Ealing):  The  answer  to 
the  first  two  questions  is,  yes.  Of 
the  first  delivery  of  tubas  about  30 
per  cent,  of  the  total  order  were  rejected 
at  Deptford.  The  second  delivery  of 
tubes  was  tasted  at  Daptford  and  .  stood 
the  tests.  These  tubes,  when  being 
subsequently  fitted  in  the  boilers  of 
torpedo  boats  at  Malta,  disclosed  defects 
which  the  previous  tests  at  Deptford  had 
not  brought  to  light,  and  65  of  these 
having  baen  testad  at  Malta  with  un- 
B  itisf actory  results,  it  was  decided  to  send 
back  the  whole  of  the  tubes  to  Deptford. 
Iron  tubes  are  not  now  purchased  for 
boilers,  and  the  tubes  required  for  the 
foreign  yards  are  now  tested  at  Chatham. 
Messrs.  E.  Lewis  and  Sons,  Wolverhamp- 
ton, were  the  contractors.  No  further 
Mr.  Stuart  WorUey 


orders  for  iron  tubes  have  been  given  to 
Messrs.  Lewis;  but  an  order  for  1,250 
steel  tubes  was  placed  with  them  in 
March,  1889.  In  consequence,  however, 
of  delay  in  the  delivery  of  these  tubes, 
it  was  decided  that  Messrs.  Lewis  should 
not  ba  asked  to  tender  again  in  1889. 
The  800  boiler  tubes  rejected  at  Malta 
were  considered  "  not  reliable  *'  for  use 
for  boilers  in  Her  Majesty's  ships ;  but 
they  can  and  will  be  utilised  in  connec- 
tion with  the  supply  of  fresh  and  salt 
water,  and  for  air  pipas  and  other  similar 
services. 

H.M.S.    VICTORIA— TR-E    110-TON 
GUNS. 

Mb.  HANBURY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether,  as 
he  has  stated,  that  the  contracts  and 
schedules  for  the  manufacture  of  the 
110- ton  guns  of  H.M.S.  Vicisjria  "did 
not  specify  either  the  material  to  be 
used  or  the  tests  to  be  applied,"  he  can  now 
state  what  did  constitute  the  binding 
agreement  on  these  points  with  the  Els- 
wick  Company,  and  which  the  War 
Office  consider  as  an  adequate  substitute 
for  a  formal  and  businesslike  contract ; 
and  whether  orders  for  other  guns,  and, 
if  so,  what  guns,  have  been  given  to  the 
Els  wick  Company  without  a  written  con- 
tract as  to  material  and  tests  1 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  My  hon.  Friend 
IS  asking  me  as  to  a  contract  made 
in  1883.  At  that  time  the  whole 
responsibility  for  guns  rested  with  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Royal  Gun  Fac- 
tories, who  laid  down  the  terms  and 
whose  agent  was  stationed  at  Elswick  to 
test  material.  And  the  contract  gave 
him  the  fullest  powers  to  prove  the 
guns.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  tests  for 
steel  since  that  time  have  become  more 
severe,  and  the  contracts  require  that  the 
guns  shall  pass  to  the  entire  satisfaction 
of  the  officer  appointed  to  pass  them. 

Mb.  HANBURY:  Is  there  anybody 
responsible  for  those  guns  in  the  Service 
at  the  present  time  ? 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  should  imagine 
that  the  Director  of  Contracts  is. 

Mr.  HANBURY :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  will  call  attention  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Director  of  Contracts  on  the 
Special  Vote. 


253  Roycd  Marine  ArtUlery —     {March  7,  1890}        Case  of  Charles  Sheard.     254 


THE   AFRICAN   ASSOCIATION  OF 

LIVERPOOL. 
Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire): 
I  bag  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Static  for  Foreign  Affiirs  whether  any 
application  has  been  made  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  behalf  of  the 
African  Association,  Limited,  of  Liver- 
pool, asking  for  the  grant  of  a  Royal 
Charter  to  the  said  Company,  and 
whether  any  decision  has  yet  been  come 
to  in  regard  to  snch  request ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  it  has  been  charged 
against  tliat  Association  that  they  have 
already  entered  into  negotiations  with 
one  of  the  largest  distillers  in  Holland, 
with  the  view  to  take  the  whole  of  their 
production  of  gin  for  trade  in  the  Oil 
Rivers,  for  the  purpose  of  defeating  in- 
tended purchases  by  their  co-traders ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  it  has  been 
charged  against  that  Association  that 
they  have  carried  on  negotiations  with  a 
large  gunpowder  company  to  take  all  the 
powder  they  could  make  for  export  to 
the  Oil  Rivers,  with  the  view  to  a 
monopoly  of  that  commodity ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  it  has  been  charged 
against  that  Association  that  they  have 
been  endeavouring  to  obtain  a  preference 
from  the  steam  shipping  companies,  so 
as  to  obtain  a  preference  over  the  other 
traders  on  the  Oil  Rivers ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  it  has  been  charged  against 
that  Association  that  since  its  operations 
in  the  Protectorate  it  has  sought  to 
crush  out  all  rival  traders  by  paying 
prices  for  produce  far  beyond  its  market 
value ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Liverpool  Chamber  of  Commerce  this 
week  decided,  by  a  majority  of  26  votes 
to  three,  after  hearing  the  promoters  of 
the  African  Association,  that  it  was  un- 
desirable that  they  should  receive  a 
Royal  Charter;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  under  these 
circumstances,  will  institute  some  inde- 
pendent inquiry  into  the  position  of  this 
Association  before  seriously  entertaining 
their  claim  to  the  powers  implied  by 
granting  them  a  Royal  Charter  ? 

*The  UOT)ER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
GUSSON,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  In  reply  to  the 
first  question  of  the  hon.  Member  I  beg 
to  state  that  such  an  application  has 
been  made,  but  no  decision  has  been 
taken   in    regard    to   it.     The    charges 


specified  in  the  second,  third,  fourth* 
and  fifth  paragraphs  have  not  been 
brought  before  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, but  they  are  aware  of  the  opposi- 
tion in  the  Liverpool  Chamber  of 
Commerce  and  elsewhere  to  the  grant  of 
a  Charter  to  the  Association.  As  I  have 
already  stated,  a  very  full  inquiry  has 
been  made  into  all  the  circumstances 
necessary  to  be  considered.  The  results 
are  under  consideration,  and  no  action 
whatever  will'  be  taken  without  hon. 
Members  having  previously  an  oppor- 
tunity of  offering  objections  to  the  course 
proposed. 

THE  ROYAL  NIGER  COMPANY. 
Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  be  good  enough 
to  supplement  his  answer  to  the  last 
question  by  saying  whether  he  can  give 
a  Return  of  the  quantity  of  spirits 
imported  by  the  Royal  Niger  Company 
since  it  obtained  a  Charter  of  Incorpora- 
tion ? 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  must  point 
out  <o  the  hon.  Member  that  the  question 
has  no  connection  with  the  question  on 
the  Paper  which  has  reference  to  the 
Oil  Rivers.  The  hon.  Member  had 
better  put  a  distinct  question  upon  the 
Paper. 

ROYAL  MARINE  ARTILLERY— CASE 
OP  CHARLES  SHEARD. 
Mr  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  Charles 
Sheard,  who  enlisted  in  the  Royal 
Marine  Artillery  on  the  15th  July,  1884, 
who  was  invaUded  for  debility  after  fever, 
and  discharged  on  11th  July,  1888,  but 
who  remained  in  Haslar  Hospital  until 
finally  discharged  on  3rd  December, 
1889 ;  whether  Charles  Sheard  was 
awarded  a  pension  of  £9  2s.  for  nine 
mouths  from  1st  August,  1888 ; 
whether  any  portion  of  this  pen- 
sion has  been  paid  to  hira,  or  whether  the 
whole  of  the  ,  pension  has  been  stopped, 
on  the  ground  that  he  was  in  Haslar 
Hospital  from  6th  July,  1888,  to  3rd 
December,  1889  ;  whether  he  was  aware 
that  Charles  Sheard  was  discharged  from 
hospital  in  a  helpless  and  penniless  con- 
dition ;  and,  whether,  under  the  circum- 
stances, the  pension  of  £9  2s.  can  be 
paid  to  this  man  ? 
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♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  The  circum- 
stances of  the  case  are  as  stated  in  the 
question.  Charles  Sheard  served  in  the 
Koyal  Marines  for  three  years  only,  the 
disease  for  which  he  was  invalided  and 
finally  discharged  from  the  service  being 
medically  certified  as  *'not  attributable 
to  the  service."  The  sole  pecuniary 
compensation  payable  for  this  short  ser- 
vice is  6d.  a  day  for  nine  months — about 
£1.  When  pensioners  are  admitted  to 
hospital,  or,  as  in  the  present  case,  when 
they  are  already  in  hospital  and  are 
allowed  to  remain  there  after  becoming 
pensioners,  the  pensions  are  checked  as 
a  contribution  towards  tlieir  maintenance. 
Sheard  was  permitted  to  remain  in 
Haslar  Hospital  at  considerable  expense 
to  the  Crown  for  nearly  a  year  and  a 
half  after  he  became  a  pensioner,  and 
thus  received  in  kind  five  or  six  times 
the  small  amount  of  compensation  due 
to  him.  His  present  sad  condition  is 
much  to  be  deplored,  but  the  regulations 
governing  the  award  of  pensions  and 
gratuities  are  precise  on  the  subject, 
and  do  not  admit  of  any  further  assis- 
tance being  afPorded. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Have  the  Admi- 
ralty power  to  make  a  grant  in  the 
nature  of  charity  in  a  case  of  this 
kind '] 
♦LoiiD  G.  HAMILTON  :  I  am  afraid 
that  we  have  no  power  in  this  case. 
Where  it  is  proved  that  a  man  has 
become  incapacitated  from  exceptional 
exposure,  there  is  power  to  do  so,  but 
there  is  no  power  unless  it  is  certified 
that  the  disease  arose  out  of  the  service 
in  which  the  man  was  engaged. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Seeing  that 
Sheard  sufEered  from  the  climate  of 
Kurrachee,  will  the  noble  Lord  inquire 
into  the  case  ? 
♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  T  will  make 
inquiries. 

CIVIL  SEllVICE-SECOND  DIVISION 

CLERKS. 
Mr.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if 
he  will  consider  the  case  of  those  Second 
Division  Clerks  now  serving  in  six-hour 
offices  who  have  been  promoted  since  the 
publication  of  the  Commissioners'  Second 
Report  under  the  Treasury  Minute  of 
December,  1886,  with  a  view  to  granting 
them,  if   possible,  on  the  conversion  of 


the  office  day  into  seven  hours,  the  ad- 
ditional £15  per  annum  enjoyed  by 
Second  Division  Clerks  already  serving 
in  seven-hour  offices  who  have  been  pro- 
moted under  exactly  similar  circum- 
stances ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  beg  to  inform  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  attention  of  the 
Treasury  has  been  drawn  to  the  point 
raised  by  him,  and  it  is  under  their  con- 
sideration. 

UNVACCINATED  PUPIL  TEACHERS  AT 
LEICESTER. 
Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  if  he  can  state  by 
what  law  the  Education  Department 
was  empowered  to  refuse  recently  to 
sanction  the  engagement  by  the  Ijeicester 
School  Board  of  two  girls  as  pupil  teachers, 
because,  though  otherwise  qualified,  t^piey 
were  unvaccinated  ;  whether  the  Depart- 
ment is  aware  that  vaccination  is  practi- 
cally obsolete  in  the  borough  of  Leicester ; 
and  whether  the  School  Board  is  to  be 
compelled  to  go  outside  the  borough  for 
its  pupil  teachers  ? 

♦The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  Every  candidate  for  the  office 
of  pupil  teacher  is  required  by  the  Code 
to  produce  a  medical  certificate  in  a  form 
prescribed  by  the  Department.  If  that  cer- 
tificate, which  has  now  been  in  use  several 
years,  and  has  been  approved  by  successive 
Administrations,  does  not  show  that  the 
candidate  has  been  successfully  vacci- 
nated, it  is  the  practice  of  the  Depart- 
ment to  refuse  to  sanction  the  engage- 
ment, and  I  know  of  no  reason  why  an 
exception  should  be  made  in  favour  of  a 
particular  town. 

Mr.  PICTON :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man aware  that  last  year  scarcely  2 
per  cent,  of  the  children  born  in  Leicester 
were  vaccinated  ? 

♦Sir  W.  hart  DYKE  :  No  represen- 
tations to  the  efEect  have  been  made  to 


POSTMEN'S  WINTER  CLOTHING. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  if  any  complaints  have 
reached  him  as  to  the  alleged  inferior 
quality  of  winter  clothing  supplied  to 
rural  postmen ;  and  if  he  can  arrange 
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that  the  same  quality  of  winter  clothing 
ba  supplied  both  to  rural  and  urban  post- 
men? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  Universitj  of  Cambridge)  :  No 
complaints  have  reached  me  as  to  the 
alleged  inferior  quality  of  the  winter 
clothing  supplied  to  rural  postmen.  In- 
deed, I  have  reason  to  believe  that  the 
clothing  is,  on  the  whole,  very  satisfac- 
tory, and  in  these  circumstances  I  see  no 
reason  for  making  any  change.  But  if 
the  hon.  Member  can  supply  me  with  any 
evidenc3  to  the  contrary  I  shall  be  ready 
to  consider  it. 

IRISH  LANDLORDS. 

Mr.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
h  IS  any  information  which  he  can  give 
to  th3  House  as  to  whether  landlords  in 
Ireland,  who  have  been  selling  their 
farms  recently,  have  also  sold  or  are 
selling  their  houses  and  demesnes,  and 
coas3quently  withdrawing  from  the 
country  ;  and  whether  he  can  furnish  a 
Return  to  the  House  on  the  subject  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Under  the 
existing  Ashbourne  Act  no  landlord  can 
sell  his  demesne  or  house  unless  it  is 
already  let  to  a  tenant.  I  am  making 
inquiry  as  to  whether  any  such  cases 
have  occurred,  and  will  let  my  hon. 
Friend  know  the  result. 

THE  REGISTRAR  OF  THE  DUDLEY 
COUNTY  COURT. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton^ : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  if  he 
can  state  the  date  of  the  appointment  of 
the  present  Registrar  of  Dudley  County 
Court  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  The  Registrar 
of  the  Dudley  County  Court  was  appoin- 
tc?d  in  August,  1889,  and  in  his  case  the 
estimate  of  the  receipts  at  present  only 
amounts  to  about  £900  a  year.  Not- 
withstanding thnt  fact,  arrangements  are 
under  consideration  for  bringing  him 
within  the  operation  of  the  Act. 

TREASURERS  TO  LOCAL  BOARDS. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  STEVENSON  (Suf- 
folk, Eye)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General      whether    a     member     of     a 


banking  firm  who  acts  as  treasurer  to  a 
Local  Board  is  debarred,  by  Clause  64, 
Schedule  II.,  of  "The  Public  Health 
Act,  1875,"  from  being  a  member  of  that 
Board  ;  and  whether  the  provision 

"That  no  member  shall  vacate  his  office  by 
reason  of  his  being  interested  in  the  sale  or 
lease  of  any  lands  or  in  the  loan  of  money  to 
the  Local  Board," 

is  to  be  understood  to  remove  any  dis- 
qualification which  might  appear  to  be 
established  in  such  a  case  by  the  first 
portion  of  the  clause  ? 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  am  unable  to 
answer  the  hon.  Member's  question. 
The  answer  depends  on  facts  which  are 
not  stated  in  the  question,  and  without 
information  as  to  them  no  definite 
opinion  can  be  formed. 

THE  ASBESTOS  COMPANY. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.  W,) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  if  he  proposes  to  take 
action  on  the  Memorial  presented  to  him 
on  13th  December,  1889,  by  Messrs. 
Meyer  and  Stackelschiel,  in  which  Me- 
morial certain  grave  charges  are  embodied 
against  Messrs.  Bell  and  Co.  (Asbestos 
Co.)? 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  am  unable  to 
trace  the  Memorial  referred  to  in  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member.  My 
official  clerk  is  absent  from  ill-health, 
and  until  he  returns  I  cannot  ascertain 
if  it  was  ever  presented  to  me.  I  have 
learned  from  the  Director  of  Public 
Prosecutions  that  he  has  no  record  of  it. 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  communicate 
with  me  I  will  make  full  inquiries  into 
the  matter. 

VESSELS  WAITING  FORJGUNS. 
Mr.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  :  I  beg 
to .  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  the  whole  of  the  vessels  specified 
in  a  Return,  dated  the  18th  June,  1889, 
as  waiting  for  guns,  have  now  been  sup- 
plied with  their  complete  equipment ;  if 
not,  when  they  are  likely  to  have  them? 
♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  Practically, 
two  only  of  the  vessels  specified  are 
waiting  for  their  guns.  (1)  Aurora — the 
last  gun  of  this  vessel  has  passed  proof, 
and  will  shortly  be  delivered ;  (2)  Sans 
Fareil,  whose  armament  will  be  com- 
plete, we  believe,  by  June. 
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OFFICE  OF  WORKS  CONTRACTS. 
Mr.  LAWSON"  (St.  Pancras,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
whether,  in  October  last,  tenders  were 
invited  for  certain  works  of  re-gilding, 
polishing,  and  upholding  chairs,  sofas,  Ac. 
in  the  Foreign  Office,  on  the  following 
terms  : 

"  The  work  to  be  done  on  the  premises  of  the 
firm  contracting,  by  competent  workmen,  that  it 
was  not  to  be  sublet,  and  to  be  subject  to  criti- 
cal inspection  after  completion  and  before  ap- 
proval and  acceptance  ;  *' 

whether  certain  chairs  were  removed 
from  the  Foreign  Office  for  inspection, 
prior  to  the  competing  firms  generally 
seeing  the  work  and  giving  in  their 
estimates,  thereby  affording  an  advantage 
to  those  who  may  alone  have  seen  them  ; 
and  whether  the  tender  of  the  firm  of 
Messrs.  Jinks  and  Wood,  of  Berners 
Street,  was  accepted ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  with  reference  to  the 
re-gilding  of  the  chairs,  the  terms  of  the 
contract  have  be  on  evaded  by  that  por- 
tion of  the  work  having  been  sublet  to  a 
firm  accused  of  paying  the  lowest  prices, 
and  by  them  again  sublet  to  individual 
workers  at  competitive  rates  of  payment ; 
if  so,  whether  he  will  take  such  precau- 
tionary steps  as  will  prevent  the  recur- 
rence of  such  practices  iu  the  future  ? 

*TiiE  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Pluxket,  University  of 
Dublin) :  The  answer  to  the  first  para- 
graph is  in  the  affirmative.  As  to  the 
second  paragraph,  it  is  true  that  some 
chairs  were  removed  from  the  Foreign 
Office  before  tenders  were  invited  for 
their  repair,  not  so  as  to  give  an  advan- 
tage to  any  special  firms,  but  in  order  to 
take  the  sidvice  of  Messrs.  Holland,  who 
had  originally  supplied  the  chairs,  as  to 
the  best  way  of  dealing  with  them.  The 
chairs  were  not  shown  to  Messrs.  Jinks 
and  Wood,  of  Berners  Street,  the  firm 
who  got  the  contract,  until  after  the 
tenders  had  been  invited.  As  to  the 
third  paragraph,  Messrs.  Jinks  and  Wood 
have  written  to  me  as  follows  : — 

"  The  jfilding  was  done  in  our '•'own  work- 
shops, under  our  personal  supei vision,  by  compe- 
tent workmen  regularly  employed  by  our  firm, 
who  were  paid  weekly  wages  at  the  ordinary 
rates  recognised  as  fair  in  the  trade  ;  ** 

they  say  also  that  the  charge  of  sub- 
letting at  competitive  rates  is  entirely 
without  foundation,  the  work  having 
been  given  out  as  day  work,  not  piece 


I  work,  in  the  regular  way,  to  skilled 
'  workmen,  who  were  only  called  upon  to 
do  a  fair  day^s  work  for  a  full  day's  pay. 
I  may  add  that  the  work  was,  from  time 
to  time,  inspected  at  Messrs.  Jinks  and 
Wood's  workshops  by  officers  from  my 
Department. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  when  the  Army  Estimates 
will  be  taken,  and  what  the  business  of 
the  House  will  be  next  week  ? 

Mr.  PICTON  :  When  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  expect  to  take  the 
Tithes  Bill  ?  It  is  down  for  Monday,  but, 
of  course,  it  cannot  come  on  then. 
*The  first  lord  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  SiriTH,  Strand,  Westminster)  : 
I  shall  be  able  to  give  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton)  a  definite 
answer,  if  he  can  tell  me  when 
the  Estimates  which  are  required 
for  the  year  will  be  agreed  to.  It 
will  be  impossible  to  take  the  Tithes 
Bill  until  the  Votes  are  passed.  The 
Army  Estimates  will  be  taken  on 
Thursday  next,  and  the  Navy  Estimates 
on  the  following  Monday.  I  trust  that 
the  Debate  on  the  Report  of  the  Special 
Commigsion  will  conclude  on  Monday, 
and  I  think  it  will  be  for  the  general 
convenience  of  the  House  if  I  move  to 
suspend  the  Twelve  o'clock  Rule  for 
that  night  only. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcistle-upon- 
Tyne) :  What  facilities  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intend  to  give  for  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Motion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), relating  to  the  ruling  of  the 
Chairman  in  Committee  of  Supply  last 
Friday  ? 

*Mr.   W.   H.   smith  :  The  right  hon. 

Gentleman    must   understand   that   the 

Army  and  Navy  Votes  and  the  Vote  on 

I  Account  must  be  taken  before  the  end 

I  of  the  financial  year.     When  these  Votes 

j  arc  disposed  of,   I  shall  be  glad  to   put 

myself  in  communication  with  right  hon. 

Gentlemen  opposite  with  a  view  to  fixing 

a  day  for  the  discussion  of  the  Motion  of 

the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the  Member 

for  Mid  Lothian. 

NEW    MEMBER    SWORN. 
Thomas  Henry  Bolton,  esquire,  for  St. 
Pancras  (Northern  Division.) 


261         Special  Commission  {March  7,  1890} 


(1888)  BeporL 


262 


NOTICE    OF   MOTION. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION  (1888) 
REPORT. 

Mr.  JENNINGS  (Stockport)  :  I  beg 
to  give  notice  that  in  the  event  of  the 
Motion  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
becoming  a  substantive  question,  I  shall 
move  the  addition  of  the  following 
words  : — 

^*  And  further  that  this  House  deems  it  to  be 
its  duty  to  record  its  condemnation  of  the  con- 
duct of  those  who  are  responsible  for  the  accu- 
sation of  complicity  with  murder  brought 
against  Members  of  this  House,  discovered  to 
be  based  mainly  on  forged  letters,  and  declared 
by  the  Special  Commission  to  be  disproved." 


EAST  INDIA  (ABKARI). 
Address  for — 

*^  Copies  or  Extracts  of  the  Correspondence 
relating  to  the  Administration  of  the  Abkari 
Department  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentary 
Paper,  No.  194,  of  Session  1889)."— (ifr. 
Caine.) 

ORDEES  OF  THE  DAY, 


SPECIAL  COMMISSION  (1888)  REPORT. 
ADJOURNED   DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [3rd  March]  to 
Question — 

'*That»  Parliament  having  constituted  a 
Special  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  charges 
and  allegations  made  against  certain  Members 
of  Parliament  and  other  persons,  and  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  having  been 
presented  to  Parliament,  this  House  adopts  the 
Report,  and  thanks  the  Commissioners  for  their 
just  and  impartial  conduct  in  the  matters 
referred  to  them;  and  orders  that  the  said 
Report  be  entered  on  the  Journals  of  this 
House." — {Mr.  William  Henry  Smith.) 

And  which  Amendment  was — 

**  To  leave  out  from  the  first  word  *  House,* 
to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *  deems  it  to  be  a  duty  to  record  its 
reprobation  of  the  false  charges  of  the  gravest 
and  most  odious  description,  based  on  calumny 
and  on  forgery,  which  have  been  brought 
against  Members  of  this  House,  and  particu- 
larly against  Mr.  Parnell;  and,  while  de- 
claring its  satisfaction  at  the  exposure  of  these 
calumnies,  this  House  expresses  its  regret  for 
the  wrong  inflicted  and  the.  suffering  and 
loss  endured,  through  a  protracted  period,  by 
reason  of  these  acts  of  flagrant  iniquity," — 
(Jfr.  7F.  E.  Oladstons,) 

— instead  thereof. 


Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

*(4.5.)  Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY 
(Londonderry)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  may 
say  that  I  heard  with  intense  satisfaction 
the  Notice  of  Motion  which  has  just 
been  given  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jennings). 
It  is  particularly  gratifying  if  it  only 
shows  that  there  is  at  least  one  in- 
dependent Member  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House — and  that  there  are  more,  we 
shall  probably  learn  hereafter — who  has 
the  honesty  to  declare  his  conscientious 
convictions.  I  am  afraid  that  it  will  be 
my  duty  for  a  short  time  to  detain  the 
House  by  some  reference  to  the  missing 
cash  books  of  the  London  National  League. 
There  were  two  sets  of  books  kept  in  the 
London  National  League  office.  The  first 
were  the  regular  weekly  books  containing 
an  account  of  everything  that  was  done 
and  every  order  that  was  made.  I  am 
told  that  every  one  of  those  books  was 
sent  in  to  the  Commission,  and  that  they 
were  all  under  the  scrutiny  of  the  Judges 
and  of  the  Court.  Therefore,  every 
order  that  was  made  which  the 
cash  books  would  record  has  been 
under  the  scrutiny  of  the  three  Judges. 
I  am  told  that  one  of  the  cash  books  is 
missing.  .  How  it  comes  to  be  missing  I 
am  not  able  to  explain,  nor  is  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  National  League.  He  is  con- 
vinced that  when  he  came  into  his  pre- 
sent office  every  single  book  belonging  to 
the  National  League  was  in  his  custody 
and  possession.  One  of  the  books  may 
have  been  lost  in  transferring  the  business 
from  one  set  of  premises  to  another.  But 
neither  that  book  nor  any  other  contained 
one  single  entry  or  one  single  Minute 
which  could  reflect  the  slightest  discredit 
upon  the  work  of  the  League,  or  be 
of  any  assistance  whatever  to  hon. 
Members  opposite  who  are  desirous  of 
detecting  some  complicity  with  crime. 
The  present  Secretary  of  the  National 
League  came  into  office  since  I  ceased  to 
be  President  of  that  Body.  Before 
then,  the  Secretary  was  Mr.  Frank  Byrne ; 
after  whom  came  Mr.  M*Sweeney,  who  is 
since  dead,  and  he  was  succeeded  by  the 
gentleman  who  still  holds  the  office.  I 
mention  this  matter  in  order  to  divest 
this  loss  of  a  single  book  of  all  the  glamour 
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and  mystery  with  which  the  fact  has 
been  surronnded.  Business  of  grave  and 
serious  importance  was  conducted  in  con- 
nection with  the  Irish  League  in 
Dablin.  Upon  the  Irish  League  devoted 
the  organisation  of  the  whole  agrarian 
movement.  Money  had  to  be  found 
for  the  defence  of  tanants  against  eviction, 
to  supply  the  means  of  sheltering  evicted 
tenants  against  storm  and  rain — it 
had  not  only  to  feed  the  hungry  and 
clothe  the  naked,  but  sometimes  it  had  to 
provide  funds  for  the  burial  of  the  victims 
of  the  landlord  and  the  emergency  man. 
These  were  the  functions  of  the  officers 
of  the  Dublin  League,  and  sometimes 
they  had  even  to  deal  with  disorder.  Our 
business  in  London  was  very  different. 
We  had  merely  to  look  after  the  registers, 
to  arrange  for  election  contests,  to  arrange 
for  public  meetings  in  various  parts  of 
the  provinces,  and  for  the  sending  down 
of  lecturers  into  the  country.  We 
controlled  no  large  amount  of  funds.  At 
no  time  were  we  in  quite  a  self-supporting 
position,  and  occasionally  we  had  to  bor- 
row or  beg  from  the  Dublin  League  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  our  organisation. 
Therefore  we  could  have  had  nothing  to 
conceal  from  the  eye  of  the  community 
in  general.  During  the  years  that  I  was 
President  of  the  Loudon  League  I  attended 
its  meetings  with  great  regularity.  I 
was  seldom  absent,  and  I  am  in  a  position 
to  say  that  neither  in  regard  to  the  pro- 
ceedings at  any  of  the  meetings,  or  in  the 
records  which  were  made  of  them 
afterwards,  was  there  a  single  sentence 
which  might  not  be  placed  before  this 
House,  or  read  aloud  at  Charing  Cross. 
Let  me  turn  now  to  the  charges  and 
allegations  upon  which  the  Judges  have 
delivered  their  Report,  and  allow  me  to 
call  attention  to  one  passage  in  the  Report 
which  I  think  has  not  been  criticised  and 
emphasised  as  much  iis  it  deserves  to  be 
in  the  course  of  thes3  debates.  I  refer 
to  the  charges  concerning  the  murders  in 
the  Phoenix  Park.  The  Judges  say  at 
page  57  of  their  Report : — 

"  Ihe  seventh  and  eighth  heads  under  which 
Sir  Charles  Russell  has  grouped  the  charges 
and  allegations  relate  to  the  Phoenix  Park 
murders.  The  seventh  is  '  that  the  Invincihlcs 
were  a  hranch  of  the  Land  League,  and  were 
organised  and  paid  hy  Egan,  the  treasurer  of 
the  Land  League.'  " 

"  This,"  the  Judges  sjiy, 

<*  Does  not  appear  to  he  founded  so  much  on  the 
Timet*  articles  in  Farnelli»m  and  Crime  as  on 
Mr,  Justin  McCarthy 


passages  in  the  Attorney  GeneraPs  speech  in 
*0'Donnell  v.  Walter.*" 

It  is  very  difficult  indeed  to  discover 
what  the  exact  capacity  of  the  Attorney 
General  was  in  connection  with  the  Com- 
mission. Sometimes  he  appears  as  the 
Attorney  General ;  sometimes  as  counsel 
for  the  Times]  and  sometimes  as  a 
Member  of  this  House.  He  is  not, 
indeed,  three  single  gentlemen  rolled 
into  one,  but  one  single  gentleman  rolled 
out  into  three.  He  reminds  me  of 
Moli^re's  play  of  Tlie  Miser,  in  which 
we  are  told  that  the  miser  kept  but  one 
servant,  and  he  was  a  man  who  per- 
formed the  duties  of  cook,  butler,  and 
gardener.  If  the  master  wanted  to 
rebuke  the  butler  for  a  fault  committed 
by  the  gardener  he  found  that  it  was  done 
by  the  cook,  and  if  he  wanted  to  complain 
of  the  cook  for  something  done  in  the 
kitchen  he  was  referred  to  the  gardener, 
who,  with  his  shirt  sleeves  rolled  up, 
was  engaged  in  setting  plants,  and 
declined  to  be  responsible  for  anything 
else.     The  Report  goes  on  to  say — 

"  We  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  set  ont 
these  passages,  as  we  find  that  the  Inyincibles 
were  not  a  branch  of  the  Land  Leagae,  and 
that  the  Land  League  did  not  organise  or  pay 
the  Invincibles,  nor  did  the  respondents  or 
any  of  them  associate  with  any  persons  known 
by  them  to  be  employed  in  the  Invincible 
conspiracy." 

Now,  I  want  to  know  if  the  Attorney 
General,  in  any  of  his  capacities,  has 
ever  used  any  expression  of  regret  for 
having  made  additional  charges  on  his 
own  account,  and  for  the  malignant 
stroke  which  he  undoubtedly  made  off 
his  own  bat.  The  Report  proceeds  to 
say— 

"  There  are  passaf^s  in  the  articles  included 
in  Parnelliitm  and  Crime  which  Sir  G.  Rnssell 
construed  as  justifying  the  eighth  head  of  his 
summary  of  the  charges,  that  Mr.  Pameil  was 
intimate  with  the  leading  Invincibles  ;  that  he 
probably  learned  from  them  what  they  were 
about  when  he  was  released  on  parole  in  April, 
1882  ;  and  that  he  recognised  the  Phoenix 
Park  murders  as  their  handiwork ;  and  that, 
knowing  it  to  be  theirs,  and  partly  for  his  own 
safety,  he  secretly  qualified  and  revoked  the 
condemnation  which  he  had  thought  it  politio 
publicly  to  pronounce." 

The  Judges  dispose  of  that  defence,  and  they 
say  in  clear  and  unmistakeable  terms 
that  Sir  Charles  Russell  put  an  accurate 
interpretation  upon  the  language  used. 
Let  me  read  a  small  portion  of  the  lan- 
guage used,  and  show  the  House  what  it 


265         Special  Commission  {March  7,  1890}  (1888)  Report 


266 


was  that  the  Times  said.     The  Judges 
say:— 

**  This  is  based  upon  the  following  passage 
of  the  Times  article  of  10th  March,  1887  :— Mr. 
Parnell  was  liberated  on  parole  on  10th  April. 
1882,  to  attend  his  nephew's  funeral  in  Paris. 
He  was  late  for  the  funeral,  but  he  passed 
several  days  in  Paris  and  in  London.  Messrs, 
Egan,  Sexton,  and  Healy  happened  to  be  in  the 
French  capital,  while  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy, 
the  Chairman,  and  Mr.  Frank  Byrne,  the 
general  secretary  of  the  League,  in  this  country 
(under  its  then  alias  of  *  The  National  Land 
and  LabourLeague  of  Great  Britain')  went  out  to 
meet  the  Irish  mail  at  Willesden  the  evening 
of  their  leader's  release  ;  Mr.  Frank  Byrne, 
indeed,  *  was  the  first  to  enter  the  compartment 
and  greet  Mr.  Parnell,  whom  he  warmly 
shook  by  the  hand.  That  gentleman  appeared 
delighted  at  seeing  him,'  and  expressing  (sic) 
his  satisfaction  at  meeting  him.  But  Mr.  Par- 
nell had  the  inexpressible  mortification  of  in- 
forming his  friends  in  both  cities,  thtrt  his 
parole  bound  him  to  refrain  from  politics.  His 
honour,  indeed,  was  the  sole  obstacle  to  the 
most  exhaustive  discussion  of  all  pending 
transactions  between  the  confederates.  The 
heads  of  Mr.  PamelPs  several  organisations 
were  at  hand.  Thej'  had  many  vital  secrets 
on  their  minds.  They  had  every  facility  for 
private  conference  with  their  chief.  All  of 
them  were  not  distinguished  by  a  chivalrous 
regard  for  truth.  But  on  the  24th,  Mr.  Parnell 
returned  to  Kilmainham,  his  pledge,  we  are 
assured,  inviolate  in  letter  and  in  spirit.  He 
had  his  reward.  He  was  definitely  released  on 
the  2nd  of  May,  and  hastened  to  London  with 
his  liberated  lieutenants.  On  Saturday,the  6th 
of  May,  he  escorted  Michael  Davitt  from  Port- 
land prison  to  town.  At  Vauxhall  the  chiefs 
were  met  by  Mr.  Frank  Byrne  and  other  favoured 
disciples.  The  same  evening.  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish  and  Mr.  Thomas  Burke  were 
stabbed  with  amputating  knives  in  the  Phcenix 
Park.  The  knives  were  brought  to  Dublin  for 
the  purpose  bv  a  woman,  whom  one  of  the 
principal  assassins  believed  to  be  Prank  Byrne's 
wife.  The  shock  to  the  public  conscience  was 
tremendous.  On  the  Sunday,  Davitt  drew  up 
a  manifesto  recording  his  own  horror  and  that 
of  his  co-signatories,  Messrs.  Parnell  and  Dillon, 
at  the  deed." 

Now,  let  me  ask  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  is  there  any 
other  possible  interpretation  of  this 
article  in  the  Times  than  that  Mr. 
Parnell  and  myself  met  Frank  Byrne 
with  some  criminal  purpose  in  our 
minds  to  carry  out,  and  that  the  result 
of  our  meeting  was  shown  in  the  murders 
which  took  place  in  the  Phoenix  Park? 
That  is  the  distinct  and  ob^rious  meaning 
which,  at  the  time,  was  sought  to  be  con- 
veyed and  it  was  only  at  the  last  moment 
when  no  one  any  longer  believed  one  word 
of  these  charges  that  the  Times  agents 
and  counsel  endeavoured  to  shuffle  out  of 
the  full  responsibility  for  that  passage. 
VOL.  CCCXLII.      [third  sbrus.] 


Let  me  read  what  the  Judges  say.     They 
say — 

*^  It  appears  to  us  that  Sir  Charles  Russell  ha  s 
put  a  correct  interpretation  upon  the  language 
used.  We  consider  that  there  is  no  foundation 
whatever  for  the  allegation  that  Mr.  Parnell 
was  intimate  with  Invincibles,  knowing  them 
to  be  such,  or  that  he  had  any  knowledge 
direct  or  indirect  of  the  conspiracy  which 
resulted  in  the  Phcenix  Park  murders ; 
and  we  find  the  same  with  reference  to 
all  the  other  respondents.  We  do  not  think 
it  necessary  to  enter  into  the  question  whether 
or  not  any  persons  other  than  those  who  were 
convicted  were  guilty  of  participation  in  those 
crimes,  because  we  are  clearly  of  opinion  that 
none  of  these  respondents  were  aware,  at  the 
time,  that  any  persons  with  whom  they 
associated  were  connected  with  these  murders.*' 

The  charge  amounted  to  an  attempt 
at  moral  assassination,  I  can  find  no 
words  to  express  my  detestation 
of  the  criminal  and  cruel  levity 
with  which  these  atrocious  charges 
were  concocted  and  put  forward.  I 
read  the  other  day  some  comments  in 
the  Times  upon  a  recent  debate  in  which 
some  reference  was  made  to  the  charges 
against  Mazzini,  and  in  which  the 
writer  asked  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  how  he  liked  to 
hear  his  friend  Mazzini  compared  with 
assassins  like  the  Phoenix  Park  murderers. 
I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend  will 
remember  that  there  was  a  time  when 
he  was  compelled  to  he^r  Mazzini  likened 
to  assassins,  and  when  he  himself  was 
described  over  and  over  again  as  the 
accomplice  of  assassins.  At  that  time 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  himself 
denounced,  and  it  was  the  Tim£s  news- 
paper that  denounced  him.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  in 
his  amusing  and  variegated  speech 
yesterday,  took  occasion  to  pay  a  high 
tribute  to  a  man  whom  I  highly  respect — 
my  esteemed  friend  Mi:.  Michael  Davitt. 
I  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James)  in  one 
or  two  of  his  speeches  has  also  passed  .  a 
well-deserved  panegyric  upon  Mr.  Davitt, 
and  has  even  endeavoured  to  set  him  up  as 
the  real  leader  of  the  Irish  people.  Now, 
I  have  observed  that  the  little  game  of 
some  hon.  Members  of  this  House,  and  of 
some  writers  out  of  the  House,  is  to 
endeavour  to  create  some  sort  of  division 
among  the  Irish  Party  by  setting  up 
Mr.  Davitt  as  the  recognised  leader 
against  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
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Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  That  little  game  is 
not  likely  to  be  rewarded  by  the  least 
success,  or  to  produce  even  the  slightest 
amount  of  trouble  or  confusion  either  in 
tho  mind  of  Mr.  Davitt  or  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork,  or  of  the  Irish 
p3ople.  The  Irish  people  well  under- 
stand how  to  respect  and  revere 
the  sacrifices  which  have  been  made 
and  the  services  which  have  been 
rendered  both  by  the  one  man  and 
the  other,  but  they  know  that  they 
have  found  their  natural  leader,  and  they 
intend  to  keep  him.  They  know  what 
he  has  done  for  them,  and  for  their  cause, 
and  for  their  country.  They  know  that  he 
has  done  what  no  man  ever  did  before  for 
the  cause  of  Ireland  and  the  Irish  people. 
They  know  that  he  has,  out  of  "  chaos 
and  old  night "  brought  daylight  and 
order — out  of  the  wreck  and  welter  of 
many  organisations,  some  for  peace  and 
some  for  force,  has  constituted  a  peace- 
fal  and  well-ordered  Constitutional  and 
progressive  movement.  He  has  pre- 
vailed on  conspiracy  herself  to  come  out 
of  her  subterranean  caverns  into  the  light 
of  day,  and  move  in  the  movement,  and 
work  with  the  instruments,  of  a  peaceful 
and  Constitutional  association.  The  Irish 
p jople  appreciate  these  great,  these  unpar- 
alleled Services  in  the  man  :  and  the  Eng- 
lish people  are  beginning  now  to  appreciate 
them  as  well.  And  as  the  Liberal  Party  in 
England  has  one  leader  and  knows  no 
other,  so  the  Irish  party  and  the  Irish 
people  recognise  no  leader  and  will 
recognise  none  but  the  man  who  has  so 
served  thorn,  who  ha^j  saved  them,  and 
who  will  bring  them  yet  to  the  triumph 
of  their  national  cause. 

*(4.31.)  SiK  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lan- 
cishire)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  if  in  the  course 
of  this  debate  any  lion.  Member  should 
think  it  right  to  remind  me  that  I  have 
been  an  advocate  in  relation  to  the 
matters  which  wo  are  now  discussing, 
I  can  assure  him  that  it  will  be  perfectly 
unnecessary  to  recall  that  fact  to  my 
mind.  I  myself  regret  that,  as  one 
who  has  been  an  advocate  for  one  of  the 
parties  to  this  inquiry,  I  should  find 
it  necessary  to  take  any  part  in 
this  debate,  and  if  it  had  met  the  better 
judgment  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
brethren  to  abstain  from  taking  any  part 
in  this  discussion,  I  can  assure  them  I 
should  have  been  glad  enough  to  follow 
their  example.  My  impression  is  that 
J/r.  Justin  McCarthy 


we  are  treading  very  closely  upon  that 
line  which  contains  the  Motidn  of  Lord 
Hotham  in  1858,  which  declared  that  no 
advocate  should  take  any  part  in  dis- 
cussions in  thiii  House  in  reference  to 
any  proceeding  in  which  he  has  been 
professionally  engaged.  I  must  con- 
fess, while  I  hold  that  view,  I 
think  that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friends 
who  have  taken  part  in  this  debate 
have  done  much  to  mitigate  the  bad  effects 
I  think  miiy  arise.  So  far  as  I  have 
heard  them  I  feel  they  have  en- 
deavoured to  throw  off,  as  far  as 
possible,  the  prejudices  likely  to  arise 
from  their  position  as  advccatcs, 
and  I  think  they  certainly  have  added 
to  the  information  which  has  been 
conveyed  to  the  House.  There  is 
another  reason  why,  if  I  could  have 
my  own  way,  at  least  if  I  could  take  a 
different  view  of  my  duty,  I  should  have 
abstained  from  taking  part  in  this  debate. 
I  say  at  once  that  to  come  into  coe- 
flict,  almost  into  personal  conflict,  with 
hon.  Members  whom  I  have  been  in  the 
habit  of  meeting  in  the  discharge  of  their 
public  duties  afford  noplensure  to  me.  1 
envied  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hackney  yesterday,  when  he 
made  his  speech,  in  being  able  to 
add  to  that  z^al,  which  is  a  part  of  his 
nature,  the  feeling  that  he  was  advo- 
cating the  cause  of  men  who  were  his 
political  friends  and  personal  associates. 
IBut  following  the  example  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friends,  and  also 
because  much  has  been  said  in  this 
debate  which,  to  my  mind,  requires  notice 
from  me  and  cannot  be  passed  entirely 
unlieededly,  I  ask  of  the  House  the  same 
consideration  to  me,  an  advocate,  as 
has  been  shown  to  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friends,  whilst  I.  attempt  to  put  some 
subjects  before  the  House  that  I  hop;? 
will  not  be  framed  in  a  spirit  of  ani- 
mosity, but  will  add  something  to  the  in- 
formation which  has  already  been  placed 
before  this  House.  Of  course,  the  main 
consideration  we  have  to  deal  with  is,  the 
proposition  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury and  that  of  the  right  hon.  Memln^r 
for  Mid  Lothian.  If  justification  of 
those  who  will  record  their  votes  against 
the  Amendment  is  necessary,  I  will  ask 
the  House  to  consider  what  these  two 
propositions  are.  Sir,  it  seems  to  me 
there  are,  with  respect  to  these  pro- 
I positions,  only  two  courses  open  in  order 
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to  (leal  properly  with  the  Report  which 
has  been  laid  on  the  Table.  If  you 
follow  the  course  suggested  by  the  Go-  ' 
vernnient  you  accept  the  Report  and 
make  a  record  of  it  upon  the  Journals  of 
the  House.  You  might  take  a  different 
course  by  accepting  the  Report  pre- 
sented, and  deal  with  each  and  every  oneof 
the  findings.  The  House  might  thus 
express  its  judgment  upon  each  of  these 
findings,  and  in  so  doing  accept  the  view 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  that  palliation 
and  condonation  may  have  entered  into 
the  judgment  of  the  House.  But  there 
is  no  middle  course  between  these  two 
procodares^  and  the  error  into  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  has  fallen  appears  to  me  to  te 
the  result  of  taking  that  middle  course. 
He  suggests  that  you  should  accept  the 
Report,  and  then  pass  judgment  on  cer- 
tain of  the  findings  only.  But  if  that 
course  were  adopted,  what  would  be  the 
record  in  the  Journals  of  the  House  in 
respect  of  the  judgment  the  House  has 
offered  on  the  Report?  It  would  be  an 
expression  of  gratification  which,  un- 
grudgingly I  admit,  hon.  Members  have 
a  right  to  feel  in  respect  of  certain 
findings.  But  it  would  then  pass  over 
all  tlie  o£her  findings  unheeded,  so  that 
we  should  be  treating  these  findings 
either  as  unimportant  or  erroneous.  Is 
it  possible  for  this  House,  in  the  face  of 
all  the  other  findings,  to  say  that  they 
ara  either  immaterial  or  insignificant, 
and,  therefore,  we  do  not  express  any 
approval  or  give  any  effect  to  them,  or, 
on  the  other  hand,  say  thesi  are  sobad^y 
found  that  they  will  not  ace  apt  them 
as  right?  I  cannot  conceive  that  it 
would  be  a  dignified,  a  logical,  or  a  just 
course  to  pursue,  to  let  all  the  other 
findings  lie  where  they  liave  fallen  as  if 
they  were  immaterial.  There  is  one 
satisfaction  that  should  be  expressed 
before  we  approach  the  consideration  of 
this  Report.  I  may  remind  hon.  Members 
that  prophecies  were  made  that  no 
impartial  judgment  could  proceed  from 
tliese  learned  Judges  The  House  will 
remember  that  scurrilous  and  gross 
abuse  was  poured  upon  each  and  every 
one  of  these  Judges,  and  they  were  held 
up  almost  to  execration.  It  is  a 
matter  on  which  I  offer  congratulations 
to  those  who  differ  from  me  in  regard  to 
this  question  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  felt  him- 


self able  to  offer  much  praise  to  the 
Judges,  and  I  thought  that  his  mind  was 
hovering  over  the  word  "  impartial." 
But  that  word  did  not  fall  from  him. 
But  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney,  who  was 
better  able  to  repair  the  omission,  if 
omission  there  were,  used  that  word, 
and  said  that  the  judgment  was  the 
impartial  judgment  of  men  whom  my 
right  hon.  Friend  described  as  being 
most  anxious  and  desirous  to  perform 
their  duty.  If  this  be  so,  it  is  impossible 
for  us  to  deal  with  the  findings  as  if  they 
were  lightly  found.  Yon  may  in  respect 
of  palliation  and  condonation,  as  my 
right  hon.  Friend  said,  go  behind  or 
beside  these  judgments,  but  these  judg- 
ments determine  facts ;  and  until  you 
can  get  rid  of  them  by  matter  extraneous 
to  the  evidence  brought  before  the 
Commission,  or  until,  like  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  you  ask  for  a  new 
trial,  you  must  accept  the  findings 
of  the  Court,  and  proceed  to  deal 
with  them.  I  do  not  wish  to  enter 
into  unnecessary  detail  as  to  the  findings 
of  the  Judges.  I  should  have  refrained 
from  going  into  the  matters  dealt  with 
in  the  inquiry  had  it  not  been  that 
certain  observations  are  forced  from  me 
by  statements  made  in  the  course  of  the 
debate.  May  I  remind  the  House  that 
there  ara  certain  findings  the  gravity  of 
which  no  human  being  can  doubt.  Even 
those  who  sit  below  the  Gangway  will 
admit  that  this,  for  instance,  cannot  be 
regarded  as  a  light  finding : — 

**  We  find  that  the  speeches  made  in  which 
land-grahhers  and  other  offenders  against  thu 
League  were  denounced  as  traitors,  and  ai 
being  as  bad  as  informers,  the  urging  youn^ 
men  to  procure  arms,  and  the  dissemination  uf 
the  newspapers  above  referred  to.  had  thn 
effect  of  causing  an  excitable  peasantry  to  carry 
out  the  laws  of  the  Land  League  even  by 
assassination." 

How  are  we  to  treat  the  finding  which  I 
will  now  read? — 

♦'  We  find,  as  to  the  allegation  that  the  respon- 
dents did  nothing  to  prevent  crime  and  ex- 
pressed no  bond  Jide  disapproval,  that  wbil« 
some  of  the  respondents,  and  in  particular  Mr. 
Davit t,  did  express  bond  fid*  disapproval  of 
crime  and  outrage,  the  respondents  did  not 
denounce  the  system  of  intimidation  which  led 
to  crime  and  outrage,  but  persisted  in  it  with 
knowledge  of  its  effect." 

I  give  these  two  as  a   sample.     If  we 
accept  the  Amendment  of  my  right  hon. 
L  2 
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Friend,  what  is  this  House  abont  to  gay 
to  these  two  findings  l  Are  we  to  say 
that  we  regret  that  these  two  findingB 
should  be  placed  on  the  rocord  ?  I  cannot 
think  that  any  Member  of  this  Honse 
will  venture  to  say  that  they  are 
immaterial.  Are  we  to  go  behind  them 
and  say  that  they  are  wrongly  found? 
But  when  we  delegate  certain  powers  to 
these  Judges — as  we  did  to  Election 
Commissioners  in  1868 — we  are  bound 
to  accept  their  findings,  and  not  to  go 
behind  them.  Having  admitted  that 
these  Judges  have  done  their  duty  to  the 
best  of  their  ability  and  have  impartially 
discharged  their  task,  can  we  go  behind 
their  findings?  If  I  be  right  in  so 
tracing  the  steps  of  this  inqnir}%  how 
are  we  to  discharge  our  duty  1  Do  we  not, 
when  we  are  asked  to  declare  these 
findings  immaterial,  narrow  the  question 
to  whether  there  is  palliation  and  condo- 
nation to  ba  found  arising  out  of  the 
circumstaRces  existing  in  Ireland  suffi- 
cient to  cause  us  t4i  say  no  censure  is  to  be 
applied  to  those  who  have'bcen  found  guilty 
of  having  so  acted/  I  since  rely  wish  that 
I  knew  whery  the  grounds  for  this  pallia- 
tion and  condonation  are  to  be  found.  I 
listened  to  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
charmed  by  his  eloquence  and  astonished 
by  his  energy,  and  I  heard  the  grounds 
of  condonation  which  he  submitted  to 
the  HousL'.  The  right  lion.  Gentleman's 
ground  was  that  Lord  Carnarvon  had 
entered  into  negotiations  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City.  Admitting  all 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  fsw!ts,  what 
power,  I  ask,  Has  Lord  Carnarvon  to  grant 
condonation  ]  The  offences  mentioned  in 
the  Report  are  offences  against  the 
community,  principally  and  mainly 
against  the  Irisb  people,  and  what 
power  has  Lord  Carrmrvon  or  any 
human  Ijeing  to  condone  such  offences  ? 
If  these  charges  dealt  with  in  the  Report 
are  estfiblislied,  how  can  it  be  suggested 
that  because  an  indiWdual  or  a  number 
of  individuals  entered  into  negotiations 
for  the  purpose  of  securing  a  Party 
advantage — 1  do  not  say  that  this  was 
done,  but  supposing  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
ment that  it  was — how  can  it  be  sug- 
gested that  such  action  can  condone 
grave  offences  ngfiinst  the  community 
and  against  society  ?  Tlien  we  are  told 
that  no  heed  is  to  be  taken  of  these 
findings,  and  that  the  justification  of  the 
Sir  ff.  Jnmrs 


acts  done  is  to  be  found  in  palliation.     T 
think      we     should     understand     what 
palliation    Is.       It    cannot     convert 
wrong  into    a    right.      In  consequenc 
of  it  you  may   mitigate   the    qunntui 
of       condemnation,      but       the      con| 
demnation    must  be  put    upon    reeor 
before  you  ctiu  take  note  of  palliatio 
Now    I   proceed    to    consider     whethei 
it  is  true  that  palliation  can  be  found 
the  events  that   occurred  in  Ireland 
the  time  when  these  offences  were  con 
mitted.     The  supporters  of  the   Amend! 
ment     say,     '^  You    are    here    dealing 
with    a     combination     and     not     wit! 
individuals,      and      there      is     a      vast 
difference     between     the     two     cases/ 
From  that  view  I  must  dissent.     Person 
who  are  engaged  in  questionable  trang 
actions  cannot  get  rid  of  their  liability  " 
forming   themselves   into   a  Joint  StiX'l 
Company  and  becoming  directors  of  tha 
company.  They  cannot  say,  "  We  exist  as  ( 
corpi  ^ration  and  are  not  1  iable  indi  v  idually  .fl 
It  is  time  that  the  Land   Letigue   was  l 
combination— a  fpwfti  corpiu^ation,  if  yc 
will — but  the  men  who  acted  as  manager 
contrctUing  it  and  taking  an  individn 
part  in  carrying  out  its  objects,  oanna 
on    that    giMUnd   claim    immunity  froB 
blame.     It  was  s-iid   that  what  nocurroj 
under  the  r^yimf  of  the  League  was  onlj 
the  natural  or  incidental  accompaniraet 
of   a    revolutionarv    movement,  and 
is    said    that    no    revolutionary    movq 
ment    has    ever    tiiken     place    withou 
sad  incidents  which  men   would   regret 
Lnrd  Montagu  and  the  movement  wit 
which    he  was  connected   have  been 
f erred  to,  and  it  has  been  said  that  he  tlij 
not  take  upon   himself  the    duty  of   d«| 
tecting     or     reprobating     crime  ;     bu 
surely  that  instance  is  not  parallel  wit 
that  with  which  we  are  concerned, 
vol utionar>- movements liave,  I  kn«jw,bee|j 
accompanied    by   incidents    which  tho^ 
enpraged  in  them  have   regretted.     Yo 
will  find  in  warfare,  even  when  an  ivrmA 
is  most  strictly  controlled,  that  the  cam! 
followers  commit    acts   of   outrage    and 
spoliation  which  the  genei-al  in  comma 
would  at  once  check  if  he   could, 
is  a  very  different  case  from  one  in  wliic 
the  general  commanding-in-chief,  knoT 
ing  of  the  outrages  that  arc   l>eing  com- 
mitt'^d,  does  nothing  to  check  them,  and 
the  captains  in  command  of  the  guard 
actually      rouse      men      to      perpetrate 
farther  outrages.    Lord  Montagu,  as  far 
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as  I  know,  never  said  one  word  to  foster  | 
crime,  and  liad  no  power  of  detecting  or  ; 
checking  it.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hackney  (Sir  C.  Russell) 
more  than  once  drew  the  attention  of  the 
Commissioners  to  the  fact  that  thsre 
were  two  powers  in  Ireland  in  the  years 
1879,  1880,  1881,  and  1882— one  the 
authority  of  the  Queen,  which  ought 
to  have  been  paramount,  but  was 
nominal  and  helpless ;  the  other  the 
authority  of  the  Land  League,  all 
powerful  and  all  controlling.  It  was 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  boast 
that  behind  the  Land  League  was 
the  will  of  tlie  people,  and  that  that 
was  the  reason  of  its  power  and 
triumph.  If  this  were  so,  how  can  it  be 
said  that  what  are  called  the  "  incidents" 
of  the  movement  were  incidents  which 
the  leaders  deplored  when  they  did 
nothing  to  check  them  ?  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  told  us  yesterday  that 
this  powerful  body  came  into  existence 
out  of  the  necessity  of  the  time, 
because  men  were  starving  and  that 
there  was  great  distress.  Sir,  distress 
had  very  little  to  do  with  the 
existence  of  the  Land  League.  "Who 
designed  the  Land  League  ?  It  was 
designed  by  one  man  in  the  solitary 
hours  of  his  imprisonment  in  Dartmoor, 
at  some  time  before  the  end  of  1877. 
What  had  distress  to  do  with  that  design  ? 
Mr.  Davitt  knew  nothing  of  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  at  the  time,  and  moreover, 
there  was  no  distress  in  1877.  1876 
.was,  perhaps,  the  most  beneficent  year 
Ireland  had  ever  known,  and  1877  was 
a  year  j^ull  of  benefit  to  the  people.  In 
that  year  the  Land  League  was  designed. 
There  was  no  distress  until  1879,  and 
that  distress  did  not  cause  the  Land 
League  to  come  into  existence.  Advan- 
tage was,  it  is  true,  taken  of  that  distress; 
but  the  Land  League  did  not  spring 
naturally  from  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  has  said — 
**  Davitt  took  advantage  of  the  dUtress  in 
1879  to  place  the  Leagae  before  the  people." 

Passing  on  to  1881  and  1882  we  find 
that  the  harvests  were  above  the 
average,  and  there  was  no  distress 
in  Irel^-nd  of  abnormal  character,  yet 
then  it  was  that  the  Land  League 
grew,  as  Mr.  Davitt  says,  "in  the 
hands  of  the  politicians."  What  now 
becomes  of  the  argument  that  the  people 
were  driven  to  commit  criminal  acts  by 


tyranny,  misery,  and  starvation  ?  No  ;  it 
was  not  the  people  that  were  rising  ;  it 
was  the  people  that  were  being  roused. 
They  had  to  be  greatly  influenced  before 
they  would  act  as  the  leaders  of  the  League 
wished.  We  have  Mr.  Matthew  Harris's 
testimony  to  that  effect.     He  said — 

"  Oar  peasantry  in  Ireland,  the  farming 
classes,  were  in  a  very  dormant,  lovr,  enslaved 
condition.  And  if  we  had  not  worked  with 
great  energy,  and  appealed  to  every  feeling 
and  every  sentiment  that  would  ronse  them  up, 
we  could  never  have  brought  the  Land  League 
beyond  the  point  to  which  Mr.  Butt  had 
brought  it  in  his  old  drag-along  movement." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  Healy),  making  a 
speech  at  Chicago,  said — 

"  Why  was  it  that  we  did  not  believe  in  the 
No-rent  manifesto  ?  I  am  in  favour  of  no-rent, 
not  merely  as  a  temporary  policy,  bat  for  all 
time.  But  the  consideration  of  our  men  was 
this,  is  it  expedient  ?  And  we  considered  that 
it  was  not  expedient,  because  we  did  not 
believe  that  our  people  at  that  time  were  worked 
up  to  it,  and  we  would  adopt  no  policy  which 
would  lead  to  disaster  or  defeat." 

I  am  endeavouring  to  find  how  it  was 
that  the  population  came  to  commit 
crime.  Was  it  because  they  were 
starving  ?  I  say  no.  It  was  because  they 
were  roused  by  these  numerous  speeches 
from  political  agitators.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  here  says  that  at 
that  time  the  people  were  not  yet  up  to 
the  standard  of  agitation.  Thus  we  see  that 
it  was  not  an  upheaval  from  below,  but 
a  movement  proceeding  from  above,  due 
to  political  agitation,  endeavouring  to  stir 
up  action  which  would  otherwise  have 
remained  dormant.  1  have  one  quota- 
tion more  to  show  the  power  of  the 
Land  League  at  this  time.  Mr.  Matthew 
Harris  did  not  represent  the  Land  League 
as  being  helpless  in  this  matter.  He  and 
his  friends  did  not  represent  the  crime 
that  was  being  committed  as  a  circum- 
stance to  be  deplored,  and  one  which  they 
were  unable  to  control.  Mr.  Harris 
said — 

**It  was  an  understood  thing  among  the 
leaders  of  the  movement,  I  may  tell  you  in 
relation  tu  this — with  £gan  and  myself  and 
Mr.  Davitt— that  at  the  time  of  the  State 
trials,  which  was  early  in  1881,  we  would 
pursue  a  more  moderate  policy." 

What  was  meant  by  "  a  moderata 
policy  r  Why,  a  more  moderate  policy 
meant  abstention  from  agitation,  which 
would  have  created  comparative  peace  and 
absence  from  crime  in  Ireland.     But   in 
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coii8jquencj  of  the  State  trials  we  are 
told  that  that  more  moderate  policy  was 
not  pursued.  No,  it  was  the  policy  of 
the  Land  League  at  this  time,  as,  indeed, 
has  been  declared  by  Mr.  Davitt,  to  keep 
Ireland  in  a  state  of  unsettlement.  But 
how  was  Ireland  to  be  kept  in  a  state 
of  unssttlement  by  those  who  had  the 
control  of  the  Land  League  ?  It  was  not 
by  bringing  about  the  passing  of  a  Land 
Act  which  was  regarded  as  opposed  to 
the  principles  of  the  Land  League.  It 
was  not  by  allowing  landlords  and 
tenants  to  come  together  and  arrive  at 
mutual  agreements.  It  was  not  by 
allowing  tenants  to  enter  the  Land 
Courts  and  have  just  renis  fixed. 
That  would  not  have  kept  Ireland 
in  a  state  of  unsettlement.  The  object 
was  to  be  achieved,  not  merely  by  pre- 
venting the  impoverished  tenant  froTu 
coming  to  terms  with  his  landlord,  but 
also  by  preventing  the  solvent  tenant 
from  paying  his  rent.  I  wish  I  could 
picture  to  the  House  the  condition  of 
Ireland  during  the  years  from  1879  to 
1882.  It  is  not  only  to  be  found  in 
the  record  of  statistics  of  crime,  show- 
ing between  4,000  and  5,000  agrarian 
offences  in  one  year.  That  does 
not  tell  the  tale  of  suffering  and  misery 
which  prevailed  in  many  a  household  in 
Ireland.  The  country  at  this  period  was 
in  a  most  deplorable  condition.  Yet  1 
heard  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  state  in 
this  House  the  other  evening  that 
that  which  was  occurring  in  Ireland  ' 
at  this  time  was  "  the  outcome  of  the  ! 
contest  between  liberty  and  tyranny." 
That  was  the  justi6cation  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  found  for  hon.  Members 
who  were  the  respondents  before  the 
Commission.  I  ask,  if  this  was  so,  who 
were  the  oppressed  ?  Were  they  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Land  League,  who  at  this 
time  could  S3t  the  Queen's  authority  at 
defiancJe,  and  had  the  virtual  control  of 
the  lives  and  property  pf  the  tenants  of 
Ireland?  And  who  were  the  tyrants? 
If  the  oppressed  sit  there  (below  the 
Gangway)  the  tyrants  are  those  who  are 
now  sitting  here  (on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench.)  Who  were  the  tyrants?  [An 
hon.  Member:  You  were  one  of  them.] 
Yes  ;  that  is  just  the  point.  I  think  I  was 
no  tyrant.  I  was  but  performing  a  task 
imposed  on  me  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
Sir  U.  James 


(Mr.  Gladstone).  I  was  not  Prime 
Minister.  I  am  looking  round  for  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  W.  Harcourt).  He  was  another 
tyrant,  a  very  sample  tyrant.  And  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Mandella)  were  here  now, 
we  might  see  him  posing  for  the  first 
time  as  a  tyrant.  The  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  is  that  this  crime  was  the 
result  of  the  tyranny  under  which  the 
Irish  people  suffered  while  he  was  at  the 
head  of  the  Government.  Against  that 
view  1  must  enti?r  my  rtspectful  protest. 
It  would  b?  presumption  bn  my  part  to 
say  one  word  as  to  the  position  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  occupied  at  that  time, 
not  only  in  this  country,  but  throughout 
the  world.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
head  of  the  Government  during  the  years 
1880  to  1882,  and  if  any  one  had 
charged  his  Government  with  being 
a  Government  of  tyranny,  he  would  have 
repelled  the  accusation  as  a  libel.  I 
wonder,  after  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
declaration  of  last  Monday  night,  what 
the  entity  we  hear  so  much  of,  the 
civilised  world,  will  think  of  this  country 
in  the  years  1880  to  1882.  I  have 
formed  a  far  different  judgment  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  than  he  expresses  hims?lf.  I 
had  believed  until  last  Monday  night 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  had  done 
more  than  any  other  statesman  to 
elevate  the  name  of  England  amongst 
the  nations  of  the  world.  We  have 
had  statesmen  supj)orting  a  spirited- 
foreign  policy.  In  the  last  century  Lord 
Chatham,  in  the  earlier  days  .of  this 
cantury  Mr.  Canning,  in  more  recent 
times  Lord  Palmerston  asserted  the  name 
and  the  position  of  England  among  the 
nations  of  the  world  ;  but  I  believed  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  when  he  brought  the  rays 
of  freedom  to  the  Italian  captives  at 
Naples,  when  the  echo  of  his  words 
brought  moro  than  hope,  brought  pro- 
tection, to  the  Christian  subjects  of  the 
Porte,  and  when  he  protested  against  our 
ravaging  Afghanistan,  had  done  more  to 
lift  England  high  on  the  ladder  of  liberty 
than  any  of  the  statesmen  who,  by  force 
of  arms,  or  by  loud  words,  had  asserted 
the  authority  of  this  country.  But 
this  vision  is  shattered,  this  view  of 
the   right  hon.   Gentleman   falls  to   the 
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ground,  if  this  theory  be  true  ;  for  he 
tells  us  that  his  Government  was  a 
Government  of  tyranny ;  that  he  with 
popular  opinion  at  his  back,  and  a 
majority  that  followed  him  as  devotedly 
as  his  followers  follow  him  now,  was 
a  tyrant  imposing  a  tyranny  upon  the 
people  of  Ireland  so  grievous  that  it  caused 
them  to  rise  a«  an  oppressed  people.  But 
I  will  have  none  of  this.  This  record 
does  not  belong  to  the  Liberal  Party. 
Jt  is  true  that  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  at  the  '85  Election  attacked  the 
Liberal  Government  because  they  had  been 
a  Government  of  coercion.  But  what 
do  they  say  of  their  great  leader  now  1 
Do  they  charge  him  with  being  the 
tyrant  of  Ireland  who  caused  the  people 
to  commit  crime  ?  I  must  say  that  as 
a  former  follower  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  I  heard  with  the  deepest  regret 
the  argument,  the  hypothesis,  that  he  who 
had  led  and  we  who  had  followed  had 
been  acting  as  tyrants  oppressing  the  Irish 
people.  I  have  to  pass  hurriedly  on,  because 
I  do  not  wish  to  unduly  occupy  the  time 
of  the  House.  I  have  to  pass  on  quickly  to 
other  matters,  and  I  regret  I  should  have 
necessarily  to  refer  to  topics  men- 
tioned in  the  debate.  I  have  no  com- 
plaint to  make  of  the  speech  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hackney  (Sir  C.  Russell).  Far  from  it. 
He  made  one  personal  reference  which  I 
should  pass  unnoticed  if  it  were  not  that 
it  bears  upon  an  important  matter  that 
affects  the  whole  of  this  Report. 
He  admits  that  the  evidence  of  one 
witness  was  new,  and  was  not 
known  to  any  one  in  1882  and  1883, 
when  some  of  these  subjects  were  dis- 
cussed— I  mean  the  evidence  of  the  man 
whom  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  called 
Beech  or  Le  Caron.  I  agree  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  that  if  Le 
Caron's  evidence  were  struck  out 
much  of  the  Report  would  go  with  it.  It 
is  therefore  material  to  see  whether  this 
man  spoke  the  truth  or  not ;  and  I  was 
somewhat  astonished  to  find  that  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend's  words  might  lead 
to  the  idea  that  there  was  a  doubt  to  be 
cast  upon  Le  Caron's  evidence.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  Fowler)  directly 
imputed  perjury  to  Le  Caron ;  and  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hackney  suggested  that  I  had,  with 
something  like  the  skill  of  a  Court  mil- 


liner, clothed  Le  Caron  with  the  patch- 
work of  my  rhetoric.  I  did  defend  Le 
Caron.  I  had  to  defend  him,  and  I 
intend  to  defend  him,  and  I  will 
tell  the  House  why.  In  the  course  of 
the  inquiry  before  the  Commission  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hackney  complained  that  Le  Caron  had 
betrayed  the  secrets  of  the  assassins  of 
the  Clan-na-Gael,  who  were  plotting  the 
destruction  of  English  life  and  property, 
and  spoke  of  his  life  as  being  a  living 
lie.  Tliis  is  what  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  said  with  regard  to  Le  Caron — 

**  Surely  the  state  of  society  has  something 
faulty  in  it  when  the  employment  of  such  a 
man  as  Le  Caron  can  be  defended  or  can  be 
necessary.  His  life  was  a  livinpf  lie.  He  was 
worming  himself  into  the  confidence  of  men 
presumably  honest,  however  mistaken  in 
their  views,  only  to  make  money  and  to  betray 
them.'* 

The  view  I  take  of  these  words  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  is  that  they 
really  do  not  convey  his  meaning.  I  will 
not  admit  that  there  is  any  man  in 
this  House  who  will  say  he  regards  these 
assassins,  these  cowardly  assassins,  these 
inhuman  assassins,  as  "presumably 
honest."  I  stated  before  the  Commission 
that  the  view  I  take  of  his  language  is 
that  I  do  not  suppose  my  lion,  and 
learned  Friend  intended  to  defend 
assassins,  or  to  utter  one  word  un- 
becoming to  him  as  the  high-minded 
English  advocate  1  know  him  to  be. 
But  he  did  attack  Le  Caron.  What  for  ? 
Some  hon.  Members  have  said  because 
he  was  a  perjurer,  who  had  taken  an  oath 
not  to  betray  the  secrets  of  these 
assassins.  I  will  not  discuss  here 
whether  it  is  justifiable  for  a  man  to 
take  a  promissory  oath  he  does  not 
intend  to  keep.  I  will  leave  that 
question  to  the  moralists  and  casuists, 
who  say  that  evil  may  be  done 
that  good  may  come  of  it.  I  will 
leave  that  question  to  the  men  who  take 
the  oath  of  fealty  to  a  confederacy 
pledged  to  destroy  the  Government  of 
the  Queen  and  to  establish  by  force  a 
Republic  in  Ireland,  and  who  then 
enter  this  House  and  take  the  oath 
of  allegiance  to  the  Sovereign.  \Cries 
of  "Name."]  Hon.  Gentlemen  ask  me  for 
names.  I  refer  them  to  the  records  of 
this  inquiry.  [Renewed  cries  of  "  Name."] 
All  I  will  say  is  that  there  are  Members 
of  this  House  who  have  done  as  1  have 
said.      If  fault  there  be  in  breaking  a 
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promissory  oath,  under  all  circura- 
stances  such  is  the  fault  of  Le 
Caron  ;  but  what  did  he  do  ?  For  20 
years  he  carried  his  life  in  his  hand,  for 
any  indiscretion  either  on  his  part  or 
that  of  any  ofl&cial  might  have  betrayed 
him  to  certain  death,  and  all  this  that 
man  did  on  behalf  of  every  loyal  subject 
in  the  Kingdom ;  he  did  his  best  to 
frustrate  the  object  which  these  assassins 
had  in  view.  1  have  but  one  word  mors 
to  say  on  this  matter.  Is  public  life 
now  for  Party  purposes  to  be  degraded 
to  the  level  to  which  this  attack  upon 
Le  Caron  brings  iti  English  statesmen 
hired  him,  English  statesmen  used  him, 
and  English  statesmen  paid  him ;  and 
is  it  to  be  that  the  English  statesmen 
who  employed  him  and  who  paid  him 
will  cheer  the  speaker  who  attacks 
Le  Caron  for  what  he  did?  Sir,  I  did 
defend  Le  Caron,  and  I  shall  do  all 
in  my  feeble  power  to  defend  him 
now ;  and  I  say  I  would  rather  occupy 
the  position  of  Le  Caron,  objectionable  as 
it  is,  than  I  would  occupy  the  position  of 
the  "  presumably  honest  men " — the 
assassins  whose  safety  we  are  asked  to 
defend  and  protect.  I  will  not  attempt 
to  draw  any  comparison  between  Le 
Caron  and  the  men  who  first  hire  him, 
then  pay  him,  and  afterwards  denounce 
him.  One  word  now  as  to  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton.  With 
strong  emphasis  and  bold  assertion  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  told  the  House 
that  the  judgment  of  the  Commissioners 
is  wrong.  He  disbelieves  Le  Caron. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  never  saw  Le 
Caron  and  never  heard  him  in  the 
witness-box. .   Has  he  read  his  evidence  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER(Wolverhampton, 
E.)  :  Some  of  it. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  Just  so.  Here  are 
the  Commissioners,  who  heard  every- 
thing, who  saw  Le  Caron  in  the  witness- 
box,  uncross-examined  by  Mr.  Davitt, 
and  who  found  corroboration  for  his  evi- 
dence step  by  step.  On  the  other  hand, 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  who  has  only  read 
some  of  the  evidence,  asks  the  House  to 
accept  his  opinion  against  those  of  the 
Commissioners.  Let  me  point  out 
upon  what  uncertain  premisses  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  his 
judgment.  He  speaks  of  the  improba- 
bility of  the  conversation  taking  place 
which  Le  Caron  says  he  had  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.  Does  the  right 
JSir  H.  James 


hon.  Gentleman  recollect  that  Le  Caron 
came  with  an  introduction  to  Egan  f  romDe- 
voy,  and  that  he  came  as  the  representative 
of  the  Physical  Force  Party  in  America? 
At  that  time  there  was  no  activity  amongst 
the  Irish  in  America,  exceptin  the  ranks  of 
the  Physical  Force  Party,  and  they  had  to 
be  kept  on  good  terms  with  the  Constitu- 
tional action  in  this  House.  How  was 
that  to  be  done  ?  It  was  not  by  telling 
them — "We  will  have  no  dealings  with 
you."  What  was  more  probable,  having 
regard  to  what  was  known  of  the  connec- 
tion between  the  Constitutional  Party 
here  and  the  Physical  Force  Party  in 
America,  than  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  would  send  a  message  which  would 
be  acceptable  to  them  ?  It  was  a  matter 
of  diplomacy  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  to  use  words  which  would  be 
acceptable  to  the  Physical  Force  Party, 
in  order  to  obtain  their  support.  There 
was  no  improbability  in  the  conversation 
taking  place.  Moreover,  it  was  corro- 
borated by  the  fact  of  the  message  being 
delivered;  and  I  do  not  think  that 
any  person  who  reads  the  proofs  will 
doubt  that  throughout  his  evidence 
Le  Caron  spoke  nothing  but  the  truth. 
Then  there  is  the  fact  that  the  docu- 
ments of  the  Glan-na-Gael,  produced  at 
the  inquiry,  were  not  produced  then  for 
the  first  time.  They  had  been  sent  day 
by  day  to  this  country  for  many  years 
past.  It  was  not  even  suggested  by 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney  that  there  had  been  any 
tampering  with  these  documents.  So  far 
as  the  action  of  the  Clan-na-Gael  is  con- 
cerned, and  the  body  of  men  combined 
for  the  purpose  of  assassination,  and  who 
supported  the  Skirmishing  Fund,  the 
case  rests,  to  a  great  extent,  upon  the 
evidence  of  Le  Caron.  Is  the  House, 
after  having  delegated  to  the  Commis- 
sioners power  to  inquire  into  and  I'eport 
upon  all  these  matters,  to  go  behind  the 
verdict  of  the  Judges,  and  to  say,  with 
the  right  hon  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton, that  the  Judges  have  come  to  a 
wrong  conclusion,  and  that  the  House 
is  better  able  to  arrive  at  a  right  one  ? 
Now,  I  pass  from  these  men  to  the  pre- 
sumably honest  men.  I  hope  it  will  be 
understood  I  have  been  speaking  in  re- 
spect of  the  action  of  men  in  America,  of 
those  men  who  represented — and  more 
than  represented,  who  advocated — asBas- 
sination  and  the  use  of  dynamite.  There 
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is  a  finding  in  the  Commissioners'  Report 
to  the  efEect  that  newspapers  were  circu- 
lated— United  Irelxind,  ths  Iriahmany  and, 
above  all,  the  Irish  .  World — which 
preached  the  doctrine  of  assassination 
and  destruction.  It  has  been  said  from 
this  Bench  that  it  is  cant  to  object  to 
receive  money  from  the  Irish  World, 
which  was  a  mere  [conduit-pipe  for  the 
collection  of  money,  and  that,  therefore, 
the  leaders  of  the  Land  League  in  noway 
identified  themselves  with  the  doctrines 
of  the  Irish  World,  That  depends  very 
much  on  the  facts.  I  heard  that  state- 
ment with  astonishment.  When  I  heard 
it  said  that  the  Irish  World  was  a  mere 
conduit-pipe  in  the  collection  of  money, 
I  remembered  the  phrase  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  opposite,  who  com- 
y)ared  it  with  the  neck  of  a  bottle,  which 
1  suppose  represented  to  his  mind  the 
most  agreeable  form  of  conduit-pipe.  But 
this  conduit-pipe  occupies  a  very  re- 
markable position,  even  if  it  be  the  neck 
of  a  bottle.  We  have  to  deal  with  some- 
thing which  I  should  think  was  very 
difEerent  indeed  from  a  conduit-pipe. 
Mr.  Davitt,  a  ve^y  good  witness  in  this 
matter,  says — 
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"  I  cannot  forgafc  the  unparalleled  services 
which  you*' — 

that  is  Patrick  Ford — 

"  Rendered  to  the  Land  League  from  its 
very  inception,  until  its  organisation,  bat  not 
its  spirit,  was  suppressed  by  ihe  Qoveroment 
of  England.  lodeed,  no  trnthfal  historian 
can  read  the  record  of  that  orgaoieation  and 
its  giant  assault  upon  the  citadel  of  felonious 
Irish  landlordism  without  recognising  the  fact 
that  the  chief  inspiration  of  the  movement, 
its  spirit,  and  most  of  its  financial  strength 
came  from  the  Irish  World.'* 

Can  any  description  of  its  position  be 
more  different  from  that  of  a  conduit- 
pipe  when  it  is  described  as  the  inspira- 
tion of  the  movement,  in  its  spirit  and  its 
financial  strength  ?  It  is  now  said  that 
the  Irish  World  was  a  very  objectionable 
periodical,  that  it  was  a  mere 
collector ;  but  on  the  2nd  of  July,  1881, 
Mr.  Quinn,  Secretary  of  the  Land 
League,  says — 

**  We  appeal  to  the  1  wers  of  liberty  and 
the  sympathisers  of  suffering  humanity  to 
send  the  Irish  World  to  Ireland.  The  saccess 
of  the  cause  is  to  be  measured  by  the  extent 
of  the  acceptance  of  its  principles." 

And  that  at  a  titue  when  it  was  preach- 
ing  dynamite  and  assassination. 


"  When  the  Ii-ish  World  is  read  in  every 
hamlet  in  every  county  it  will  be  beyond  the 
power  of  earth  and  hell  to  perpetuate  the 
landlordism  in  Ireland." 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  At  what  date 
was  that  ? 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  From  Mr.  Quinn, 
July  2,  1881.  Then  Mr.  Davitt 
wrote — 

"I  do  not  think  Mr.  Healy  is  just  to  the 
Irish  irorld  when  he  says  we  would  have  got 
the  subscriptions  (the  money  sent  to  the  Land 
League)  if  the  Irish  World  never  existed.  This 
I  deny.  I  believe  that  three-fourths  of  the 
enormous  sum  of  money  received  by  the  Land 
League  from  Amei  ica  was  subscribed  through 
the  appeals  which  were  made  by  Patrick  Ford 
in  his  paper  through  the  instrumentality  of  the 
hundreds  of  branches  of  the  Auxiliary  American 
League,  which  were  organised  bv  the  Irish 
}Forl4r 

Why  did  the  Irish  World  collect  this 
money  ?  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  says 
that  it  was  merely  accidental ;  that  the 
poor  Irish  people  in  America  and  some 
Americans  contributed  this  money  ;  and 
that  this  newspaper  was  merely  the  acci- 
dental conduit-pipe  to  receive  this  money. 
But  the  Irish  World  said — 

**  This  money  question  is  a  very  ticklish  one. 
The  reasons  why  men  transmitted  money  to  the 
Land  Leapue  through  the  Irish  World  are 
these — a  dollar  sent  through  the  Irish  World  is 
a  significant  endorsement  of  the  principles 
enunciated  by  the  Irish  World,'* 

Mr.  Brennan,  on  March  19,  1881, 
says — 

*'  The  moral  and  financial  aid  which  is  con- 
stantly coming  from  our  brothers  in  America 
through  the  Irish  World  cheers  us  in  our 
work.'*  ' 

It  was  this  moral  aid  and  the  principles 
of  the  Irish  World  that  collected  three- 
fourths  of  the  money  which  caused  the 
upheaval  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  And 
those  were  the  doctrines  which  were  at 
the  bottom  of  the  action  and  movement 
and  upraising  against  tyranny  carried  on 
in  a  manner  which  would  be  disgraceful 
to  anyone  but  those  who  believed  in  the 
principles  of  the  Irish  World.  Disjointed 
I  must  be.  I  will  not  enter  into  the 
details  of  other  subjects  before  the 
Commission  ;  but  there  is  a  matter  which 
lias  occurred,  in  this  debate  to  which 
I  must  refer.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian — who  oppor- 
tunely gives  me  his  countenance  as  I 
m^e  the  reference — will  allow  me  to  call 
attention  to  one  statement  in  the  course 
of  his  speech.  I  have  to  apologise  to 
the     House     for     dealing    with    these 
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details ;  but  as  my  right  hon.  Friend 
thought  it  worthy  of  his  notice 
and  of  the  notice  of  the  House  I  wish 
to  occupy  a  few  minutes  with  it.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
referred  to  the  finding  of  the  Commis- 
sioners on  what  has  been  called  the  Horan 
letter,  and  described  it  as  a  trumpery 
charge.     My  right  hon.  Friend  said — 

"  There  is  another  head  which  maybe  called 
the  £12  case,  spent  for  the  purpose  of  relieving 
persons  who  had  been,  or  were  supfjosed  to 
have  been,  en^i^aged  in  committing  crime.  I 
think  a  more  trumperj  charge  to  appear  in  a 
State  iudictment  than  this,  standing  as  it  does 
and  sappoited  as  it  is,  it  woald  be  difficult  to 
conceive.** 

I  hope  the  Houss  will  permit  me  to 
suggest  one  or  two  facts  which  I  think 
will  show  that  that  charge  was  not 
tinimpery.  The  House  will  recollect 
that  the  papers  relating  to  the  League 
were  of  a  most  bulky  character.  They 
represented  thousands  and  thousands  of 
communications.  TJie}-  were  not  forth- 
coming bafore  the  Commission  ;  but  one 
very  small  portion  of  tliem,  affecting  a 
very  few  days  in  the  history  of  the 
League,  did  come  into  the  possession  of 
thos?  who  produced  them  before  the 
C/jmmisaion,  tlirougli  a  person  named 
Pliillips.  Among  those  few  papers  two 
important  documents  were  found — one 
is  mentioned  in  the  Report.  It  was 
addressed  "  Irisli  National  Land  League," 
and  it  was  written  from  the  "  Irish 
National  Land  League  branch  office, 
Castleisland,"  and  directed  to  Mr.  V^uinn 
at  the  Central  Office  — 

"  Sir, — I  beg  to  direct  your  attention  to  a 
matter  of  a  private  character  which  I  at- 
tempted to  explain  to  you  when  I  was  in 
Dublin  at  the  Convention.  The  fact  is  that 
one  of  the  men  from  a  shock  lost  the  use  of 
his  eye.  It  cost  him  £4  to  go  to  Cork  for 
medical  attendance.  Another  man  received  a 
wound  in  the  thigh,  and  was  laid  up  for  a 
month.  No  one  knows  the  persons  but  the 
doctor  and  myself  and  the  members  of  that 
society.  I  may  inform  you  that  the  paid 
parties  cannot  afford  to  suffer.  If  it  were  a 
public  affair  a  subscription  list  would  be 
opened  at  once  for  them,  as  they  proved  to  be 
heroes.  One  other  man  escaped  a  shot,  but 
got  his  jaws  grazed.  Hoping  you  will,  at  j'our 
discretion,  see  your  way  to  makiog  a  grant, 
which  you  can  peud  through  me  or  the  Rev. 
John  O'Callaghan,  C.C. — Yours  truly,  Timothy 

HORAN." 

That  letter,  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  Reid) 
said,  no  doubt  was  intended  to  refer  to 
men  who  attempted  to  commit  crime 
iSir  H.  Jarties 


and  suffered  in  the  attempt.  Mr.  Fer- 
guson, a  man  of  great  ability  and 
shrewdness,  took  charge  of  this  matter 
as  one  of  the  executive  of  the  League, 
and  reading  this  letter  he  must  have 
known  it  was  an  application  for  money 
to  be  paid  to  men  who  had  committed 
crime.  It  was  not  a  matter  of  charitable 
assistance ;  it  was  an  application  for  re- 
payment of  money  that  had  already  been 
paid  for  medical  assistance.  Mr. 
Ferguson,  in  the  course  of  his  cross- 
examination,  said  that  the  executive 
of  the  League  had  had  several  similar 
applications,  that  some  were  granted 
and  some  refused,  but  none  were  ever 
assented  to  without  the  permission 
of  the  Executive  Committee,  and  that 
each  case  was  considered  as  it  arose  ; 
and  then  the  endorsement  £6  to  be  paid 
to  the  man  as  deserving  of  the  considera- 
tion and  the  assistance  of  the  League 
represents  tlie  results  of  such  regular 
course  of  proceedings.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  calls  this  a  trumpery  case.  I 
should  not  so  describe  it,  even  if  it  stood 
alone,  but  we  have  the  admission  that 
there  were  several  like  cases  of  men 
brought  into  the  same  position  by  the 
commission  of  crime.  There  is  a  second 
case  in  which  a  man  named  Buttcrfield 
asks  for  assistance  on  behalf  of  three  men 
who  were  in  gaol  on  a  'charge  of  intimi- 
dation and  housebreaking,  adding,"  They 
are  really  deserving."  So  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  find  that  with  no  assistance 
from  the  records  of  the  League,  we  were 
enabled  by  an  accident  to  know  how  the 
business  of  the  League  was  carried  on, 
and  to  know  how  those  captains  of  the 
guards,  the  executive  of  the  Land  League, 
transacted  their  business  in  the  offices,  and 
how  money  was  sent  to  persons  who  had 
suffered  in  the  cause.  Can  that  be  called 
a  trumpery  case  ?  It  represents  the 
manner  and  the  method  in  which  the 
business  of  the  League  is  carried  on,  and 
will  anyone  say  that  the  finding  of  the 
Commission  has  not  been  justified  by  Mr. 
Ferguson's  statement,  that  it  was  the 
habit  to  consider  such  applications,  and 
according  to  their  merit  to  grant  sums 
of  money  ?  I  have  mentioned  inciden- 
tally the  Land  League  documents,  aild 
here  I  must  say  one  word*  with  respect  to 
the  matter  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  referred,  and  I  will  do 
so  in  justice  to  him.  The  suggestion 
was   made  that  certain  documents  and 
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records  of  the  Land  League  had  dis- 
appeared, or,  as  my  hen.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Dumfries  says,  had  been 
"dissipated,"  whatever  that  may  be, 
and  also  that  certain  books  of  the 
English  Land  League  had  not  been 
[)roduced.  That  is  not  a  mere,  vague, 
general  remark ;  it  is  a  mattjr  of 
the  gravest  import,  and  it  helps  to 
bring  home  much  of  the  proof  against 
tliose  in  charge  of  the  organisation. 
The  matter  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  referred  arises  in 
this  way.  The  English  Land  League 
had  MS  its  Secretary  the  well-known 
Frank  Byrne.  It  is  said  that  he  was 
connected  with  the  commission  of  grave 
crime  in  Ireland.  He  kept  the  books, 
and  among  the  books  was  a  cash  book 
which  contained  a  record  of  the  expendi- 
ture. The  steward  of  the  funds  must 
have  made  a  record  of  what  was  spent, 
in  1888  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
(L'rry  made  an  affidavit  stating  that 
certain  books  were  in  his  control.  And 
here  I  wish  to  say  that  if  it  be  supposed 
that  any  suggestion  is  made  that  the  hon. 
^f ember  had  in  any  way  departed  from 
tliL*  strictest  action  of  propriety  or  frank- 
ness that  is  a  misconception  and  mistake. 
ThL'  lion.  Member  was  regarded  as  being 
simply  the  legal  custodian  of  these 
documents,  and  an  affidavit  was  made 
by  him  stating  that  a  cash  book 
running  from  a  certain  date  to  a  certain 
date  existed.  A  solicitor  said  that  he 
made  tliat  affidavit.  There  are  the  dates ; 
there  is  the  statement  in  the  affidavit. 
That  cannot  be  the  result  of  imagina- 
tion if  you  have  a  cash-book  running 
from  a  certain  date  in  1881  to  a  certain 
date  in  1883.  And  so  that  affidavit 
was  accepted.  A  witness  came  into 
the  box  and  said  that  in  the  autumn 
of  1882,  Byrne,  who  was  Secretary  to 
the  English  Land  League,  was  in  Dublin, 
and  that  he  saw  him  with  Invincibles 
and  saw  him  give  money  to  those  Invin- 
cibles. He  also  described  a  conversation 
about  the  payment  of  money,  and  saw 
money  paid.  What  could  be  more  con- 
clusive to  show  that  these  statements 
were  untrue  than  to  produce  the  cash 
book?  That  book,  on  the  other  hand, 
would  have  shown  expenditure  for  the 
journey  to  Dublin  and  money  spent  there, 
if  the  witnesse's  evidence  was  true.  This 
cash  book  could  not  be  produced,  and 
was  not  produced.     Where  is  the  cash 


book  which  the  sworn  affidavit  stated  was 
in  existence  ?  The  solicitor,  one  of  the 
ablest  men  I  know,  said — 

**I  am  sure  I  have  looked  for  the  books; 
they  are  not  there,  and,  therefore,  I  must  have 
imagined  a  cash  book,  and  must  have  put  it 
down  as  running  from  October,  1881,  to 
October,  1883,  as  a  vision  of  the  brain." 

He  said — 

"But  there  is  Mr.  Brady,  Under  Secre- 
tary, who  will  tell  you  about  these  books.  He 
took  the  books  away,  and  he  is  in  Court.*' 

Mk.  T.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin,  Har- 
bour) :  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  w41l 
excuse  my  interruption,  he  did  not  say 
he  took  the  books  away;  he  said  he  got  a 
receipt  for  the  books,  and  that  the  books 
were  still  in  Court. 

Sir  H.  JAMES :  I  have  elsewhere  found 
the  hon.  Member's  memory  so  accurate 
that  if  he  corrects  me  I  will  accept  the 
correction.  Then,  upon  what  the  solicitor 
said,  an  appeal  was  made  to  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Dumfries 
who  had  charge  of  this  particular  part 
of  the  case,  to  clear  the  matter  up  by 
calling  Brady,  and  he  said,  "  We  will 
accept  your  view,  and  the  matter  shall  be 
considered."  And  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  did  •  consider  the  matter,  but  we^ 
never  could  see  Brady.  For  good  or  for 
evil,  the  production  of  the  cash  book 
would  have  shown  whether  Byrne  was 
in  Dublin  at  the  time,  what  money  had 
baen  spent,  and  how  it  had  been  spent, 
and  if  there  had  been  no  such  entry  the 
charge  would  have  fallen  to  the  ground, 
the  evidence  of  Delaney  would  have 
been  discredited.  Of  course,  there  was 
such  a  book;  of  course,  no  one  could 
have  carried  on  business  without  it. 
Although  there  was  an  affidavit  saying 
that  there  was  such  a  book,  and  although 
we  got  all  the  other  books  that  were 
then  accessible,  we  never  have  been  able 
to  get  this  cash  book. 

Mr.  REID  (Dumfries,  &c.):  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  perfectly  ac- 
curate. I  said  that  I  would  investigate 
this  matter,  or  some  words  importing 
that ;  I  did  investigate  it,  and  I 
have  not  the  slightest  objection  to 
state  the  result.  Brady,  in  point  of  fact, 
was  in  Court  for  many  days ;  and  if  the 
Commissioners  desired  to  ask  any  ques- 
tions, or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
desired  to  do  so,  it  would  have  been 
perfectly  easy  to  have  done  it.  Before 
the  end  of  the  case  I  withdrew  from  the 
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case,  CounsL^l  were  withdrawn  from 
the  case,  and,  tli  ere  fore,  I  had  not  an 
opportunity  of  stating  to  the  Court  what 
1  intended. 

Sir  H.  JAMES:  I  accept  w^at  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  has  said  per* 
fectly,  but  I  do  not  think  it  at  all  ex- 
plains this  matter.  Before  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friends  retired  from  the  case 
they  stated  that  there  were  a  few 
witnesses  they  intended  to  call,  and 
Brady  was  not  one  of  them,  Brady  was 
never  intended  to  be  called.  The  result 
was  that,  after  making  inquiries,  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friends  did  not  produce 
Brady,  and  the  cash  book  was  never 
prt^uced,  I  very  much  regret  that 
anything  like  the  details  of  the  inquiry 
should  now  be  di^ussed  in  this  one 
matter,  but,  as  I  liave  stated,  I  felt  it  to 
be  due  to  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry to  refer  to  it,  and,  having  referred 
to  it,  it  was  impossible  to  leave  the 
matter  where  it  stood.  There  is  one 
other  subject  which  I  cannot  refrain 
from  referring  to,  because  great  import- 
ance ought  to  be  attached  to  it,  I  know 
but  little  diSerence  between  those 
who  incitfc)  to  crime  and  the  men  who, 
liaving  iiiHueuce,  do  not  take  upon  them- 
selves to  prevent  crime»  For  private  in- 
dividuals there  is  one  measure  of  respon- 
sibility ;  but  upon  au  organLsation  which 
has  a  controlling  power  in  the  land, 
which  has  an  uncrowned  King  at  the 
head  of  tiie  controlling  power,  there  is  a 
greater  responsibility  That  organisa- 
tion, having  a  jKJwer  whicli  has  set  the 
Queen's  authority  at  dwtiance  and  taken 
upon  itself  the  responsibility  of  standing 
iu  place  of  the  authority  it  defies, 
surely  should  use  its  influence  to 
prevent  the  commission  of  crime. 
We  have  proof  that  the  power  existed, 
not  by  way  of  suggestion  proceeding 
from  those  in  poHtical  opposition  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gungway,  but 
from  members  of  their  own  B^xly,  who 
have  told  us,  and  can  toll  us,  of  the 
great  power  they  liad  at  their  disposal. 
There  is  one  witness,  Mr,  Matthew 
Harris^  who  t(.dls  ns  of  the  power  which 
the  organisation  possessed.  Speaking  of 
the  time  when  crime  was  becoming 
rife,  and  when  he  knew  the  policy 
the  Land  Leagne  haci  been  pursuing, 
he  gives  us  his  view  of  the  pc»licy 
the  leaders  of  the  movement  ought 
to    take.     He    tells   us,   In  fact  it  was 


an  understood  thing  among  the  leader 
of  the  movement — and  he  mentions  ' 
self,  ilr.  Egan,  and  Mr.  Davitt — and  hi 
said    that  ab<mt  the    time  of  the   StAt^ 
triiils,   which  was  early   in    1881,  the| 
agreed  to  pursue  a  more  moderate  poiicj? 
hut    when   the    State   trials   took   pL 
there    was    no    moderation     of    polic 
Again,     at     the     end     of     1880, 
Davitt    returned    from    America, 
had    seen   what    public    opinion    then 
was.     He  had  found,  as  is  often  the  < 
that  people   the  most  democratic  are  tlM 
most  detennined  to  see  the  authority 
Government  maintained^  and  that  public 
opinion  in  America  was  shocked  by  th| 
outrages    which     were     committed    iiq 
Ireland.      Mr.  Davitt  addressed  himfielj 
tn  Mr,  Parnell  on   the   subject  becau^ 
those  whom  Mr.  Davitt  and  Mr.  Parnel] 
controlled  had  tlie  power  to  stop  crime 
Mr.    Davitt    asked   the    hon.    ileml 
for    Cork     to     use     his     influence    fo 
that     purpose.        **I    did    not     mai 
any  speeches   in   such   sense,"  said  tb 
hon.    Member   for  Cork,    ''because   m| 
engagements   hatl   come   to  an  end  ^'- 
meaning  he  had  come  to  the  end  of 
speeches    he    had    arranged    to    makd 
Wliat    answer  is   that,  when   speakin 
on   behalf  of  a  great  power  controllir 
Ireland,  and  when   agraiT^in  crime  ani 
outrage  Wa^  rife   and  directed,  too,  no 
against  the  hated  class  of  landloiHis,  bu 
inilicted  on  the  poorest  class  of  those  ilnj 
organisation  pretended  to  protect,     Th 
denunciations  by  Mr,  Da\4tt  were,  hov 
ever,     accompanied       by       expression 
representing    the    avoidance    of     crim| 
as  desirable  as  a  matter  cjf  policy  rathfl^ 
than   a   moral  obligation,     Davitt^  huV 
ever,     did     set    himself     to     work 
denounce    the   crimes   in   this    qualifi<« 
manner,    but  with    that  exception  I 
not  End  at  this  crucial  time  any  demaueil 
ation  from  those  who  at  that  time  hell 
l>ower   in    Ireland,      One    witness    wrt 
called,  the  most  powerful  we  could  call- 
Mr.  Davitt — and  even  he  had  to  stalil 
forth  as    a    witness   to   condemn  tho^ 
men.     Mr,  Davitt  wrote  a  letter,  whic 
appeared  in  the  t'^tandard  in  May,  188| 
respecting  the  suggestion  that  the  Irie' 
leaders  should  undertake  a    pilgrinw 
to  denounce  crime,  in  which  he  said — 

**  You  next  call  upon  my  frienda  and  i!i)^ieO 
to  employ  oiir  recovered  liberty  to  ft^ive  ilii 
world  aolid  iind  uaanawerableguuninteefl  of  tbi 
loathing  with   which   wo  regard  all   forma  of 
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outrage  by  making  a  fresh  pilgrimage  through 
the  country,  and  to  never  desist  from 
deinouncing  assassination  until  these  hideous 
crimes  are  exorcised  from  the  land.  I  agree 
with  you,  Sir,  that  such  a  pilgrimage  ought  to 
be  made  even  now.  Had  it  been  made  before  it 
is  my  firm  belief  that  the  terrible  tragedy  of  the 
Fhcanix  Park  and  many  another  tragedy, 
which,  though  it  ^as  not  attracted  so  much 
attention,  has  wrung  heartstrings  as  bitterly, 
would  never  have  occurred.  Why  have  there 
not  been  such  pilgrimages?  Let  the  facts 
ao^^er  so  far,  at  least,  as,I  am  concerned.  From 
the  first  initiation  of  the  Land  League  I  warned 
Irish  people  against  outrages  as  the  greatest 
dangaif  of  the  movement." 

Yes,  Sir,  such  a  pilgrimage  might  hav© 
stayed  not  only  the  attack  on  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Government ;  it  would 
also  have  stayed  the  attacks  on  the 
men  of  the  hillsides  who  were  being 
shot  down,  and  whoso  fate  wmng 
many  heart  strings  just  as  much  as  heart 
strings  were  wrung  by  the  death  of  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish.  There  is  one 
observation  I  ought  to  make  in  respect  of 
that  letter,  that  from  October,  1881, 
until  May,  1882,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  had  been  in  Kilmainham.  But 
look  at  the  records  of  crime  that  existed 
up  to  October,  1881,  and  we  shall  find 
that  the  maximum  of  crime  existed 
during  1881.  Where  were  the  pilgrims 
then  1  There  was  freedom  of  action  and 
freedom  of  power,  be  the  policy  right  or 
wrong  pursued  at  that  time,  and  it  was 
b3oau8e  these  pilgrimages  were  not  made 
and  because  the  hands  that  had  the 
power  to  stay  crime  would  not  do  so, 
that  appeals  were  made  to  put  the  Act  of 
1881  into  force.  But  I  pass  from  this 
topic.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Hackney,  like  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  has 
said  that  these  crimes  were  the  natural 
outcome  of  S3mi-starvation,  of  distress, 
and  of  evictions.  That  theory  has  been 
found  to  be  incorrect.  If  you  compare 
the  evictions  that  took  place  in  the  great 
fomine  years  from  1849  to  1851  and  the 
crime  that  then  existed  with  the  evic- 
tions and  crime  in  the  years  1880-1882, 
you  will  find  that  in  the  former  period 
there  were  14  evictions  to  every 
agrarian  crime,  while  in  the  latter  the 
proportion  is  about  1*3  evictions  to  one 
crime.  This  proves  that  step  by  step, 
where  the  Land  League  existed,  crime 
increased,  and  we  know  the  truth  now 
of  the  remark  that  "  crime  dogged  the 
l^lotops  of    the    Land    League."      It 


has  been  proved  that  this  increas3  of 
crime  is  not  a  question  of  the  distress  or 
of  the  evictions,  but  that  wherever 
the  Land  League  existed  and  held 
power  crime  spread,  as  had  been  said, 
like  -vvildfire.  Therefore,  I  say  that  the 
finding  of  the  Judges  on  this  point  is 
amply  justified.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  has  said  that,  to  sum 
up  the  case  in  the  language  of  Lord 
Chatham,  the  actions  were  the  action  of 
liberty  as  against  oppression.  There  is 
also  another  speech  which  I  read  with  great 
regret — the  speech  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Aberdeen, 
in  which  he  is  reported  to  have  said — 

"Who  would  blame  those  who  had  oo- 
perated,  however  muoh  they  disapproved  the 
agency,  with  the  societies  that  were  nsing 
assassination  as  their  means  ?** 

[Mr.  Bryce  dissented.]  I  understood 
that  my  hon.  Friend  does  not  accept  the 
report  as  it  appears,  and  therefore  I  will 
not  rely  on  those  words,  but  I  think 
there  was  something  of  substance  in  the 
report  I  have  read.  There  was  some- 
thing of  substance  in  it,  so  far  as 
the  saying  that  a  revolutionary 
party  may  use  agents  which  they 
would  not  wisli  to  use  at  any  other 
time.  I  hope  that  doctrine  will  not  be 
carried  too  far,  for  the  danger  of  it  is 
great.  It  is  a  doctrine  which  justifies 
the  existence  of  terrible  agencies.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has 
said  that  all  that  occurred  might  be 
summed  up  as  representing  the  action  of 
liberty  against  oppression.  He  was 
speaking  of  his  Government  in  the 
years  1880-82.  If  it  be  that  the 
Government  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  shall  ever  be  more  tyran- 
nical in  Ireland  than  the  Government  of 
1880-82,  may  we  not  expect  that  similar 
occurrences  may  take  place,  and  be 
regarded  as  justified  if  this  argument 
be  true?  If  this  is  the  act  of  those 
who  are  oppressed  against  tyrants,  if 
this  be  liberty  fighting  against  oppression, 
do  you  not  think  that  the  theory  used  in 
this  House  now  will  be  relied  on  by  those  ' 
who  hereafter  commit  similar  acts  to  those 
that  were  committed  in  1880-82?  May 
not  the  weighty  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
quicken  the  action  of  many  a  doubtful 
man  when  he  is  thinking  whether  he 
shall  commit  crime  or  not — may 
not    he    be     influenced   if  he    thought 
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that  all  that  had  been  done  in  the  past 
represented  the  emblem  of  a  glorious 
straggle  of  liberty  against  tyranny, 
against  oppression  ?  When  we  are  told 
that  there  may  be  justification  for  deal- 
ing with  societies  of  assassination  that  is 
another  question.  L3t  moralists  decide 
that.  But  if  you  are  using  such  weapons 
as  these,  do  not  tell  us  that  your  agitation 
is  aCoQstitutional  agitation.  I  accept 
the  theory  that  there  have  been  in  the 
pist  men  who  may  have  usurped  the 
pjwer  of  Government,  but  they  have 
borne  tlie  consi'quences,  and  claimed  to  be 
treated  as  men  who  would  receive  the 
triumph  of  their  cans 3  if  they  won  and 
who  would  suffer  the  penalty  if  they 
lost.  If  the  agitation  is  only  Constitu- 
tional you  have  no  right  to  tell  us  at  the 
same  time  that  the  crime  committed  was 
only  the  natural  outcome  of  a  struggle 
between  li bpr ty  and  oppression.  I  well 
recollect  the  most  eloquent  appeal  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  set  their 
prejudices  on  one  side,  and  his  appeal  to 
their  bett.^r  judgment  in  the  stillness  of 
their  clianibers.  I,  too,  appeal  to  you, 
but  not  as  Party  men,  for  it  is  not 
to  a  Party  that  the  appeal  should 
be  made.  That  appeal  should  be  made 
to  a  people.  And  the  people  I  appeal 
to  are  the  loyal  population  of  this  country, 
the  men  who  are  loyal,  not  only  to  the 
name  and  the  symbol  of  the  Crown — 
to  them  an  empty  symbol — but  loyal  to 
the  institutions  and  to  the  Constitution  of 
this  country.  To  them  I  appeal.  I  appeal 
to  them  in  their  better  judgment,  that 
they  shall,  in  their  chambers,  as  my  right 
hou.  Friend  has  said,  ponder  and  com- 
mune with  themselves,  and  I  believe 
their  judgment  and  their  prayer  will  be 
that  to  men  who  have  so  acted  and  to 
doctrines  such  as  have  been  propounded 
in  tliis  House  no  power  shall  ever  be 
given  to  control  the  loyal  subjects  of 
the  Queen. 

*(6.16.)  Mr.  H.  H.  ASQUITH  (Fife 
B.)  :  •  Nothing  can  be  mora  repugnant 
to  me  than  to  enter  into  a  public  contro- 
versy with  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  and 
I  trust  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  not  think  that  I  am 
wanting  in  respact  to  him  if  I  leave  many 
of  his  most  disputable  propositions  to  be 
dealt  with  by  subsequent  speakers.  But 
there  is  one  general  observation  which 
Si7'  H.  Jamfi» 


I   must  make  about  the   speech  of  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend.     I  eotdd 
not  help  thinking  as  I  listened  to  it  how  far 
we  have  travelled  from  the  starting-point 
of  this  inquiry.  Has  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ever  by  chance  read  a  publication 
called  Pariiellisin  and  Crime  ?     He  has 
given  us  to-night  a  very  interesting  and 
ingenious  disquisition  on  the  theory  of 
revolution,    and   the    relation    between 
crime   on   one    side  and   agitation    and 
distress  on  the  other,  and  he  has  applied 
his, theory  to  the  state  of  Ireland  in  1879 
aftd  1880.     But  that  topic  was  urged  in 
this  House  with  at  least  as  much  force 
by  the  late  Mr.  Forster  in  February,  1883. 
What    was    the    rest  of  my  right  hon, 
Friend's    speech  ?       It    consisted    of    a 
reference   to,   and  a   vindication  of,   his 
protege     Le    Caron,    the    Horan   letter, 
and   the   disappearance   of  the   books — 
topics  not  one  of  which  could  have  been 
alluded  to  in  Parnellimn  and  Crime,  but 
which  were  purely  an  afterthought,  and 
if  the  whole  of  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
contentions  were  made  out  it  would  not 
carry  the  authors  of  that  publication  one 
step  nearer  their  conclusion.     What  was 
the  charge  in  support  of  which  the  right 
hon.   and   learned   Gentleman    and    the 
Attorney   (xeneral   opposite    exerted  all 
their  powers    for  a  period  of   nearly   a 
year?       It    was     this — that    the    I^nd 
League  was  nothing  but  a  cloak,  a  pre- 
t3xt,  for  a  system  of  organised  treason 
and  outrage,   committed,    it   is  true,  in 
detail    by  subordinate  agents,  but   con- 
trived, controlled,  and  paid  for  by  men 
who  still  sit  among  us  as  Colleagues  in  this 
House.       Was  that  or    was  it  not    the 
charge  ?       The    right    hon.    Gentleman 
will     not    deny     that     that     was     the 
charge.      Has  that  charge   been   found 
proved  or  has  it  not  ?    I  appeal  to  the  Re- 
port of  the  Commission,  and  if,  as  we  con- 
tend, and  I  am  certain  that  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  as  a  fair-minded  man 
would   not  deny,  that   charge  in  every 
one  of   its  particulars   has   been  found 
by  the  Judges  to  be  disproved,  I  must 
confess  that  it  is  to  many  of  us,  sitting  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  a  matter  not  only 
for  regret  but  for  surprise  that  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  of  all  men,  is 
going  to  cast  his  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian.     For  if  such  a 
charge  has  been  preferred,  and  persisted 
in,  and  disproved,  I  should  have  thought 
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that  my  right  hoa.  and  learned  Friend 
would  have  been  the  first  man  to  say 
that  this  Honse  onght  not  to  withhold 
reprobation  from  the  calumniators,  or 
sympathy  from  those  whose  characters 
have  at  last  been  cleared.  I  pass  from 
that  speech,  but  I  cannot  but  feel  that  I 
owe  an  apology  to  the  ^ouse  for  the 
intrusion  into  the  debate  of  another 
lawyer  who  has  acted  as  an  advocate 
beforvj  the  Special  Commission.  I  can 
assure  the  House — and  I  believe  that 
I  am  expressing  the  feelings  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friends  beside  me — thi,t  1 
would  most  gladly  have  remained  silent. 
If  thj  relation  of  counsel  and  client  still 
existed  bat  ween  me  and  any  of  the  in- 
criminated Members,  or  if  any  personal 
or  private  interest  disabled  me  from 
forming  an  impartial  opinion  on  the 
issue  before  the  House,  I  'would  have 
abstained.  Bat  our  interposition  in  the 
debate  is  not  only  justified,  but  necessi- 
tated by  the  action  of  the  Government. 
Wbat  are  the  Government  doing  ?  The 
Government  are  inviting  the  House  to 
undertake  a  judicial  review  of  a  vast 
number  of  grave  and  complicatad  findings, 
without  at  the  same  time  providing  the 
House  with  any  authentic  or  accessible 
record  of  the  charges  in  relation  to 
which  these  findings  were  made,  or  of 
the  evidence  upon  which  they  were 
based.  That  is  the  position,  and  it 
becomes,  therefore,  the  duty  of  those,  of 
us  who  have  been  counsal  in  the  case, 
inasmuch  as  we  are  necessarily  familiar 
both  with  the  accusations  and  the  mat- 
ters proved,  to  afford  such  assistance  as 
is  in  our  j)Ower  to  enable  the  House 
to  perform  the  duty  which  the  Govern- 
ment has,  in  my  opinion,  gratui- 
tously and  wantonly  cast  upon  it. 
I  cannot  hope  to  add  to  the  general  con- 
siderations stated  the  other  night  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  nor  can  I  add  much  to  the 
specific  criticism  on  the  details  of  the 
case  made  with  such  admirable  force  and 
cogency  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hackney.  But  since 
then  the  Attorney  General  has  spoken, 
and  has  introduced  some  matters  of 
which  I  am  bound  to  take  notice. 
I  confess  that  I  approach  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  on  this  question 
with  some  dilQBdence  and  apprehension. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  appears  to 
me   to   have  got   into  a  state  of    moral 


sensitiveness,  which  I  can  only  charac- 
terise as  morbid.  He  fancies,  or 
seems  to  fancy,  that  on  this  side  of 
the  House  there  is  something  in  the 
nature  of  a  criminal  conspiracy  to 
single  him  out  for  attack  and  to  take 
away  his  professional  character.  For 
my  own  part,  I  know  of  no  such  con- 
spiracy, and  if  it  exists  I  ana  certainly 
not  a  party  to  it.  I  have  never  said,  and 
as  far  as  I  know,  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friends  near  me  have  never  said,  that  in 
his  conduct  of  the  case,  whatever  com- 
plaints we  may  have  had  to  make — and 
they  have  been  many  and  grievous — the 
Attorney  General  overstepped  the 
bounds  of  professional  duty.  It  may  be 
the  duty  of  an  advocate  to  put  forward 
charges  which  may  ultimately  turn  out 
to  be  unfounded.  It  may  even  be  within 
the  duty  of  an  advocate — but  I  hope 
that  it  has  not  often  happened — when 
those  charges,  under  the  stress  of  a 
judicial  inquiry,  crumble  into  dust,  upon 
the  instructions  of  his  client  to  make 
such  an  expression  of  regret  as  the 
Attorney  General  made  in  this  case — 
an  expression,  of  regret  which  will,  I 
venture  to  say,  live  in  the  forensic  annals 
of  this  country  as  a  classical  instance  of  a 
shabby  and  ungenerous  apology.  But 
we  are  not  now  in  the  Royal  Courts  of 
Justice.  We  are  on  a  different  platform. 
The  Attorney  General,  when  he  rose 
and  spoke  last  night,  spoke,  not  as  a 
counsel  for  the  Times,  but  as  a  Member 
of  this  House,  and  the  occupant  of  a^ 
high  and  distinguished  post  in  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  His  tongue  was 
no  longer  inspired,  and  his  hands  were 
no  longer  tied  by  instructions  from  Mr. 
Soames.  For  my  own  part,  I  must 
confess  that,  remembering  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  when  I  saw  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  come 
to  the  Table,  I  watched  with  anxiety,  and 
waited  with  confident  expectation,  for 
such  an  expression  of  sympathy  from 
the  Attorney  General  with  those  who 
had  been  unjustly  accused,  and  of  joy 
at  their  acquittal,  as  would  have  be- 
fitted the  ojQBce  as  well  as  the  man. 
But  I  listened  in  vain.  The  Attorney 
General  made  a  long  speech,  a  great 
part  of  which  was  devoted  to  the  vindi- 
cation of  his  own  professional  character, 
while  the  remainder,  so  far  as  I  could 
appreciate  it,  amounted  to  a"]  suggestion 
that  the  Commissioners  might,  and  indeed 
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ought,  to  have  found  a  great  deal  more 
adversely  to  the  respondents.  The  hoiu 
and  learned  Gentleman,  towards  the  con- 
clusion of  hisspeechj  interjected  a  frigid  and 
meagre  eongnitnlation  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and  some  of  hia  Col- 
leagues had  not  been  found  guilty  of 
complicity  in  the  Phoenix  Park  mnrders. 
The  Phoenix  Park  mnrders  !  But  that 
was  only  one  count,  and,  in  my  opinion, 
not  the  heaviest  connfc  in  the  indictment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  Tlie 
charge  was  that  in  the  c^iso  of  every  agiiv 
rian  murder  in  Ireland  for  a  period  of 
three  years,  these  men  were  implicated 
either  as  principils  or  as  accessories 
before  or  aft?r  the  fact.  That  is  the 
charge  of  which  the  Commissioners 
acquitted  the  accused,  aud  which  the 
Attorney  General  has  not  even  thought 
worthy  of  mention  in  a  single  sentence. 
I  must  now  deal  with  one  or  two  state- 
ments made  by  the  Attx^mey  General,  1 
confess  that  I  was  vtdvy  much  startled — 
in  common  with  every  bcdy  on  this  side 
of  the  House — by  the  hon.  aud  lejirned 
Member's  assertion  that  never,  directly 
or  indirectly,  in  or  out  of  the  House,  has 
he  expressed  any  opinion  of  his  own  as 
to  the  case  of  the  foi-ged  letters,  I  hold 
in  my  hand  the  volume  of  llanmird  in 
whicli  there  is  the  report  of  a  speech 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Charges 
and  Allegations  Bill,  and  I  find  at- 
tributed to  the  Attorney  General  this 
statement — 

*  "  The  whole  of  the  ca'io  I  opened  I  wa^ 
prepared  to  prove,  and  if  I  am  conoael  foi'  the 
Timc^  againBhall  b«  prepared  to  prove;  the 
evkleoce  ia  avnilabTe  if  it  is  wanted,  but  I 
Bliould  be  nnworthy  of  my  position  if  I  altowed 
Tnyself  to  use  it  for  any  other  porpoae/' 

It  is  impossible  not  to  construe  this  state* 
niont  in  the  light  of  a  passage  which 
appeared  immediately  after  the  trial  of 
"  O'Donnell  i\  Walter "  in  a  leadinj^ 
article  in  the  Times,  The  article  said — 
"These  ehargca  against  Hr.  Parnoll  have 
been  formulated  in  open  Court  hy  the  head  of 
the  English  Bar,  a  maii  whoa^  eminenoe,  per- 
aoDa^i  professional,  and  official,  offers  an 
abB<jlate  gaarantee  that  in  hia  traioed 
JQflgmont  he  has  the  meana  of  proFing  what 
tie  flay§/' 

Sir  B.  WEBSTER:  What  is  the  date 
of  that  ] 

♦Mr.  ASQCTITH  :  The  7  th  of  July.  But 

after  what  my  hon.  and   learned  Friend 

said  last  night  I  will  accept  his  assurance 

Sir  H.  Jom^M 


that   he   did    not    intend   to   vouch  his 
opinion  in  this  House. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  I  never  did. 
♦Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Litera  scrtpfa  niafirtA 
The  Attorney  General  knows  perfet'tlyj 
well  the  rule  of  kw,  whicli  is  also  thol 
rule  of  common  sentie,  that  a  mpn  s  words 
must  be  understood  in  the  sense  in  whichi 
they  would  bo  understood  by  an  ordinaryl 
hearer  of  average  intelHgence. 

SiK  R.  WEBSTER  :    I  beg  the   hon,, 
and  learned  Gentleman *8  pardon,     I  was  I 
speaking   on    the   occasion  to  whicli  he ' 
refers    in  answer   to   a    personal   attack 
made  upon  me  hy  three  Members  of  Par- 
liament, the  Members  for  Derby  (Sir  W. 
Harcourt),   York    (Mr.  Lnckwo<^>d),   and 
South  Hackney  (Sir  C.   Russell),  and  if 
that  speech  he  read,  it  will   l>e  seen  that 
I  did  not  then,  or  at  any  time,  pledge  my } 
personal  opinion  or  refer  to  it.       I  stated 
what    I    was    prepared    to  prove  as  the 
ofiunsel  for  the  Times.      With  regard  to 
the    leading   article,    I    never  saw  it.  1 1 
never  beard  of  it,  and  I  never  knew  of] 
its    contents    until    it    was      read    this ' 
night. 

*Mf.  ASQUrTH:  I  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  not  quite  accurate  j 
in  the  latter  statement,  because  on  the  I  at 
of  March,  1889,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)put 
to  him  a  question  on  the  very  subject,  I 
will  remind  the  hon,  and  learned  Gentle- 
man of  the  answer  he  gave. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  Read  the  questiouj 
and  answer* 

*Mr,  ASQUITH:  The  hon.  Member! 
asked  if  t  lie  Attorney  General  I'epndia  ted  J 
the  responsibility  cast  upon  him  by  the! 
article  in  question.  Tlie  Attorney] 
General  replied  that  he  did  not  recolloctj 
the  article,  but  would  look  it  up  and 
answer  on  Monday.  He  did  not  give  tb 
answer  on  Monday. 

SiB  R.  WEBSTER:  The  question  was  J 
never  put, 

♦Mr.  ASQLJITH  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  statement  just  now  was  thai 
he  had  never  board  of  the   article.     But 
I  will  return  to  the  point  from   which  Ij 
was  diverted  hy  the  Attorney  Generara 
interruption.     I    assert    that,   whateverl 
the    Attorney    Generara    intention    maj^ 
have   been,  there   was  no  doubt  of  the 
sense   in  which  his  words  were  under-^ 
stood,  and   I  am  pei*fectly  certain  tht^rej 
would  have  been  none  of  the  enthusiasm! 
which  there  was,  and  none  of  the  zenl 
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and  determination  in  the  passing  of  the 
Bill,  if  the  great  majority  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  had  not  believed  that  the 
Attorney  General,  the  head  of  the  Bar,  a 
lawyer  whose  competence  and  distinction 
no  one  presumes  to  question,  had  pledged 
his  opinion  that,  to  nse  the  language  of 
the   Times  "  in  his  trained  judgment " 
these  matters  were  capable  of  proof.     I 
must  pass  to  another  statement  of  the 
Attorney   General's   in  relation    to    his 
controversy  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney  as  to  the  Attorney 
General's  speech  at  Oxford  the  other  day. 
I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  the  details 
of  that  controversy.     It  appears  to  me 
that  the  Attorney   General's  grievance 
against  the  hon.   and   learned   Member 
for  Hackney  is  that  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  thought    the   Attorney   General 
meant  what  he  said.     From  the  Attorney 
General's  explanation  it  appears  that  he 
did   not   say  what   he  meant.     By  the 
interpolation  of  a  date  Jiere,  and  by  the 
expansion  of  a  phrase  there,  and  by  that 
process  alone,  can  the  Attorney  General's 
reported    words    be    brought    into   ac- 
cordance with  what  he  intended  to  say. 
This  is  really  becoming  a  serious  public 
question.     The   text    of    the    Attorney 
General's  speeches  is  almost  as  much  in 
need  of   revision   and    commentary    as 
the  tragedies  of  -^Eschylus.  The  Solicitor 
General,  who  is  sitting  by  his  Colleague, 
lias  recently  published  a  volume  of  his 
own  speeches.     A  very  interesting  and 
valuable  work  it  is.     I  would  suggest  to 
my   hon.   and   learned    Friend   that   he 
should  now  devote  his  leisure  to  editing 
the  speeches  of  his  colleague.     1   come 
to  one  of  the  arguments  of  the  Attorney 
General,  reinforced,  as  it  has  been,  in  some 
points  at  any  rate,  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned    Gentleman    the    Member    for 
Bury.     The    Attorney    General   alleges 
that    the     Nationalist     Members     and 
those     who     represented     them     were 
guilty     of     a     wilful     and     intentional 
suppression     of     evidence.      I     should 
have      thought     the    question    of     the 
suppression  of  evidence  was  a  delicate 
and      dangerous      topic,      which      the 
Attorney     General    would     have     had 
the  good  judgment  to  avoid.      However, 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
raised    the    question,    I   will    ask  the 
House  to  see  how  the  matter  stands  on 
the  one  side  and  the  other.     The  charge 
VOL.  CCCXLII.    [third  sbbdbs.] 


of  suppressing  evidence  is  based  on  the 
absence  cf  the  Land  League  books,  or 
portion   of   them,   for  a   period  of   tw^ 
years,    and     on    the     almost    complete 
absence    of    the    Land    League   corres- 
pondence  and   documents.      Have  hon. 
Gentlemen     opposite      ever      seriously 
considered  what  the  Land  League  was  ? 
It  has  been  treated  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bury  as  though  it 
was    a    Joint  Stock   Company,    with   a 
regular    directorate,     which     kept     its 
accounts  and   had   them  inspected  and 
audited  from  time  to  time,  and  in  whose 
ojQ&ce  the  most  apple-pie  order  prevailed. 
The  Land   League   was  a  body  which 
from  very  small  beginnings  rapidly  and 
suddenly    became   a    vast   organisation, 
overspreading  the  whole  country.      Its 
executive  consisted  for  the  most  part  of 
untrained   and   unskilled    men,    totally 
incapable  of  keeping  pace  with  its  rapid 
growth,   and    just    when    things    were 
being  got  in  hand  one  after  another  the 
heads    of   that    organisation — first    Mr. 
Davitt,  then  Mr.  Dillon,  and  ultimately 
Mr.    Parnell,    and    every   one    of    the 
leading  members — were  put  into  prison 
under    Mr.    Forster's  Act.      The    hon. 
Member  for  Donegal  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor) 
described  before  the  Commissioners  how 
he  went  to  the  offices  of  the  Land  League 
in  September,  1881,  and  found  them  in 
a  state  of  complete  disorganisation  and 
chaos,  hundreds  and  even  thousands  of 
unopened    letters,   no  system    of  book- 
keeping,  and    ever3rthing  in  confusion. 
What  happened  then  ?     The  League  was 
on  the  eve  of  suppression.      Wind  was 
got  of  the  intentions  of  the  Government, 
and  naturally  enough  the  officers  seized 
every  available  document,  and  ran  out 
of  the  country  as  fast  as  their  legs  could 
carry  them.     What  has  become  of  the 
documents  ?     It  has  been  suggested  that 
they   are   still   in    existence,   and   that 
some  one  is  deliberately  keeping  them 
out  of  the  way.     So  far  as  I  know  there 
is  not  a  tittle  of  evidence  in  support  of 
that  suggestion.  Statements  were  made  on 
affidavit  by  the  Irish  Members  which  traced 
those  documents  to  the  possession  of  named  • 
persons  in  whose  custody  they  last  were. 
One  of  them  was  Mr.  Brady ;  another 
was  Mr.  Moloney.     Those  persons  were 
not    called    by    the     Times,     although 
i^ome  of  them  at  least  were   in   Court, 
ready     to    go    into    the     witness-box, 
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or  to  answer  anr  que5»tions  the  (*oni 
miasioners  miofht  tliiiik  it  of  importance 
to  put  to  them.  Where,  then,  lies  the 
regponsibility,  if  there  is  any,  of  tlieir 
noQ-productiOTi  ?  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bnry  has  in  great  detail  coai plained 
of  the  noil-production  of  the  cjiHh-tK>ok  of 
the  English  Land  League.  Why  did  he 
want  to  see  the  cash-boi?k  ?  Bec4iuse  that 
infeimouB  man  the  convict  Delaney, 
whose  testimony  the  Judges  have  from 
bt'g inning  to  end  discredited,  for  the 
purpose  of  Rupporting  thut  part  of  the 
Tinuji^  ciist*  which  ftlleged  tliat  the 
Invincibles  were  a  branch  of  the  Land 
League,  and  that  the  lefiders  of  the  Land 
League  were  implicated  in  the  Phcenir 
Park  murdens,  swore  that  Egan,  Brennan, 
a  man  who  was  in  prison  at  the  time, 
and  Frank  Byrne,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Eaglish  Land  League,  had  been  over  in 
Dublin, concocting  with  Brady  atid  the  rt^st, 
and  providing  the  fund^  for,  that  terrible 
conspiracy.  The  Judges  have  dii*credited 
that  testimony  in  every  ptDint,  Does  my 
right  hon,  and  learned  Friend  mean 
to  suggest  that  for  tlie  purpose  of  making 
good  tliat  part  t>f  tlie  7Vm^^'  case  which, 
though  it  was  never  withdrawn  from  the 
inquiry  J  the  ( 'om  miss  Ion  er.^  had  found  to 
be  totally  an  founded —that  for  that  pur- 
pose, anrl  that  purpose  alone,  tliut  bonk 
ought  to  hfhVG  been  produced  ?  There  is 
one  other  mFitter  in  I'elation  to  these 
'documents*  to  which  I  must  refer,  and 
that  is  Mr.  ParnelVs  refusal  to  disclose 
the  in^counts  kept  by  Mr.  Monro  in  Paris. 
With  all  respect  to  the  Tribunal,  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  a  more  impertinent 
fecjuent  wan  never  imvle.  It  was  itot 
suggested,  and  Ci>iild  not  be  nuggested, 
that  the  disclosure  of  that  account  would 
show  in  detail  how  the  n»ouey  was 
expended ;  and  the  inspection  >vas 
sought  by  the  TimeM  simjily  h»r 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  what 
was  the  extent  of  the  y>ecuniary 
resources  of  the  Irish  Parliamentary 
Party.  When  the  Conservat've  Party 
is  ready  to  disclose  the  accounts  of  tlie 
Carlton  Club  and  the  Priran^c  Lengue, 
'which  I  believe  are  never  audited,  then 
I  will  agree  that  it  was  unreasonable  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  to  refust*  to  dis- 
close the  pecuniary  resources  of  his  Party* 
So  stands  the  case  in  relation  to  the 
suppression  of  evidence  on  the  one  side. 
Now  let  us  look  at  it  on  the  other.  My 
Mr.  Anquiih 
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hon,  and  learned  Frieufl  ihe  Member  f^ 
Hackney  last  night  distinctly  challeng 
the  Attorney  Gene  ml   to  give  some 
planation  of  the   conduct  of  his  witnoj 
Houston  in  relation  to  the  destrnction  i 
kis  documents.     The    Attorney    Gener 
s{K)kos/or  two  hours,   but   nevi^r   alludd 
to  the  subject.     Houston   was    the    pu| 
veyor  of  the  forged  letters,  the    efficien 
cause  of  Pnrftt'lHsm  ttnd  dnme,  and  tfi 
chief   witness   of   the    Times.     Houst^ 
was  the  jjerson  who  sent  that  wi'etch^ 
man  Pigott — more   sinned   against    thfl 
sinning — upon  bis  fatal  quest.    From  tir 
to  time,    whilst   Pigott  was   making 
journeys,  real  or  in;aginary,  in  search 
compromising  documents,  he    commur 
catc'd    by     letter    and      telegram     wi| 
Houston.     At  the  time  of  the  opening 
the  Commission   the^e   letters   and    teli 
grams  were  in  Houston's  possession. 
was  wubpcenaed   as    a    witness,    and 
effect  of  the  subpoena  was  to  make  it  hi 
duty  to  preserve  intact  and    unimpairo 
every  scrap  of  material  evidence  in   lii 
pn.^i.session,     Housti^n     knew    also     thi 
Pigott    had    been    subpamae<L     He   alj 
Ijecame  aware,  a  very  few  days  after  ti 
Commission  tirst  sat,  that  the  forgery  of 
the  suspected  lett<jrs   was   attributed  to 
Pigott.     He  bet*ame  aware,  further,  that 
it  was  alleged   that  Pigott  had  confessed 
the  forgery   to   the  senior   Member   for 
Northampton  (Mr,  Ijabouchere)  andothcj 
Gentlemen.       Knowing       tliese      fu 
Houston  delibc^rately  availed    himself  i 
the     long     interval   —  November     at! 
Decemlx'r — which     the     Tiuteii    couna 
interposed   b.4ween    the   commencemeij 
of  the  in<)uiry  and  its  real  i>bject   to    tied 
in  pieces  and  burn  ev^ry  jjicnipof  PigottI 
communicaticjiis  to  him.     h\    the    whal 
histury  of  onr  judicial  proceedings   thel 
is  no  [laraltel  instavRM-  iff  a  cont'Cmpt 
Court  so  gn>KH  ami   unpi'ovoked.       It 
time  that  what  I  am  Hityiug  may  be  novi 
and  startling  intelligence  to  many    he 
^Members  opposite,  for  there  is  not  a  I  in 
not  a.  suggestion,  on    the  subject   in   fcb 
Judges*  Eleport,     I  can    understand    til 
view  of  tlae  Commissioners.     From  the 
point     nl      view    the     Irish     Member 
and     not    the   Timei*^   were    implicjateij 
But     in     this      House      the      positio 
is     very     different.     The     Times  etas 
at  the    Bar   here,   except   in   as    far 
the   Commissioners    have    expressly 
quitted  them  of  calumny  and  fatsehc 
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and  if  we  are  to  come  to  the  suppression 
and  mntilation  of  evidence,  I  assert,  upon 
the  facts  I  have  stated,  that  the  ofEence 
of  the  Land  Laague,  if  there  was  anj, 
was  venial  and  slight  inde3d  as  compared 
with  the  offenca  of  the  leading  witness  of 
the  Times.  I  now  come  to  another 
charge — that  connected  with  the  Horan 
letter.  I  assert  that  any  man  who  reads 
that  letter  without  prepossession,  and 
endeavours  to  put  a  fair  construction 
Oil  its  language,  will  see  on  the  very  face 
of  it  that  it  referred  to  an  exceptional 
transaction.  The  writer,  undoubtedly 
the  Secretary  of  a  local  branch,  said — 

**I  beg  to  direct  your  attention  to  a  matter 
of  a  private  character,  which  I  attempted  to 
explain  to  you  when  I  was  in  Dublia  at  the 
Convention.** 

Then  he  went  on — 

**No  one  knows  the  persons  but  the  doctor 
and  myself  and  the  members  of  that  society.*' 

What  do  those  words  point  to  ?  They 
p  >int  clearly  to  the  fact  that  these 
injured  persons  were  members  of  some 
S3cret  society,  not  the  League ;  and  the 
Secretary,  I  agree  most  improperly,  was 
endeavouring  to  obtain  a  grant  from  the 
funds  of  the  League,  to  compensate  men 
who  do  not  appear  to  have  been  members 
of  the  League  at  all.  The  Judges  have 
apparently  based  their  extraordinary 
finding — 

*'  That  the  respondents  made  compensation  to 
persons  who  had  been  injured  in  the  commis- 
sicm  of  crime  ** — 

on  the  absence  of  the  documents  and 
books  of  the  League,  and  the  presumption 
now  made  for  the  first  time,  as  far  as  I 
know,  in  any  English  Judicial  Tribunal, 
that  a  man  who  is  not  proved  to  be 
innocent  must  be  held  to  be  guilty. 
But  this  does  not  exhaust  the  matter. 
Not  one  of  the  respondents  was  present 
at  the  meeting  of  the  executive  of  the 
League  when  the  Horan  grant  was  made. 
Not  one  of  them  was  shown  to  have  liad 
any  knowledge  of  the  matter,  directly  or 
indirectly.  The  statements  attributed 
by  the  Commissioners  to  Mr.  Ferguson 
and  Mr.  Biggar,  that  similar  applications 
had  been  made  on  previous  occasions  and 
sometimes  granted,  at  others  refused,  are, 
in  my  humble  judgment,  wholly  unsup- 
ported by  any  evidence  before  the  Com- 
missioners. But  that  is  not  all;  for 
every  one  of  thfi  respondents  put  into  the 


witness-box  was  asked  in  examination-in- 
chief  whether  he  had  ever  been  a  party 
to  such  a  payment,  and  swore  tliat 
he  had  not.  I  •  now  come  to  another 
matter  which  is  of  grave  importance,  at 
any  rate  in  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury.  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral was  very  indignant  at  the  suggestion 
that  the  Commissioners  have  discovered 
nothing  new.     He  said — 

**  Why,  the  Report  has  revealed  for  the  first 
time  the  secret  connection  between  the  Clan-na- 
Gael  of  America  and  the  Nationalists  of  Ire- 
land.** 

I  shall  refrain  from  dealing  in  detail  with 
the  question  of  the  morality  or  immorality 
of  receiving  subscriptions  through  the 
Irish  World;  but  I  ask  the  House  to  study 
the  evidence  respecting  the  Clan-na-Guel. 
That  Body  is  referred  to  by  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  as  if  it  consists 
of  a  body  of  sworn  assassins,  whose  sole 
object  is,  by  dynamite  and  other  infernal 
methods,  to  take  life  in  this  country  and 
damage  property.  But  what  is  the  evi- 
dence in  support  of  all  this  ?  It  consists 
entirely  of  statements  of  Le  Caron,  whom 
I  will  admit  for  this  purpose  to  be  a  wit- 
ness of  truth,  and  sheaves  of  circulars 
tendered  in  evidence  by  Le  Caron  and 
received  by  the  Commissioners  upon  some 
principle  which,  up  to  the  present  mo- 
ment, I  confess,  I  have  been  unable  to 
understand.  I  do  not  object  to  their 
having  been  received,  because  a  more 
grotesque  and  ridiculous  collection  of 
balderdasli  was  never  foisted  upon  a 
Judicial  Tribunal.  What  do  the  circulars 
consist  of  ?  Most  of  them  of  ti'ansparently 
foolish  cryptograms,  puerile  transposi- 
tions of  letters,  and  a  mass  of  mysterious 
threats  of  terrible  things  which  it  is  per- 
fectly obvious  were  merely  explosions 
of  rhetoric.  ISTow,  if  I  may  say  so,  with- 
out ofEence  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Colonel  Saunderson),  whom  we  see  oppo- 
site, and  whom  we  heard  with  so  much 
pleasure  last  night,  I  should  say  I 
detect  in  point  of  style  and  expression  a 
strong  family  resemblance  between  the 
circulars  of  the  Clan-na-Gael  and  his 
familiar  and  much-appreciated  rhetoric. 
In  both  there  is  a  great  wealth  of  adjec- 
tives, considerable  recklessness  of  asser- 
tion, and  the  one,  in  my  judgment,  mean 
about  as  much  or  as  little  a9  the  other. 
M  2 
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Revolutionists,     serious     revolutionist**, 
whether   actual    or    contingent,  revolu- 
tionists    who    mean     business,    do    not 
spend  their  Lives  in  writing  long-winded 
circulars  or  in  vapouriiig  upon  platforms, 
Now    there    is    no    evidence    whatever 
that  more  than  a  very  small   fraction  of 
this  Body  called  the  Clan-na-Gael— which 
primarily   appears  to  be   nothing  more 
thiin    a     national     friendly    society^    as 
wo     should   call   it   in     this    country  — 
there  is   no  evidence  that  inoi*e   than  a 
voiy  small  fraction  of  the  pei*«ons  con- 
nected   with   thia  Body   ever    had  any 
intention  that  dynamite  should  be  used. 
La  Caron  professed  to  liave  been   in  the 
confidence  of  the  most  extreme  section 
of    the    Clan-na-GaeL      He    was   trans- 
mitting every  post  one  of  these  circulari* 
— vtirbosa    et    grandvt    epiMola — to    bis 
friend  Mr.  Anderson,  in  London,  w^itb  a 
long  covering  letter  of  his  own.     I  see 
the  Home  Secretary  sitting  opjxjsite.     I 
should  like  to  know  whether  he,  or  any  one 
conversant  ivith  the  ad  mini  strati  cm  of  tlie 
Oovernnientof  this  country  during  the  last 
10  years,  can  point  to  one  single  case  in 
which  a  dynamite    explosion    has   been 
prevented,  or  in  which  the  ]>erpetratorR 
of    a    dynamite    explosion     have     been 
detected  and  brought  to  justice,  through 
information  supplied  by  Le  Caron  ?     Hon. 
and   right  hon.    Gentlemen  know    very 
well  they  cannot  — or  nit  her  I   suspect 
they  do.     But,  Sir,  if  it  were  the   fact 
that   these  men    were    the   bloodthirsty 
and  raving  monsters    Le   Caron    repre- 
sented them  to  have  been,  if  it  were  the 
fact  that  the  explosions  which  occurred 
could     have     been     traced      even     by 
suspicion    and  conjecture  to    the    emis- 
saries    of    the     Clanna-Gael,     how    is 
it  that    this    devoted    spy,    over  whose 
loyal  and  patriotic  services  my  right  hon. 
and   learned   Friend  almost   sbed  tears, 
w*as  unable  to  give  his  employers  any- 
thing for  their  money,  except  sheafs  and 
reams    of    bimliastio     circulars?       The 
tiling  sjKjaks  for  itself.     And  I  will  go 
further.      The   Commissioners   in    their 
Report  deal     wnth     this     mater;     they 
refer      to      the     explosion     at     London 
Bridge »    and    to    the    trial    of   Thomuf< 
Gallagher  and  others  fur  plotting  to  over- 
awe Parliament ;  and  the  Comnussioners 
do  not  find  that  in  either  case  there  was 
any  connection    with  the  Clan-na-Grael. 
The  only  connection  they  suggest  is  that 
MT'  Affjuith 


in   the  explosion  at  London  Bridge  the 
man  Lomasney,  who  is  believed  to  hav^ 
perpetrtitcd    it,    is    supposed     to     hav 
perished,  and  **  his  family  was  afterwa 
supported  by  the  Clan-narGaeL*'     Thfj 
is    the    only    evidence,    affirmative  an 
direct,   that   can    assist  them.     Indeed 
it  is  extremely  probable  that  the  Clan-B 
GaiCl  sought    to  take  credit  for  an  expl 
sion  with  which    they  had  no  concet 
whatever.     During  the  Commission  ot 
of  the  counsel  on   the  other  side  rea 
from  an  American  newspa})er  an  accoui 
o(  how  certain  American- Irish,  on  hearing 
of  an  explosion   in   this  country,  affected 
an  air  of  mystery  about  it,  but  nunv  of 
them  venlured  to  claim  any  credit  for 
and    ultimately  some   one  went   to   tH 
office    of    O'Donovan    Rossa— who 
always    bt^en    considered  a  man    repn 
smiting  the  most  dangerous  enemies 
England— and  found  him  with  a  sma 
coterie  of  friends  toying  with  one  or  t^ 
dynamite  Ijombs   that  lay   ou  the  t4i>h 
before  him.    When  questioned,  this  me| 
dramatic  miscreant  was  obliged  to  adi 
that  he  had  had  no  direct  share  in 
explosion ;  but  he  intimated  that  befa 
many  years  were  over  he,   too,  should  be 
able   t*)  show*   what  he  could  do.      The 
w  hole  thing,  if  you  come  to  gcrutiniae  it, 
is  to  a  \vry  hirge  extent  a  roare's  ne 
The  Attorney  General  told  us  last  nig 
that  Mr.   Parnell   had  admitted  that 
symjxithised  with  dynamite.     That  is  an 
accusation  which,  so  far  as   I  know,  was 
never  made  during  the  whole  course  of 
the  inquiry-     It   is  not  to  Ix*  found  as  a 
personal  cliarge  against  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  ;  it  is  not   to  be  found  in  Far* 
nelfimn  and  Crint**  ;  it  has  been  reserved 
to  the  Attorney  General,  after  the  con- 
clusion  of    the  inquiry,  and    after 
Report  has  been  made,  for  the  first  ti 
to  formulate  it.     And   what  is  the 
dence  on  which    he  makes  so  gravol 
snggestion  ?     It  is  that  in  a  newsptvj 
called  the  irwhman  in  February,  1<^| 
an  article  appeared  in  wiiich  the  wril 
stated  that  Mr.  Parnell  did  right  not  i 
denounce  dynamite.     What  is  the  pr<> 
cess  of  reasoning  by  wliich  the  hon.  \ 
learned  Gentleman  arrives   at  his 
elusion?    Who   wag    the    writer  of 
article  ?   The  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemjin 
does  not  tell  us  what  is  Mr,  Paj-neirs 
responsibility     for     the     article.       H« 
was  a  shareholder  in   and    perhaps    » 
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director  of  a  company  which  some  years 
before  purchased  this  paper ;  but .  Mr. 
Parnell,  it  will  be  remembered,  swore 
that  he  had  no  knowledge  of  the  con- 
tinued existence  of  the  paper — ^a  state- 
ment indirectly  corroborated  by  a  cir- 
cumstance referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  namely,  that 
Lord  Spencer  and  the  officials  of  Dublin 
Castle  were  not  aware  that  it  existed. 
The  Commission  did  not  find  that  Mr. 
Parnell  had  any  knowledge  of  the  articles 
that  were  being  published  in  this  paper ; 
and  the  whole  responsibility  laid  upon 
him  in  this  matter  is  a  constructive  re- 
sponsibility, which  might  be  sufficient  in 
a  civil  action,  but  which  furnishes  a  very 
slender  foundation  for  the  charge  that 
has  bean  made.  And  now,  before  I  sit 
down,  I  should  like,  by  the  permission 
of  the  House,  to  summarise  the  charges 
which  the  Commissioners  found  to  be 
proved,  so  far  as  they  are  matters  of  fact, 
and  therefore  fit  subjects  for  judicial 
investigation.  They  are  that  some  of  the 
respondents  did  join  the  Land  League 
hoping  thereby  to  promote  the  indepen- 
dence of  Ireland  ;  that  all  the  respondents 
took  part  in  a  conspiracy  ;  that  all 
the  respondents  advocated  and  practised 
boycotting;  that  all  were  parties  to 
defending  persons  who  were  accused  of 
crime  and  committed  for  trial  but  not  yet 
found  guilty ;  that  the  respondents 
obtained  co-operation  and  pecuniary 
support  from  the  American-Irish,  many 
of  whom  were  admitted  to  be  physical 
force  men,  wJiile  at  the  same  time  it  is 
found  that  none  of  the  respondents  were 
aware  that  the  extreme  section  of  the 
Clan-na-Gael  had  anything  to  do  with  con- 
trolling the  operations  of  their  organisa- 
tion. These  are  findings  of  fact,  and  for 
my  part  I  should  be  prepared  to  accept 
them  every  one,  and  it  would  not  make 
the  least  difference  in  my  estimate  of  the 
moral  character  of  any  Member.  Which 
of  these  things  is  to  be  imputed  to  a  man 
as  a  matter  of  moral  blame?  Many 
patriots,  for  good  reasons  or  bad,  in  all 
times  and  at  all  stages  of  the  world's 
history  have  desired  the  independence  of 
their! country.  |.Many  have  taken  part  in 
conspiracies.  Up  to  1875  every  Member 
of  a  Trade  Union  in  this  country 
was  obnoxious  to  that  charge.  The 
respondents  advocated  and  practised 
boycotting ;  a  weapon  of  defence  which 
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may  be  abused,  and  unquestionably  in 
Ireland  it  has  been,  but  in  itself  and  by 
itself- a  perfectly  legitimate  instrument 
of  self-defence.  They  defended  prisoners 
in  a  country  where  we  know  that  the 
administration  of  justice,  whether  by 
resident  magistrates  or  by  juries  carefully 
selected,  does  not  command  the  confidence 
and  enlist  the  co-operation  of  the  mass 
of  the  people.  They  appealed  for  assist- 
ance to  their  expatriated  fellow-country- 
men in  America;  they  were  ready  to 
receive  innocent  contributions  for 
innocent  purposes  from  persons  who 
might  or  might  not  have  ulterior  designs 
of  their  own.  Where  is  the  moral 
offence  of  that  ?  What  is  there  to  pre- 
vent me  if  I  were  going  to  use  money 
for  a  Constitutional  and  legitimate  pur- 
pose, if  I  received  it  upon  the  express 
understanding  that  it  was  to  be  used  for 
that  purpose  only,  from  taking  it  from 
the  veriest  criminal  under  Heaven  ?  If 
the  Judges  had  confined  themselves  to 
these  findings  of  fact,  I  should  not  have 
hesitated  to  adopt  their  Report.  But 
they  have  mixed  these  findings  with  a 
number  of  findings  upon  questions  which 
are  pure  matters  of  opinion.  They  have 
given  their  views  on  the  connection 
between  boycotting  and  the  increase  of 
crime  and  between  coercion  and  the 
decrease  of  crime.  On  this  point  the 
Judges  say — 

'*  It  has  been  suggested  that  the  decrease  of 
crime  which  took  place  after  July,  1882,  was 
to' be  attributed  to  the  conciliatory  effects  of 
the  Arrears  of  Rent  (Ireland)  Act,  which  had 
become  law  on  April  18,  1882.  We  must 
remark,  in  answer  to  this  suggestion,  that  the 
Land  Act  of  1881,  which  has  been  described  by 
the  counsel  for  the  respondents  as  *  the  first 
great  charter  for  the  Irish  tenant  class,*  had  no 
such  efifect,  and,  in  our  judgment,  the  sugges- 
tion is  not  well-founded." 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  opinion  of  those 
who  were  actually  responsible  for  the 
administration  of  Ireland  during  the 
three  years  after  July,  1882  —  Lord 
Spencer,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bridgeton,  and  Sir  Robert  Hamilton, 
now  Governor  of  Tasmania.  I  am  con- 
vinced that,  while  every  one  of  them  will 
acknowledge,  or  claim  that  the  Crimes 
Act  of  1882  was  of  great  service  in  un- 
earthing the  terrible  murder  conspiracies 
which  grew  up  during  the  imprisonment 
of  the  Land  League  leaders,  they  will, 
at  the  same  time,  with  one  voice  declare 
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that  the  tninquillising  of  the  country  vvfus 
the  result  of  the  Land  Act  of    1881  and 
the   Arrears   Act   of    1882.     On  a  point 
like  this,  which  is  matter  of  opinioil  and 
not  of  fact,  1  would  nither  take  the  judg- 
ment of  three   practical  poUticiaus   than 
that  of  the  most  erudite  lawyers  on  the 
Bench.  What  is  the  sum  and  subsfciuce  of 
the  whole  matter  ?  I  could  have  hoped  that 
this  was  an  affair  which  might  have  been 
lifted  above  the  regioii  of  Party  con  tro- 
ve rsj,  and  that  the  Government  would 
have  taken  the  opportunity  of  actintr  in 
a  spirit  which  should  be,  I  will  not  say 
magnanimous,      but     just     and      wise. 
Charges  of  personal  complicity  with  crime 
liave    been    preferred    and    pers>i.sted    in 
against  a  number   of  Members  of  this 
House.     Everj^  one  of  those  charges  hfi« 
been  directly  and  emphatically  disproved. 
There  is  uo  dispute  on  either  side  of  the 
House  as  to  tlie  correctness  of  the  Com- 
missioners' finding  upon  all  these  points. 
What  then,  in  these  circumstances,  was 
the  proper  thing  to  do  ?     Surely  for  the 
Government  to  have  invited  the   House 
— the  gniai^dians  of   whose    honour  t>»ey 
ara — without  distinction   of    person    or 
party  to  join  in  a  great  act  of  reparation » 
as  to  w^hich»  so  far  as  personal  complicity 
vnth.  crime  is  concerned,  every  one  of  lis 
is    ag^reed.       If    the    (rovernment    had 
brought  forward  such  a  Motion,  I  believe 
tliat  a  large    majority  of   Members   op- 
posite would  have  been  glad  to  support 
it.     But  the  Government  have  refused  to 
take  that  course.     They  have  refused  to 
these  men,  incriminated,  vilified,  and  now 
acquitted,   the    formal   acknowledgment 
by  this  House  of  the  vindication  of  their 
character,  unless  tliey  rmd  we  are  content 
at    the    same   time    to  accept  as    true, 
and    adopt    as    our    own,    a    mass    of 
judicial   obiter    dicta  upon  a  number  of 
most  intricate  and  complicated  questions 
tu  economicj  social,  imd  pob'tical  science. 
There  is,  aiimitfcedly,  no  precedent  for  such 
a  course,  and  it  is  of  the  worst  example 
for  the  future,  r  For  my  part,  I  shall  vote 
without  hesitation  against  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,    and    I    am 
confident  that  if  it  is  carried — ^as  carried 
it  wull  ho  by  a  Party  majority — it  will  be 
one  of  the  first  duties  of  the  Parliament 
wdiich  shall  succeed,  following  the  better 
precedents  of  the  past,  to  expunge  from 
the  Journals  a  record  which  will  be    a 
standing  reproach,  so  long  as  it  remains, 
Mr.  Atiquith 
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to  the  generosity    and 
House  of  Commons. 

♦(7.20.)    Mr,   C.    hall   (Cembndg 

Chesterton) :     My    hon,     and     learne 

Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  stated  i 

the   commencement  of  his   speech  tha 

the  Government  were  inviting  t)je  Hon^ 

to  make  a  judicial  review  of  this  Hep<^>r 

Sir,  that  is   not   mj   view  ;   but  I  coa 

fess  that,  knowing   as   I   did    tlie  greai 

ability    of   my    learned  Friend  and  the 

intimate  knowleilge  of  the  matter  he  hn 

iK'quiredj  not  only  by  means  of  a  enrefi^ 

sl^udy  of  the  facts,  but  by  having  hoA 

engaged  as  counsel  befon?  the  Cummi 

8ion»  I  thought  we  had  a  right  to  expec 

that,  from  him,  at  leasts   we  should  get 

that  impartial   view   f»f  the  proceedings 

which  hn.s  been  so  sfidly  wanting  in  the 

speeches  of  many  hon.  Members  opixisite. 

I  wish.  Sir,  to  cal^ your  attention  not  onlj 

t«  t!ie  terms  of  the  Resolution,  but  aUo  i 

the  terms  of  tbe    Amendment.      It  has 

already  Ijeeu  pointed  out  that  tlie  Amen^ 

ment    suppresses    part   vf    that    wbi<i 

ought  to  be  stated  if  it  is  to  bt*  added 

the  Resolution.     If  1  may  make  so  bol^ 

speaking   in    the  presence    of  the  riglj 

hon.  Gentleman   (Mr.  Gkdstone),  I  mtj 

say  I  have  veiy  serious  doubts  whether  t| 

wording  of  the  Amendment  is  the  hand 

work  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  bca 

a  strong  resemblance  to  iho  language  i 

the  cooked  version  of  the  findings  whid 

appeared    in    Unittd   Ivpland   the  tither 

day.    [**  Oh,  oh  !*^]      Surely,  it  must  uow 

be   admitted   to   have     been    a    otjoked 

account.     [**  No,  no  !"J     Not   ndmittcd  7 

Why»     even    the     Pall     Mall     GazeL 

descrilxsd    it  as   **  cooking  which 

certaiJily    foolish."       The     Ameudme 

indulges  in  a  superabundance  of    ha 

words  and  a  redundance  of  epitlieta  wlijj 

I  think  its  author  would  have  done 

to  avoid,   especially    if  it   Ls   not   to 

relegated  to  one  of  those  cemeteries  ; 

books  >vhich  the  right  hon,  Gentlei 

(Mr.    Gladstone)    lias    suggested   inl 
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recent  article  will  be  necessary  in  the 
future.  Sir,  there  has  been  a  marked  omis- 
sion on  the  other  side  of  the  House  to 
deal  with  what  I  believe  to  be  almost  the 
gravest  charge  uf  all — the  charge  that 
the  respondents  invited  the  Assistance 
and  co-oparation  of,  and  accepted  sub- 
scriptions of  money  from,  known  advocates 
of  crime  and  dynamite.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Hackney  (Sir  C.  Russell)  drew  up  a  list  of 
what  he  submitted  to  the  Judges  were 
the  charges  in  Panielliinu  and  Crime. 
My  learned  Friend  omitted  that  charge 
from  the  list.  Whether  hfe  will  suggest 
that  it  was  not  worth  his  attention  I  do 
not  know ;  but  we  know  that  after  over- 
whelming evidence  had  been  given  in 
support  of  it,  he  felt  bound  to  notice 
and  deal  with  this  serious  charge.  My 
hon.  Friend  in  his  speech  the  other  night 
certainly  did  not  go  as  far  as  his  learned 
Colleague  (Mr.  Asquith)has  done  to-night. 
Nine-tenths  of  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  were  de- 
voted to  a  bitter  personal  attack  on 
the  Attorney  General.  We  have  got 
accustom^  in  this  Hous3  to  the 
complaints  of  hon.  and  learned  Clcntle- 
men  opposite  that  they  have  not  had 
fair-play  at  the  trial.  Does  any  one 
doubt  that  if  they  had  not  fair-play 
they  had  only  to  appeal  to  the  Judges  and 
they  would  have  got  it.  It  seems  to  me 
tliat  the  debates  and  time  of  this  House 
ought  to  be  devoted  to  something  of  a 
broader  character  than  the  petty  allega- 
tions made  by  Gentlemen  opposits  against 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General,  which  he  has  refuted  so 
thoroughly.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hackney  did  not  go  as 
far  as  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who 
has  just  sat  down.  He  did  not  go  so  far 
as  to  suggest  that  the  Clan-na-Grael  was 
only  a  sort  of  Friendly  Benefit  Society, 
or  a  National  Friendly  Socieiy.  What 
the  Member  for  Hackney  did   suggest 
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was  tliat  the  action  of  the  Clan-na-Gael 
was  the  action  of  a  very  insignificant 
section  of  a  comparatively  insignificant 
party,  and  that  the  attempts  made  to  con- 
trol the  prrceedings  of  the  Land  League 
absolutely  failed.  The  Judges  found 
directly  the  contrary.  What  was  the 
finding  1 — 

*'  We  are  of  opiDion  that  the  evidence  proves 
that  the  Irish  National  League  of  America  has 
been  since  the  Philadelphia  Convention  (25th 
April,  1883)  directed  by  the  Clan-na-Gael,  a 
Body  actively  engaged  in  promoting  the  use  of 
dynamite  for  the  destruction  of  men  and  pro- 
perty in  England.  It  has  been  further  proved 
that  while  the  Clan-na^rael  controlled  and 
directed  the  Irish  National  League  of  America, 
the  two  Organisations  concurrently  collected 
sums  amounting  to  more  than  £60,000  for  a 
fund  called  the  Parliamentary  Fund,  out  of 
which  payments  have  been  made  to  Irish  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  amounting  in  the  year  1886 
to  £7.556,  and  in  1887  to  £10,500.  It  has  not, 
however,  been  proved  that  Mr.  Parnell  or  any 
of  the  respondents  knew  that  the  Clan-na-Gael 
had  obtained  the  control  over  the  Irish  National 
League  of  America,  or  was  collecting  money 
for  the  Parliamentary  Fund,  and  the  circulars 
of  that  Body,  as  well  as  the  evidence  of  Le 
Caron,  show  that  their  operations  were  secret. 
But  though  it  has  not  been  proved  that  Mr. 
Parnell  and  the  other  respondents  knew  that 
the  Clan-na-Gael  controlled  the  League,  or  fliat 
the  Clan-na-Gael  was  collecting  money  for  the 
Parliamentary  Fund,  it  has  been  proved  that 
they  invited  and  obtained  ihe  assistance  and  co- 
operation of  the  Physical  Force  Party  in 
America,  including  the  (Jlan-na-Gaol,  and  in 
order  to  obtain  that  assist Jince  abstained  from 
repudiating  or  condemning  the  action  of  that 
Party.  It  has  also  been  proved  that  the  re- 
spondents invited  the  assistance  and  co-opera- 
tion, and  accepted  subscriptions  from  Patrick 
Ford,  a  known  advocate  of  crime  and  the  use  of 
dynamite.'* 

I  should  like  the  House  to  consider 
whether  there  was  or  was  not  any  founda- 
tion for  that  finding,  or  whether  it  was 
merely  a  question,  as  has  been  suggested, 
of  a  few  obiter  dicta,  I  will  give 
the  respondents  the  benefit  of 
the  admission  that  the  Judges  found 
the  respondents  did  not  know  that  the 
Clan-na-Gael  was  collecting  money  or 
was  controlling  the  operations  of  the 
Land  League.  The  Judges,  however, 
have  found  conclusively  that  the  National 
League  in  America  was  directed  after 
the  Chicago  Convention  by  the  Clan-na- 
Gael.     The  Judges  call  the  Clun-na-Gael 
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the  use  of  dynamite  for  the  destruction 
of  life  and  property  in  England."  That 
is  a  pretty  good  specimen  of  a  Friendly 
Benefit  Society.  They  say  it  was  "  the 
corresponding  organisation  to  the  United 
Brotherhood  of  Ireland,"  and  they  add — 

"  The  object  of  this  organisation,  as  stated 
in  its  constitution,  was  to  aid  the  Irish  people 
in  the  attainment  of  the  complete  and  absolute 
independence  of  Ireland  by  the  overthrow  of 
English  domination,  a  total  separation  from 
that  country,  the  complete  severance  of  all 
political  connection  with  it,  and  the  esiablish- 
ment  of  an  independf^nt  Repnblic.  It  was  to 
prepare  unceasiogly  for  an  armed  insurrection 
in  Ireland,  to  have  no  interference,  directly  or 
indirectly,  in  politics,  to  act  in  concert  with 
the  Irish  Republican  Brotherhood  in  Ireland 
and  Great  Britain,  and  to  assist  it  with  money, 
war  material,  and  men." 

Well,  Sir,  that  is  the  National  Friendly 
Society  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
and  I  wish  to  be  allowed  to  point  out  the 
nature  of  the  close  and  intimate  alliance 
between  the  Land  League  and  the  Clan- 
na-Gael.  It  is  found  that,  it  is  not 
proved  that,  the  respondents  did  not 
know  of  this  intimate  and  close 
alliance.  What  aro  the  facts?  We 
know  that  the  Land  League  was  founded 
hy  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
in  America,  and  we  have  authority  for 
saying  this  outside  of  this  Report.  We 
liave  the  authority  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt).  What  does  he  say  ? 
He  says — 

"  It  was  founded  by  the  Member  for  Cork 
City." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  went  to 
America  to  found  the  Land  League. 
Whom  did  he  meet  there  ?  With  whom 
did  he  associate  1  According  to  his  own 
evidence,  the  only  men  in  America  who 
took  an  active  part  in  the  Irish  raove- 
.  ment  were  men  who  belong  to  tl.e 
revolutionary  physical  force  party.  He 
has  been  confirmed  in  that  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  *for  Derby, 
who  said  in  this  House — 
Mr.  C.  Nail 


**  When  they  first  set  to  work  to  organise 
the  Land  League,  who  were  the  agents  by  whom 
it  was  started  and  conducted  ?  Why,  they  were 
notorious  Fenians,  many  of  whom  had  been 
convicted,  whilst  others  were  perfectly  well 
known  to  have  been  connected  with  the 
Fenian  conspiracy.'* 

Now,  what  was  the  object  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  when  he 
went  to  America  to  found  the  Land 
League  1  His  object  was  to  connect  the 
physical  force  party  with  the  open  Con- 
stitutional movement.  It  was  to  get  them 
to  work  in  line,  and  there  was  only  one 
way  of  doing  it,  which  was  to  avoid  say- 
ing anything  that  would  hurt  the  delicate 
susceptibilities  of  the  members  of  the 
revolutionary  physical  force  party.  What 
the  hon.  Gentleman  wanted  to  do  was  "  to 
run  with  the  hare  and  hunt  with  the 
hounds."  Now,  the  hon.  Member,  in  the 
course  of  that  American  tour,  made 
many  speeches,  eight  or  nine  only  of 
which  were  produced  before  the  learned 
Judges ;  and  what  is  the  reason  why  they 
were  not  all  produced  ?  It  is  a  curious 
fact  in  animal  history,  which.  I  would 
commend  to  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  J.  Lubbock), 
when  he  has  time  to  devote  his  studies 
to  the  rodent  class.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  told  the  Judges  that  he  did 
bring  home  papers  containing  reports 
of  all  proceedings  at  those  meetings,  add 
ing :  "  But  the  mice  got  into  my  port- 
manteau and  devoured  a  good  many  of 
them."  Well,  Sir,  the  Judges  had  before 
them  only  a  few  of  those  speeches, 
amongst  them  the  famous  Cincinnati 
speech,  now  well  known  as  the  "Last 
Link"  speech.  There  also  occurred 
during  that  time  the  incident  at  Troy, 
where  the  dollars  were  brought  "for  lead 
and  for  bread."  Well,  whom  did 
he  meet  while  he  was  there?  He 
met  four  men,  to  whom  I  will 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  very 
briefly.  They  were — Alexander  Sullivan, 
Devoy,  Mr.  W.  J.  Hynes,  and  Finerty, 
whose  names  have  an  important  bearing  on 
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this  case.  What  did  he  do  when  leaving 
America  ?  He  sent  to  Pafcrick  Ford 
and  invited  him  and  others  to  form  an 
anxiliary  organisation  of  the  Land 
League.  Now,  who  was  Patrick  Ford, 
whom  he  invited  to  assist  in  forming  this 
organisation?  What  right  had  Patrick 
Ford  to  speak  in  the  name  of  Ireland  ? 
He  had  never  been  to  Ireland  in  his 
life — at  any  rate,  since  he  was  a  boy. 
What  knowledge  had  he  of  Ireland  save 
that  which  was  given  to  him  by 
Michael  Davitt,  whose  whole  mind  was 
embittered  by  the  recollection  of  his 
imprisonment,  and  whose  memory  was 
poisoned  by  evictions  which  had 
taken  place  many,  many  years  before — a 
man  who  remembers  what  he  onght  to 
forget,  and  forgets  what  he  ought  to  re- 
member, the  honest  attempt  of  Great  Bri- 
tain.to  try  and  do  justice  to  Ireland.  Pat- 
rick Ford  was  one  of  the  originators  of  the 
Skirmishing  Fund,  and  was  also  the 
author  of  such  articles  as  ffow  can  we 
Destroy  Lomion  and  Lay  Her  in  Ashes  f 
I  am  glad  to  see  my  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir  C. 
Russell)  in  his  place,  because  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
speech  he  made  only  a  few  days  ago  in 
the  town  of  Cambridge.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  bethought  himself  to 
giye  an  interesting  description  of  this 
Patrick  Ford,  and  here  is  what  my 
learned  Friend  said.  I  quote  from  the 
Daily  News,  He  described  Patrick 
Ford  as — 

**A  very  eccentric  person.  He  is  alter- 
nately a  hardened  critninal  and  a  most  benevo- 
lent man  by  fits  and  starts." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Hackney  says  "  Hear,  hear  !  "  Well, 
I  have  endeavoured  to  find  traces  of  his 
extraordinary  benevolence,  and  can  only 
find  two.  First  of  all,  that  he  is  wont 
to  invoke  the  name  of  the  Trinity  or  of 
the  Deity  when  inciting  his  readers  to 
commit  diabolical  crimes  ;  and,  secondly, 
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there  is  the  character  given  to  him  by  Mr. 

Davitt,  who  said  in  a  somewhat  cynical 

way —  -^ 

"  I  have  seen  many  people  in  America  and 
Enrope,  bat  I  have  yet  to  meet  a  better  man 
morally,  both  as  a  Christian  and  a  philan- 
thropist, than  Patrick  Ford." 

Penevolent  ?  Yes  ;  truly  benevolent. 
The  man  who  could  write  in  1884, 
"Success  to  the  National  League  and 
more  power  to  dynamite  *' — showing  by 
the  way  that  he  thought  the  League  and 
dynamite  were  in  alliance — and  who,  in 
1886,  could  say  of  what  he  called  in,  I 
presume,  one  of  his  benevolent  fits,  the 
Gospel  of  Dynamite,  "All  that  I  ever 
said  on  this  subject  I  stand  by  now." 
Now,  Sir,  the  Land  League,  we  know, 
becam'e  connected  with  the  Clan-na-Gael. 
My  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Fife  described  it  as  'a  Friendly  Benevo- 
lent Society."  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  South  Hackney  described 
it  somewhat  less  respectfully,  for  he 
called  it  "the  rump  of  the  old  Fenian 
Party."  That  rump  of  the  Fenian  Party 
was,  however,  powerful  enough  to  get 
control  of  the  Land  League  and  the 
National  League  to  elect  its  Presidents  and 
executive  oflScers,  and  to  tie  its  organisa- 
tion head  and  foot,  so  that  it  could  not  go 
on  without  their  consent.  It  may  be 
asked  how  is  this  proved  1  It  appears 
clearly  from  the  Report  that  directly 
the  Land  League  was  formed  the  Clan- 
na-Ga«l  issued  a  circular,  and  it  will  be 
found  that  whenever  meetings  of  the 
Land  League  were  announced  to  take 
place  Clan-na-Gael  circulars  were  issued. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  (South  Hackney)  : 
Secret  circulars. 

*Mb.  C.  hall  :  Yes,  secret ;  but  there 
is  no  doubt  that  those  circulars  were 
issued,  and  although  it  is  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Fife  thai 
they  were  "  mere  balderdash,"  worded  in 
a  bombastic  and  nonsensical  way,  it  is 
nevertheless  true  that  they  advocated 
the  policy  of  dynamite,  and  that  when 
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they  were  issued  explosions  of  dynamite 
followed.     One  of  these  circulars  shows 
clearly  that    Grallagher,  the   dynamiter, 
was    an    emissary   of    the   Clan-na-Gtiel 
beyond  the   possibility  of   doubt.     Now 
we  find  that  the  members  of  the  Clan- 
na-Gael  were  invited  to  attend  the  Land 
League    meetings    in    order    to    obtain 
control  over  them  whenever  they  could. 
This   was   done,  and   it   will    be   found 
that,  as   in    1878,    Michael    Davitt   had 
pointed   out   the  hon.  Member  for   the 
City  of   Cork  as  a  young  and  talented 
Irishman  who  was  going  to  assist  them, 
so,  in   1880,  the  Clan-na-Gael  welcomed 
him    with    open    arms.       In    1881    an 
emissary  of  the  Clan-na-Guel  came  over 
here — Le  Caron.     I  do  not  propose  to  say 
one  word  about  Le  Caron's  character  after 
the  clear  and  cojivincing  statement  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James),  who  has  shown 
how  far  we  may  follow  the  advice  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the   Member  for 
Wolverhampton    (Mr.    H.    H.    Fowler), 
who  had  said  in  a  light-hearted  way  that 
he  had  read  some  of  the  evidence  and  he 
did  not  believe  Le  Caron.      We   know, 
however,  that  the    Judges   did    believe 
him.    Well,   Le  Caron  came  over,  and  a 
remarkable  incident   occurred  which,   I 
think,    has   not   yet    been  pointed   out, 
although     I     cannot     suppose     it     has 
altogether  escaped  the  attention  of  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of   the  House. 
In  his  interview  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  Le  Caron  tells  us 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  to  him — 

"  Go  and  see  Devoy— he  can  do  more  than 
anyone  else ;  go  and  see  Alexander  Sullivan ; 
go  and  see  W.  J.  Hynes ;  go  and  see  Dr. 
Carroll,  and  tell  Devoy  to  come  and  see  me  at 
Paris." 

Yes,  Paris,  a  place  which  was  beyond* 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Queen.  Was 
any  attempt  made  to  contradict  Le 
Caron  by  examining  witnesses  on  Com- 
mission? My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Hackney  applied 
Mr,  C.  Hall 


for  permission  to  examine  witnesses  on 
Commission,  and  could  have  examined 
'Ejg&n    in    order    to    ascertain    whether 
he  told  Le  Caron  that  Mr.  Parnell  wanted 
to  see  him.     He  might  have  told   the 
Court  he  wished  to  examine  Devoy,  and  he 
might  have  sent  to  America  to  ask  if 
it   was    true   that  he   had  been   asked 
by    Egan   to    come    over.    But    I   pass 
that  by.     The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  wanted  Le  Caron  to  go  to  Devoy 
for  advice.     Now,  what  waa  the  character 
of    the   four  men   the  hon.  Gentleman 
selected  1     Who   was    Devoy — the  man  . 
who  could  do  more  than  anybody  else  1 
What  was  Devoy?     He  was  known  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  at  the  time  as  a 
Fenian  and  an  ex-convict ;  he  had  met  the 
hon.  Member  repeatedly  in  America,  and 
he  was  also  a  Trustee  of  the  Skirmishirfg 
Fund.       The     right     hon.     Gentleman 
the    Member    for    Derby   had    warned 
the   hon.    Member    for   Cork    and    his 
Friends  below  the  Gangway  six  weeks 
before  as  to  who  and  what  Devoy  was. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  pointed  out 
that  he  was  a  man  who  was  the  author 
of  an   article  advocating  the  laying   of 
London    in    ashes     to     the    danger    of 
4,000,000  of  inhabitants.     And  yet  this 
was  the  first  man  to    whom   the    hon. 
Member  for  Cork  wanted  Le  Caron  to  go. 
Who  was  the  next?     Alexander  Sulli- 
van.    He  is  a  man  also  well-known  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  He  was  one  of 
the  leaders  of  the  extreme  party,  and 
afterwards  President  of  the  Clan-na-Gael 
and  the   National   League.     It  was  he 
who    arranged    the    tour    of  the    hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and  the  hon.  Member 
for   East  Mayo,  and  accompanied  them 
over  much  of  the  route.  Well,  there  were 
two  others,   one  was   Dr.  Carroll.      He 
was  a  member  of  the  Clan-na-Grael,  and 
a  trustee  of  the  Skirmishing  Fund.     It 
was     he    who   arranged    the    meetings 
addressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
in   the  coal  and  iron  districts  in  Penn* 
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sylvauia.     The  other  was  W.  J.   Hynes, 


also  a  member  of  the  Clan-na-Gael,  and 
he  acted  as   chairman    of   the    Chicago 
Convention,  at    which   the   hon.    Mem- 
ber for  the  Scotland  Division  of  Liver- 
pool attended  as  repres3ntative  of   the 
hon.    Member    for    Cork.      These  were 
the   men  the  Member  for  Cork  wished 
Le  Caron  to  sae.     Truly  a  brilliant  set 
of   Constitutional   represantatives !       Le 
Caron  saw  the  whole   of  these  men,  and 
if  he  is  not  telling  the  truth,  I  want  to 
know  why  none  of  them  were  examined 
on  commission.  The  alliance  between  the 
Clan  and  the  League    now   gets  closer 
and  nearer.     What  occurred  in  August, 
1881  ?  The  Clan-na-Gael  issued  a  dynamite 
circular,  and  the  same  autumn  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  sent  a  telegram  to  the 
benevolent  Mr.  Patrick  Ford,  the  known 
advocate  of   crime    and  dynamite,    say- 
ing,  "  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  will  represent 
my  views  at  the  Chicago   Convention." 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division   of   Liverpool   arrived 
and  attended  a  caucus  meeting  at  the 
office  of  the  Irish  World.     Caucus  meet- 
ings   were  invariably  held  before  these 
Conventions.     Whom  did  he  meet  at  this 
caucus  ?     He  met  two  very  distinguished 
gentlemen— Mr.  Patrick  Ford,  and  Mr. 
Finnerty,   who,    during   that   visit,   told 
the     hon.    Member     for    the    Scotland 
Division  that  he  (Finnerty)  was  a  dyna- 
miter, who  was  one  of  the  leaders  of  the 
extreme  party,  and  as    we  find    by  the 
Nation,  one  of  the  Irish  newspapers,  a 
man  who  expressed  his  sorrow  that  the 
attempt    to    blow   up   the    Government 
buildings  had  not  been  more  successful. 
These  gentlemen  were  the  colleagues  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division 
before   the   Convention   took  place.     In 
November  of  1881  the  Convention  was 
summoned  at  Chicago,  the  usual  circular 
was    issued,  and  the    brethren    of   the 
Clan-na-Gael    attended    in    full     force 
to  get  control  of  the  proceedings.     The 


alliance  is  becoming  much  closer  and 
much  warmer.  At  the  Convention 
W.  J.  Hynes,  the  member  of  the  Clan-na- 
Gael,  was  in  the  chair  ;  Finnerty  made 
the  opening  speech;  and  then  at  the 
evening  reception  a  very  remarkable 
speech  was  made.  The  evening  recep- 
tion was  given  in  honour  of  the  Irish 
delegates,  I  suppose.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Scotland  Division,  representing 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  made  a 
speech,  which  I  believe  has  been  read  in 
this  House,  and  wliich  I  wnsh  was  circu- 
lated throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  this  country,  for  a  more  disgraceful 
speech  was  never  uttered  by  a  Member 
of  Parliament.  What  did  he  say  ?  He 
said : — 

**  What  becomes  of  the  teo  thousand  farmers 
meaDtime  ?  We  will  put  the  tenants  as  near 
their  farms  as  we  possibly  can.  They  like  to 
have  a  glimpse  of  their  old  home,  and  if  I  was 
the  agent  of  an  insarance  society  I  would  not 
like  to  have  my  whole  organisation  and  cor- 
poration dependent  on  t'he  ten  thousand 
farmers  who  will  go  into  the  farms  that  the 
other  ten  thousand  have  been  evicted  from" 

What  did  that  mean  ] 

**  It  meant,"  as  the  Keport  says,  *•  that  the 
dangerous  consequences  resulting  from  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Land  League  were  known  to  the 
speaker,  and  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  admitted 
that  the  shooting  of  land-grabbers  was  one  of 
the  incidents  of  civil  war.'* 

There  was  one  other  Irish  delegate  prt- 
sent,  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford. 
He  made  a  speech  which  practically 
amounted  to  this — 

"I  am  an  advocate  of  no  rent  for  all 
time,  and  if  you  want  to  break  the  British  rule 
you  must  strike  the  land  through  the  land 
system  and  landlordism." 

After  such  speeches  as  that  a  resolution 
was  come  to  by  this  Friendly  Society 
that  English  rule  had  neither  legal  nor 
moral  sanction  m  Ireland.  I  pass  on  :  a 
year  has  elapsed,  and  what  do  we  Und  1 
We  find  that  as  soon  as  another  Conven- 
tion is  about  to  be  held  a  dynamite 
circular  is  issued  by  Alexander  SulHvan, 
of  the  Clan-na-Gael,  in  October,  1882. 
I  hope  the  House  will  mark  the  date. 
Early  in  the  spring  of  the  following  year 
explosions  took  place  in  considerable 
numbers.  Two  men,  one  of  whom  was 
Gallagher,  Avere  arrested  for  being  in 
possession  of  dynamite.  These  explo- 
sions took  place,  and  not  a  word  of 
objection    was    heard     from    the    hon. 
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Member  for  Cork.  What  did  the  Irish- 
man say  with  regard  to  the  hon. 
Member's  silence  ? — 

*'  Still  the  English  paper-?  howl  at  Mr. 
Parnell  for  not  denouncing  the  dynamite 
people.  Mr,  ParnelVs  silence  ia  a  proof  of 
hiB  state sman ship,  nud  one  of  the  beet  eyiden- 
cea  he  ooultl  f^ivo  of  bia  aag^cnty/* 

A  man  named  Lomasney  was  sup- 
posed to  have  perished  in  an  attempt 
to  blow  up  London  Bridge  by  dyna- 
mite, and  his  family  were  supported 
by  the  Clan — -"  the  national  friendly  so- 
ciety.*' Now,  Sir,  at  tho  very  time  of 
these  eiplosiona  the  Convejitlon^  which 
bound  the  League  hand  and  foot  to 
the  Clan-na-Ga'^l,  was  held  at  Phila- 
delphia. What  happened  I  The  Land 
League  '  was  roerg^ed  tuto  the  National 
Lea^e,  and  the  Clan-na-Gael  obtained 
control  over  the  entire  movement. 
The  usual  caucus  meeting  took  place  ; 
and  the  Convention  was  called  *'  Mr. 
ParneH's  Convention,  in  the  fullest  sense 
of  the  word.''  The  question  for  the 
Convention  to  determine  was  stated 
bluntly  and  simply  in  the  i^mHoh 
newspaper  : — **  Shall  physical  force  and 
dynamite  be  used  or  not  in  the 
contest?"  A  Committee  was  elected, 
and  from  that  time  the  National  League 
was  absolutely  powerless  in  the  hands  of 
the  Clan-na-Gael.  The  Laud  League,  as 
I  have  said,  was  merged  into  tho  National 
League,  and  United  Irelnnd  said,  **  it 
was  Mr.  ParneH's  Convention  in  the 
fullest  sense  of  the  word."  Now,  that 
Convention  stimulated  tht*  Clan-na-Gael, 
who,  directly  the  Convention  was  over, 
issued  another  dynamite  circular — 

"  5*  In  localities  f^ivonritble  to  the  work 
D'a — <\f.,  CiiiTipa — shall  iriBtitute  school  a  for 
the  manafaciura  of  explo«i?ea  and  other  war- 
foro," 

Six  months  after  we  find  issued  another 
dynamite  circular,  which,  I  say.  points 
conclusively  to  the  fact  that  Uallagher 
was  an  emissary  of  the  Clan-na-Gael,  for 
in  speaking  of  his  failure  it  says — 

''The  effortg  of  the  Execattve  were  marred 
by  treason.'* 

What  was  the  Irishman  s  view  of  this 
Convention,  virtually  the  view  of  the 
hou-  Member  for  North- Kast  Cork  ?  We 
know  the  effect  which  this  tityle  of 
writing  has  upon  insufficiently  educated 
people  who  believe  that  what  they  see 
iu  print  must  be  true.  The  Irishman 
said— 

J/r.  C.  Ilidl 


"The  ontcome  of  the  Convention  do  roan 
can  accurately  foreoaat.  It  threatens  to  com* 
pasa  an  end  of  thrilling  interest  to  England." 

Which  meant,  T  suppose,  the  explosions 
which  would  follow. 

**  There  is  no  cure  for  it  ...  bat  topay 
turvey,  and  then  the  retreat  of  the  Engliah 
garrison  with  bag  and  baggage — if,  majbapa, 
the  latter  can  be  saved  in  the  pell-mell  con- 
fnaion  of  a  horrible  upheaval  and  nniveraal 
craah-*' 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  many  Hon.  Members, 
who  read  these  words,  will  have  no 
difBculty  in  recognising  in  that  turgid  style 
mid  bombastic  style  the  pen  that  wTote 
them-  Now,  we  pass  to  the  year  1886, 
The  same  close  alhance  still  exists. 
Matters  are  left  entirely  in  the  hands 
of  an  Executive  Committee,  six  out  of 
seven  if  not  all  the  meral>ers  of 
which  are  also  members  of  the  Clan-na- 
Gael,  And  Iconic  now  to  the  Conven- 
tion summoned  at  Chicago,  We  are 
told  on  the  authority  of  the  Irishman 
that  previous  to  its  meeting  a  Privy 
Council  was  held,  among  the  mem- 
bers of  it  being  the  hon.  Members 
for  Cork  County  and  Wexford, 
representing  the  Irish  Party  ;  and  thpj 
met — a  distinguished  quartet  —  Egan, 
Davitt,  Alexander  Sullivan,  and  Patrick 
Ford.  These  are  the  men  who,  we 
are  told,  are  representjitive  of  American 
pubhc  opinion.  Sir,  it  »8  a  calumny 
on  the  great  ATuerica)i  people  to  suggest 
anything  of  the  kind.  Mr.  Davitt  admitted 
that  the  whole  tone  of  the  American 
Press  was  denunciatory  of  these  outrages, 
and  that  it  allied  upon  the  leaders  of 
the  agitation  in  Ireland  to  do  their  best  to 
put  them  down.  I  can  say  from  personal 
knowledge,  from  such  an  investigation 
as  I  have  been  able  to  make  during  the 
hist  few  months,  that  it  is  a  gross 
calumny  to  say  that  the  great  American 
people  sympithise  with  the  dynamitards, 
or  have  any  connection  whatever  with 
Iriiih  crime.  Now%Sir,  iit  the  Convention 
a  finance  sheet  was  produced,  and  it 
showed  that  the  sum  of  314,000  dollars 
was  sent  over  to  the  Parhamentary  Fund 
from  America.  That  money  was  got 
together  by  the  Clan-na-Gael  and  the 
National  League,  andalarge  portion  of  that 
very  large  sum  went  into  the  pockets  of 
hon.  Members  for  Ireland  who  sit  below 
the  Gangway  opptjsite.  Now,  Sir,  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  I  shall  be  able  to  deal 
wilh  this  matter  without  mentioning  th«i 
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names  of  hon.  Members  opposite.  I 
think  it  is  to  the  credit  of  that  mnch- 
abnsed  paper  the  Times,  that  their 
names  have  not  been  exposed.  I  am 
not  here  as  its  apologist,  bnt  I  do  say  it 
deserves  credit  for  not  having  pilloried 
these  men  who  received  the  money. 
1  believe  that,  in  the  sanctity  of  their 
private  chamber,  to  nse  the  phrase  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
they  will  find  the  blnsh  of  shame  rising 
to  their  cheek  when  they  know  the 
money  they  received  was  proved  to  be 
collected  by  the  Clan-na-GaeL  It  is  said 
that  it  was  not  proved  that  they  did 
know  this  at  the  time  they  received 
it.  Let  them  lay  that  flattering 
nnction  to  their  sonls.  They  know 
it  now.  They  continue  to  receive 
money,  and  for  what  purposes? 
Is  there  any  doubt  that  the  money  is 
sent  over  by  these  men  with  the  same 
aims  and  ambitions  as  the  men  had  who 
s^nt  over  money  in  days  gone  by  ?  This 
money  comes  from  the  same  tainted 
source.  Sir,  I  would  sooner  starve  in  a 
garret  than  allow  myself  to  become  the 
hireling,  to  take  the  pay  of  men  who  are 
the  avowed  enemies  of  this  Empire.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  in  his  speech 
at  Cambridge,  said  the  respondents  re- 
ceived money  through  the  instrumentality 
of  Patrick  i'ord  and  the  Clan-na-Grael, 
and  that  the  Judges  so  found  quite 
correctly — 

"  I  waot  to  know,"  siudbe, ''  why  thisahoald 
not  be  80  ?  I  do  not  see  becanse  Patrick  Ford 
is  tbe  cbannel  throogb  wbich  it  comes,  wby 
Mr.  Pamell  sboald  not  accept  tbe  money  sub- 
scribed by  tens  of  thoosands  of  bonest  men 
and  women  in  America,  wbatever  tbeir  object 
was  ;  and  I  say  tbat,  in  the  main,  it  was  good, 
and  virtuous,  and  patriotic,  prorided  always 
that  he  receives  it  and  applies  it  to  a  purpose 
which  is  proper,  bonest,  legal,  and  constitu- 
tional." 

I  do  not  think  anybody  will  quarrel  with 
the  latter  part  of  the  sentence,  but  when 
we  are  told  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber that  these  subscriptions  come  from 
tens  of  thousands  of  honest  men  and  women 
in  America — and  I  notice  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr. 
Reid)  expanded  the  number  into  millions 
in  his  speech  here  the  other  night — it  is 
as  well  to  see  what  authority  I 
have  for  saying  this  money  comes  from 
a  tainted  source.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Derby,  when  he 


was  Home  Secretary,  spoke  of  this  money 
received  from  America — 

"  Who,"  be  said,  "  supports  tbe  Land  League 
in  Dublin  ?  Is  it  supported  by  Irish  subscrip- 
tions? Why,  the  Irish  subscriptions  are 
coppers,  but  tbe  gold  and  silver  come  from 
Fenianism  in  America.  That  is  where  the 
money  comes  from,  and  the  hon.  Member 
knows  it  as  well  as  I  do.  Who  are  the  men 
they  take  for  their  agents  to  transmit  the 
money  to  Paris  and  thence  to  Dublin  ?  Men 
like  Devoy,  a  convicted  Fenian." 

This  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
view  a  few  years  ago.  Has  he 
changed  it  since?  If  he  has  not 
it  is  rather  hard  upon  him  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Hackney 
should  say  it  is  canting  and  pharasaical 
to  say  money  should  not  be  received 
through  Patrick  Ford  because  his  paper, 
the  Irish  Worlds  at  times  had  "  violent 
fits  of  the  advocacy  of  dynamite  and  such 
like  stuiP."  •  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dumfries  asked  what  harm 
is  there  in  receiving  money  from  the 
Irish  World.  The  answer  is  supplied 
by  the  Irish   World  itseK. 

"The  money  question,"  said  tbe  Irish 
World f  is  a  very  ticklish  one.  The  reason 
why  men  transmit  their  money  to  tbe  Land 
League  through  tbe  Irish  World  is  this — that 
a  dollar  sent  through  the  Irish  World  is  a 
significant  endorsement  of  the  principles 
enunciated  by  the  Irish  World" 

So  much,  then,  for  the  analogy  of  the 
"conduit  pipe."  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney  asks  why  should 
not  this  money  be  received.  I  will 
tell  him  why?  Because  the  people  of 
this  country  will  not  tolerate  the 
policy  and  wire-pulling  of  a  Chicago 
Caucus,  which  will  continue  to  claim 
from  those  whom  they  pay  shall  be  worthy 
of  their  hire  and  support,  an  aim  and 
purpose  which  has  been  described  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) as  "  marching  through  rapine  to 
the  dismemberment  of  the  Empire."  But 
these  aims  are  not  allowed  to  be 
openly  discussed ;  it  would  not  pay : 
they  do  not  dare.  To  use  the  words  of 
the  Nation  with  reierence  to  the  Phila- 
delphia Convention — 

"  To  take  the  affirmation  side  on  tbe  question 
whether  physical  force  of  all  kind — including 
dynamite — may  be  properly .  applied  by  the 
Irish  people  in  tbeir  struggle  for  the  liberation 
of  their  country  from  British  rule"  would 
"  hardly  be  a  safe  thing  for  anyone  who  would 
contemplate  returning  to,  and  living  in  any 
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part  of  the  po-called  United  Kingdom  ;  least 
of  all  would  it  be  safe  for  a  member  of  the 
British  Parliament.  On  the  other  hand  it 
would  be  no  easy  task  to  urge  before  an  Irish- 
American  audience  that  tho  use  of  force  bj 
Ireland  would  be  immoral." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  made  a  speech  the  other  day, 
at  Bath,  a  speech  of  considerable  length, 
in  which  he  said  he  would  deal  with  this 
Report.  But  he  very  carefully  avt^ided 
any  reference  to  this  ninth  charge,  and  I 
think  he  was  **  wis^  in  his  generation.'' 
It  was  a  significant  omission,  but 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  have  felt  he  was  estopped  by 
his  previous  utterances,  in  which 
he  described  the  Land  League  as 
a  vile  conspiracy,  and  told  the  House 
the  League  depended  upon  the  support  of 
the  Fenian  conspiracy,  and  that  its  doc- 
trines were  those  of  treason  and  assjissi- 
nation.  The  right  hon.  Gtjntleman  said 
in  his  light-hearted  way  **  there  is  nothing 
new  in  the  Report,  not  a  fact  that  was  not 
perfectly  well  known  in  1885."  But  all 
I  can  say  is,  that  the  country  and  very 
many  Members  of  the  House  did  not  know 
all  these  facts.  The  vast  majority  of  the 
people  of  this  country  did  not  know  them 
then,  but  they  know  them  now ;  and  I 
would  venture  to  [yomt  out  that  even  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  must  have 
a  singular  gift  of  prescience  if  he  knew 
in  1885  that  in  1886  and  1 887  the  Lejiguo 
wa«  under  the  control  of  theClan-na-Gael. 
We  had  every  reason  to  doubt  the 
accuracy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
charges  then,  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  was  challenged  as  to  the  ctmnection 
between  the  Constitutional  party  and  the 
physical  force  party,  and  he  got  up  in  his 
place  in  this  House  and  replied  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Rossen- 
dale  that  it  was  absolutely  false.  Will 
he  say  so  still  ?  He  said  that  in  1887, 
and  we  now  know  that  the  alliance 
existed  at  that  time,  for  the  Judges  have 
declared  it.  I  will  not  deal  ^N^itli  other 
parts  of  the  speec^li  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tlie  Member  for  Derby;  I  will 
only  j)oint  out  that  money  is  still  being 
received  from  the  same  source.  For 
what  purpose  is  it  sent,  with  what 
purpose  is  it  received  and  used?  Is 
there  any  doubt  that  the  paymasters 
will  still  demand  their  pound  of  flesh, 
any  doubt  that  they  will  require  their 
Mr.  C.  Hall 


money's  worth  ?  I  see  that  Lord  Spencer 
said  the  other  day  that  the  dynamite 
party  even  in  America,  were  being 
supplanted  by  the  advocates  of  Con- 
stitutional means.  What  proof  is  there  of 
that  ?  I  fear  that  "  hope  is  father  to  the 
thought."  It  is  true  the  physical  force 
party  are  making  no  demonstrations  now, 
but  why  is  that  ?  because  the  whole 
matter  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Clan-na- 
Gael  Committee,  and  they  are  advised  it 
is  wiser  not  to  hold  Conventions  for  fear 
the  truth  should  leak  out ;  for  fear  men 
should  show  by  violent  speeches  that  if 
opportunity  should  arise  they  would 
again  advocate  the  use  of  dynamite. 
There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  should  carry  his  scheme, 
whatever  it  may  happen  to  be,  a  point 
upon  which  we  have  no  knowledge  ;  that 
if  a  Parliament  were  established  on 
College  Green,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  at  the  head  of  it  advocated  a 
moderate  policy,  there  is  no  doubt  the 
money  would  flow  into  other  channels, 
and  be  sent  to  men  who  would  carry  on 
the  work  of  violence  against  the  moderate 
policy,  and  the  influence  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  would  tumble  away 
like  a  house  of  cards.  Is  there  any 
vestige  of  evidence  of  any  moderation 
in  the  views  of  the  Clan-na-Grael  at  the 
present  time  ?  The  policy  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  is  now  what  it  has  been. 
It  is  this  : — **  Do  not  ask  us  any  questions, 
send  us  money.  Do  not  hold  Conven- 
tions in  which  awkward  things  may  bo 
said.'*  The  whole  policy  now  is,  as  it  has 
Ixjen  in  the  past,  and  I  fear  it  will  remain 
for  some  time  to  come,  in  spite  of  the 
shame  and  disgust  that  many  of  their 
allies  opposite  must  now  feel,  one  that 
am  be  summarised  in  four  short  words, 
**More  dollars,  no  remarks." 

(8.43.)  Mr.  R.  WALLACE  (Edin- 
burgh,  E.)  :  In  rising  to 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  found  present. 

House  adjourned  at  tvrenty  mioatet 

before  Nine  o'olook  till 

Monday  nej^t. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,   10th   March,   1890, 


PRIVATE   BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  no  Private  Bill  brought  from 
tho  Honse  of  CommoDS  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Friday  the  20th  day  of  Jane  next  : 

That  no  Bill  orijerinating  in  this  House 
authorising  any  inclosure  of  lands  under 
special  report  of  the  Land  Commissioners  for 
England,  or  confirming  any  scheme  bf  the 
Charity  Commissioners  for  England  and  Waled, 
shall  be  read  a  first  time  after  Friday  the  16th 
day  of  May  next : 

That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House  con- 
firming any  provisional  order  or  provisional 
certificate  shall  be  read  a  first  time  after 
Friday  the  16th  day  of  May  next : 

That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  authorising  any  inclosure  of  lands 
under  special  report  of  the  Land  Commissioners 
for  England,  or  confirming  any  scheme  of  the 
('harity  Commissioners  for  England  and  Wales, 
shall  be  read  a  second  time  after  Friday  the 
27th  day  of  June  next : 

That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  confirming  any  provisional  order  or 
provisional  certificate  shall  be  read  a  second 
lime  after  Friday  the  27th  day  of  June  next : 

'J'hat  when  a  Bill  shall  have  passed  this 
House  with  amendments  these  orders  shall  not 
apply  to  any  new  Bill  sent  up  from  the  House 
of  Commons  which  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
shall  report  to  the  House  is  substantially  the 
same  as  the  Bill  so  amended : 

That  this  House  will  not  receive  any  petition 
for  a  Private  Bill  after  Friday  the  9th  day  of 
l^Iay  next,  unless  such  Private  Bill  shall  have 
been  approved  by  the  Chancery  liivision  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice;  nor  any  petition  for  a 
Private  Bill  approved  by  the  Chancery  Division 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  after  t'riday  the 
16  th  day  of  May  next: 

That  this  House  will  not  receive  any  report 
from  the  Judges  upon  petition.H  presented  to 
this  House  for  Private  Bills  after  Friday  the 
16th  day  of  May  next : 

Ordered,  That  the  said  orders  be  printed  and 
published,  and  affixed  on  the  doors  of  this 
House  and  Westminster  Hall.    (No.  36.) 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILL.— 

(No.  33.) 

THIRD  READING. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:'  My 
Lords,  I  should  simply  have  moved  the 
Third  Reading  of  this  Bill,  only  that  the 
noble  Lord  on  the  Cross-Benches  desires 
me  to  give  some  explanation  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the 
noble  Lord  is,  I  will  not  say  confusing, 
but  not  sufficiently  discriminating  be- 
tween two  different  things — the  repeal  of 
the   Turnpike  Acts,  which  is    a    very 

VOL.  CKXJXLn.    [third  sbbtbs.] 


serious  question  for  consideration,  and 
the  taking  out  of  the  Statute  Book  those 
Statutes  which  are,  in  fact,  obsolete.  But 
in  making  that  distinction  I  also  want 
to  say  that  with  reference  to  the  Turn- 
pike Acts  there  is  a  difficulty  in  regard 
to  the  present  year  which  the  Bill  before 
your  Lordships  is  intended  to  remove. 
All  the  Turnpike  Trusts,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  one,  expire  in  this  year  ;  there  is 
one  of  them  which  does  not  expire  until 
the  year  1896.  Accordingly,  the  second 
section  of  this  Bill  has  been  expressly 
framed  to  get  rid  of  that  difficulty,  be- 
cause, upon  the  re-printing  of  the  Statutes, 
unless  some  provision  of  that  sort  is 
made,  every  one  of  those  Acts  referring 
to  this  matter,  including  an  Act  of 
George  III.,  which  is  an  exceedingly 
bulky  Act,  will  have  to  be  re-printed  in 
the  new  edition  of  the  Statutes,  the  com- 
pletion of  which  is  the  great  object  of  the 
Bill.  With  that  object  that  section  in  the 
Bill  has  been  devised  so  that  only 
part  of  a  very  bulky  Act  shall  be  pre- 
served, by  reference  to  a  schedule  to  the 
Bill.  Therefore,  until  the  one  remaining 
Turnpike  Trust  expires  in  the  year  1896, 
it  will  only  be  necessary  to  refer  to  this 
section  of  the  Bill  which  will  now,  if  your 
Lordships  choose,  pass  into  law.  That 
is  the  whole  scope  and  objecfc  of  the 
provision  made  in  Section  2,  and  the 
necessity  for  it  only  arises  from  the  fact 
that  one  solitary  Turnpike  Trust  will  bo 
outstanding  until  1896,  all  the  rest 
disappearing  in  the  present  year.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  noble  Lord  has  in 
his  mind  some  objection  to  the  alteration 
of  the  law  wliich  has  prevented  the 
continuance  of  the  Turnpike  Acts 
altogether.  That  is  a  totally  separate 
question,  which  may  be  discussed  on 
another  occasion ;  but  the  question  now 
before  your  Lordships  is  whether  useless 
Acts  which  the  Legislature  has  declared 
shall  not  in  future  continue  in  force 
shall  be  re-printed  in  the  new  edition  of 
the  Statutes.  I  beg  to  move  the  Third 
Reading  of  the  Bill. 

*LoRD  THRING  :  I  trust  your  Lordships 
will  accede  to  the  request  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  This  Bill  deeply  concerns 
me  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the 
Revision  of  the  Statutes ;  and  I  can  only 
say  that  if  you  will  not  accept  the  2nd 
clause  of  it,  a  hundred  useless  pages 
will  have  to  be  reprinted;  for,  as  the 
Lord  Chancellor  has  told  you,  in  a  very 
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few  years  those  100  pages  will  be  of  no 
effect  whatever.  With  the  object  of 
saving  almost  unlimited  confusion,  I 
most  earnestly  again  suggest  to  your 
Lordships  that,  in  passing  this  Bill,  you 
will  allow  a  clause  precluding  the  neces- 
sity of  printing  in  an  edition  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes  100  useless  pages. 

♦Earl  FORTESCUE  :  My  Lords,  as  I 
have  no  intention  of  proposing  any 
amendment,  and  much  less  of  opposing 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  proposed  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  I  thought  I  should  best 
consult  the  convenience  of  the  House  by 
deferring  until  this  stage  the  very  few 
remarks  which  I  have  to  make  upon 
the  Schedule  of  the  Bill.  Bafore  you 
proceed  finally  to  expunge  the  Statutes 
comprised  in  it  from  the  Statut3  Book,  I 
would  venture  to  remind  you  that 
although  over  a  great  part  of  the 
country^  the  local  Acts  which  called  them 
into  operation  in  the  different  localities 
have  practically  annulled  them  by  their 
expiration  successively,  yet  I  would  ask 
you  to  consider  what  the  legislation  is 
which  is  comprised  in  that  second 
Schedule,  and  upon  what  that  legislation 
is  based.  The  two  most  important 
Statutes  in  that  Schedule  are  known  as 
the  General  Turnpike  Acts,  one  passed 
in  th3  third  and  the  other  in  the  fourth 
years  of  George  IV.,  which  applied  to 
all  the  Turnpike  roads  throughout  the 
country.  Those  Acts  were  bas?d  upon  a 
R 3 port  of  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  the  year  1819,  which  very 
carefully  investigated  the  whole  subject. 
ThatCommitteetookevidence  in  reference 
to  experiments  which  had  been  tried  as 
to  the  b^sb  shape  and  width  of  wheels 
for  carts  and  wagons  as  regarded  tlieir 
action  upon  the  roads,  and  they  made 
some  recommendations  on  the  subject 
which  were  afterwards  embodied  in  those 
Statutes.  I  will  refer  your  Lordships 
shortly  to  that  Report,  troubling  you  with 
only  a  line  or  two  from  it.     It  says — 

*'  It  is  of  great  importance  to  the  wear  and 
tear  of  roads  that  wheels  of  moderate  breadth 
or  les3  than  six  inches  should  be  brought  into 
p:oneral  use.  With  this  view  your  Committee 
are  disposed  to  recommend  a  general  permanent 
scale  of  toll  adapted  to  the  breadth  of  wheels, 
I  he  proportions  laid  down  in  which  should  be 
m;ide  to  durate  alike  in  all  trusts  and  districts, 
it  being  evident  that  if  the  Legislature  en- 
courapfes  the  construction  of  carriages  of  any 
peculiar  form  they  should  not  be  liable  to  a 
]>reference  in  one  district  and  to  penalty  in 
another.  With  this  view  they  recommend  that  i 
Lord  Thring 


the  toll  payable  under  any  Act  for  a  carriage 
on  wheels  of  6  incheii  should  be  increased  one- 
fourth,  if  the  wheels  (being  less  than  6  inches) 
are  not  less  than  4} ;  and  so  an  increase  of  one- 
half  more  than  is  payable  for  6  inches,  if  the 
wheels  (being  less  than  A\)  are  not  less  than 
3  inches  in  breadth ;  and,  further,  as  it  is  most 
desirable  that  no  wagon  should  travel  with 
wheels  of  less  breadth  than  3  inches,  that  aU 
such  should  be  subject  to  double  toll." 

I  wish  to  remind  your  Lordships  that  by 
the  expiration  of  the  various  Turnpike 
Acts,  those  provisions  of  the  general  Turn- 
pike Act  applicable  to  the  whole  country 
have  lapsed  along  with  them  throughout 
the  greater  part  of  the  country.  Practi- 
cally, the  Turnpike  Trusts  Acts  have  so 
generally  laps  3d  that  they  can  scarcely 
be  said  to  exist.  In  the  absenca 
of  any  legislation  relating  to  what 
the  Committee  very  rationally  de- 
scribed as  an  undesirable  narrowness 
of  wheels ;  those  who  get  new  carts  or 
wagons  liave  been  induced  to  get  them 
with  very  narrow  wheels.  In  former 
times  even  carts  and  wagons,  which  were 
not  intended  exclusively  to  travel  on 
turnpike  roads  were  to  a  very  great 
extent,  and  in  very  great  proportion, 
made  of  the  width  recommended  by  the 
Committee  in  order  not  to  be  exposed  on 
the  turnpike  roads  to  these  very  much 
heavier  tolls.  That  legislation  hns  now 
lapsed,  and  the  consequences,  as  I  ven- 
tured to  remind  your  Lordships  the 
other  day,  will  be  increasingly  detri- 
mental to  the  ratepayeis  of  the  country, 
that  is  to  the  owners  and  occupiers  of  real 
property,  because  personal  property 
escapes  rates.  I  described  the  other  day 
in  general  terms  what  the  consequences 
had  been  and  were  sure  increasingly  to 
be,  and  I  have  received  a  letter  from  the 
Vice  Chairman  of  the  Highway  Board 
for  the  South  Molton  District  since  I 
last  spoke,  in  which  he  says — 

**  The  cost  of  repairs  for  the  last  three  years 
on  the  two  miles  of  road  from  the  Molland 
mine  to  the  Milne  Station  which  has  been 
caused  entirely  by  the  carriage  of  heavy  loads 
narrow- wheeled  carts  and  wagons  has  been 
over  £67  10s.  per  mile,  while  other  ordinary 
roads  have  cost  for  repairs  rather  under  £7." 

Now,  my  Lords,  the  imposition  of  such  a 
needless  tax,  saving  shillings,  as  I  said 
the  other  day,  to  the  owners  or  purchasers 
of  the  carts  or  wagons,  aud  costing  the 
ratepayers  pounds  in  the  repair  of  roads, 
thus  wantonly,  needlessly,  and  vrastef nlly 
destroyed,  is  an  evil  likely  to  go  on  in- 
creasing,   because    as    each   reasonably- 
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wide-wlie  jled  caH  or  wagon  becomes  worn 
out  it  will  be  replaced  by  slightly  cheaper 
bnt  infinitely  more  destructive  carts  or 
waggons  with  narrow  wheels,  thus  im- 
posing very  heavy  additional  charges  and 
a  much  greater  burden  upon  the  rate- 
payers, that  is  to  say,  as  I  have  before 
stated,  upon  the  owners  or  occupiers  of 
real  property.  I  am  hardly  sanguine 
enough,  particularly  after  what  has 
happened  in  the  other  House  quite 
recently,  to  expect  that  in  the  present 
Session  it  will  be  found  possible  to  pass 
any  legislation  to  encourage  the  reason- 
able width  of  wheels  and  to  discourage 
the  unreasonable  and  destructive  narrow- 
ness of  wheels ;  but  I  have  taken  the 
liberty  of  trespassing  on  your  Lordships' 
indulgance  for  a  few  minutas  in  order  to 
call  attention  to  the  matter,  and  1  hope 
Her  Majesty's  Government  may  in  due 
time  bo  enabled  to  give  it  their  con- 
sideration. 

Bill  read  3^  (according  to  order),  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

COUNTY  COUNCILS  ASSOCIATION 

EXPENSES  BILL.— (No.  32.) 

COMMirrEE. 

Hous3    in    Committee   (according   to 
Order). 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  My  Lords,  my 
att:»ntion  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
the  Preamble  recites  that  "  doubts  have 
aris3n,"  and  having  recited  that  there  are 
doubts  the  Bill  does  not  proceed  to  solve 
them,  but  only  proceeds  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  limiting  the  amounts  in 
degree.  As  I  have  never  yet  found  any 
good  to  aris3  from  Preambles,  but  some- 
times a  considerable  amount  of  evil,  I 
propose  to  amend  the  first  clause  with  a 
view  to  the  omission  of  those  words  in  the 
Preamble. 

Report  of  Amendments  to  bo  received 
on  Thursday  next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed 
as  amended.     (No.  37.) 

AUGMENTATION  OF  BENEFICES  ACT, 
1853. 
Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  My  Lords,  I 
beg  to  move  for  the  Return  mentioned  in 
the  Motion  which  stands  in  my  name, 
omitting  the  word  "outgoings,"  which, 
I  think,  in  the  circumstances,  is  not 
required. 
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Moved, 

*<  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House  a 
nomiDal  Return  of  all  benefices  sold  under  the 
Lord  Chancellor's  Augmentation  Acts,  showin^c 
the  gross  income,  price,  and  purchaser,  and 
also  the  application  ot  the  purchase  money  ; 
also  the  names,  of  all  benefices  augmented  under 
the  twenty- sixth  section  of  the  Act,  and  the 
amount  in  each  case  of  the  augmentation.' — 
{The  Earl  Beauehamp.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  There 
is  no  objection  to  give  this  Return,  but  I 
am  sorry  to  say  that  it  will  not  comprehend 
very  much  since  the  year  1875,  when 
the  last  Return  was  made.  It,  however, 
will  comprehend  all  that  the  noble  Lord 
asks  for.  I  have  twice  been  able  to 
assist  your  Lordships'  House  in  amending 
the  Act,  which  gives  power  to  augment 
benefices  to  an  annual  value  of  not  more 
than  £200,  notwithstanding  that  the 
annual  value  of  such  benefice  exceeds  £1 
starling  for  every  poor  inhabitant.  For 
some  reason,  on  the  part  of  some  persons 
in  another  place,  the  hostility  to  the 
Bill  was  such  that  that  Bill  was  blocked 
and  that  very  moderate  provision  to 
increase  to  £200 — a  small  limit — was 
rejected,  and  so  the  law  remained  as  it 
was.  I  am  afraid,  therefore,  the  power 
of  augmentation  will  not  proceed  with 
very  great  rapidity. 

On  Question,  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock  till  to-morrow 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o*clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Monday,  10th  March,  1890, 


QUEST  IONS. 

THE  TRAMWAYS  (IRELAND)  ACT. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Co.,  Mid)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if 
it  is  the  fact  that,  although  "  The  Tram- 
ways (Ireland)  Act,  1883,"  laid  down 
that  the  baronies  had  to  pay  to  make  up 
the  dividend  of  5  p3r  cent.,  and  the 
Treasury  should  pay  in  equal  proportions, 
not  exceeding  2  per  cent,  on  the  whole 
capital,  the  Treasury,  instead  of  paying 
an  equal  proportion,  had  only  paid  a 
proportion  of  two-fifths  in  the  case  of 
the  Cork  and  Coachford  Light  Railway ; 
N  2 
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whether  he  is  aware  that  this  tmmway  is 
one  of  the  best  jmying  in  all  Ireland  ; 
and  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Treasury  to  complete  the  payment  due  ? 

*Thf/  SECEETAKY  to  iiTE  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  The 
guaranteed  dividend  of  the  baronies  of 
the  Cork  and  Coach  ford  Railway  Com- 
pany being  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent, 
per  annum',  I  am  advised  thai  the 
Government  eontributton,  which  by  the 
9th  section  of  the  Tramways  and  Public 
Companies'  Act,  1883,  in  limited  to  2  per 
cent.,  cm  only  be  two-fifths  of  the  con- 
tribntion. 

Dr.  TAIiNER  :  Is  the  hon.  Gentleman 
awara  that  Sir  George  Coltburst  and 
some  other  landloixls  of  Cork  complained 
of  the  coui-SL*  which  the  Gov^emment  were 
taking  ? 

•Mr.  JACKSON  :  An  inquiry  has  taken 
place,  and  the  Tr:*asury  i.re  acting  up<^>n 
legtd  opinion  in  dt^ciding  that  where  tlie 
guarantee  of  the  baronies  m  5  yiercent.,  it 
is  not  necessary  that,  the  Treasury  con- 
tribution should  be  more  than  two-fifths. 

BiL  TANNER :  la  there  nothing  due 
from  the  Treasury*  ? 

♦Mr.  JACKSON  ;  I  believe  not;  but  I 
undei'stand  from  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
question  that  two-fifths  have  been  paid 
by  the  Treasury. 

THE  IRISH  PROBATE  DUTY, 
Mr.  peter  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N,) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  Uenenil  for 
Ireland  whether  the  Government  propose 
to  allix'ate  the  Insh  Probate  Dn ty,  or  any 
portion  of  it,  as  has  l)een  done  in  Scot- 
land, to  the  benefit  of  primary  education 
in  Ireland,  and  thereby  suppl^-nient  the 
misenibly  inadequate  salaries  of  the  Irish 
national  teachers  t 

Tfte  AITORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dablin) :  The  Government  have  no 
power  to  allocate  in  the  manner  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Meml:>er  any  portion 
of  the  Probate  Duties  Grant  coming  to 
Ireland.  Section  '^  of  the  Prolate?  Duties 
(Scotland  and  Ireland)  Act,  1888,  specifi- 
cally names  the  objecfei  to  which  the 
sums  payable  under  the  Act  to  Ireland 
shall  be  applied. 

Mr.  p.  Mcdonald  :  Do  the  Govern- 
ment  intend  to  pmpfise  any  change  in 
the  law  ? 

Dr.  Tanner 


Mb,  ^L^DDKN  :  That  is  a  differen| 
question,  and  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Gentle 
man  to  put  it  on  the  Paper. 

nOWTH  HARBOUR. 
Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin,  Co.,  N.)  :  I  bcg^ 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasurj 
what  progi'ess  has  been  made  with  tbd 
work  of  clearing  out  the  harbour 
Howth  ;  how  many  days  have  beeij 
spent  in  repairing  the  dredger  employed 
in  the  work,  and  what  lias  lieen  the  coslj 
of  repairing  it  ;  whether  the  cost  ha^ 
been  defrayed  out  of  tlie  sum  voted  bjl 
Parliament  for  improving  the  harbour  j 
and  whether  iristrnctions  have  been  oi 
will  Ije  given  fur  deepening  the  east  sid^ 
of  the  harbotir  where  b(»ats  are  usualli 
Biixired  as  well  as  the  entrance  ? 

♦Mr,  JACKSON:  The  entrance  t<j 
Howth  Harbour  has  been  deepened 
fully  t*>  the  original  depth,  namelyl 
10  ft  low  wat'.*r  spring  tides;  and  I  ai 
informed  that  the  largest  tishing  higge^ 
frequenting  the  }Hirt  has,  since  thi 
deepening,  entered  it  at  low  water 
an  exti'aordinary  spring  tide*  There  is 
liowever,  a  small  quantity  of  work  still 
UTitinished,  which  is  expected  to  l3e  com"^ 
pie  ted  before  the  end  of  the  presenj 
month.  The  i-epairs  and  renewals 
plant  for  the  last  10  months  have  cos 
ratlicr  more  than  £000.  which  has  bee« 
charged  tu  the  Vote  for  Howth  Harlxjur^ 
It  is  not  intended  to  deeja*n  the  ea^ter 
side  of  the  harbour. 

Mh.  CLANCY  :  Is  the  money  tak 
from  the  s»um  voted  V»y  Parliament  fo 
improving  the  Imrbour  f 

♦Mr.  JACKSON:  Yes. 

EXTRA    rOblCE    IN    WESTMEATH. 
Mr,    DONAL     SULLIVAN     (West 
meath,  8.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the   AttorneJ 
General    for    Ireland    how  many   extr 
police  are  stationed  in  the  C<»unty  West 
meath,    and  at   what  cost  to    the   rat 
jmyers  ;  what   is  the    number  of  polic 
allotted  to  the  County  Westmeath  by  thi 
Police  Rt^gulations,  and  has  the  full  numJ 
l)er   allowed  by  such    Regulations  beeU 
employed  in  the  county  lie  fore  a  tax  fo 
extra  police  was  imposed  upon  the  rate 
piyera  ;    in   view    of  the   fact  that    th^ 
County  of   Westmeath  is   charged  witl 
extra  police,  will  he  have  the  attentioii 
of  the  Constabulary  Authorities  drawn  td 
a    charge     delivered     by    Mr.    Justicd 
O'Brien,  at  Mullingar,  on  Monday,  tb<j 
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3rd  March,  on  opening  the  Assize  there  ; 
whether  the  learned  Judge  is  coiTectly 
reported  to  have  said,  when  addressing 
the  Grand  Jury — 

"  That  they  were  perhaps  all  aware  that  the 
fact  of  their  being  re-sworn  was  a  mere  matter 
of  form,  as  regarded  any  duties  they  had  to 
perform  with  reference  to  the  administration 
of  the  Criminal  Law.  There  was  no  hill  to  go 
before  them,  and  he  was  informed  that  such 
»  ciroamstance  had  not  happened  for  a  period 
of  more  than  40  yearn  before  in  this  ooantj. 
It  was  not  alone  an  exceptional  bat  an  eztra- 
ordiaary  circnmstanoe,  and  in  a  county  which 
once  gave  rise  to  special  legislation  on  account 
of  the  crimes  and  disturbances  that  spread 
over  it,  and  produced  what  was  so  well*known 
as  that  highly  coercive  code  of  law  called  the 
Westmeath  Act  — in  this  county  crime  no 
longer  survives  -  crime  of  any  very  grave  or 
formidable  character ;" 

whether,  on  this  occasion,  the  Grand 
Jury  presented  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  vrith 
a  pair  of  white  gloves ;  and  if  he  will 
now  consider  whether  the  employment 
of  the  extra  police  in  the  County  of 
Westmeath  can  be  given  up  ] 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Constabulary 
Authorities  have  reported  that  the  extra 
police  force  in  the  County  Westmeath 
consisted  of  26  men.  Of  these,  however, 
23  were  appointed  on  the  requisition  of 
the  magistrates  for  employment  on 
ordinary  police  duties,  so  that  there  are 
only  three  remaining  of  the  force 
which  was  appointed  to  the  county  in 
consequence  of  its  former  disturbed 
state.  These  three  man  are  still  em- 
ployed in  connection  with  parsonal  pro- 
tection. The  charge  for  extra  police  to 
the  county,  according  to  the  last  pub- 
lished accounts  for  the  year  to  the  30th 
September,  1889,  is  about  £942,  but 
as  that  includes  five  extra  men  who  were 
removed  from  the  county  in  January 
last,  the  present  cost  is  appreciably 
less.  The  free  quota  of  police  authorised 
for  the  County  Westmeath  is  272  men, 
and,  allowing  for  the  usual  percentage  of 
vacancies  for  recruiting,  the  full  strength 
has  always  been  kept  up.  The  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  are  aware  of  the  terms 
of  the  learned  Judge's  address  at  the 
recent  opening  of  the  Assizes  at  Mullin- 
gar.  It  is  the  case  that  the  learned 
Judge  testified  to  the  remarkable  im- 
provement in  the  condition  of  the  county 
as  regards  crime,  and  that  the  Grand 
Jury  presented  Mr.  Justice  O^rien  with 
a  pa,ir  of  white  gloves.  The  Constabulary 
Authorities    carefully   watch  the  exti*a 


force   in    counties,    and   reductions  are 
made  whenever  practicable. 

ALLEGED  TREACHERY  AT 
TEL-EL-KEBIR. 
Mr.  JUSTIN  HUNTLY  MCCARTHY 
(Newry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  he  has 
made  inquiry  into  the  allegations  of 
Arthur  v.  Palmer  concerning  the 
treacherous  conduc  t  of  two  "Glasgo  w  Irish- 
men "  at  the  battle  of  Tel-el-Kebir,  made 
in  the  Nineteenth  Century  for  March  ; 
and  whether  he  has  any  information  to 
give  to  the  House  ? 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle)  :  No,  Sir ;  it  is  not  part  of  my 
duty  to  make  any  inquiry  into  this  his- 
torical incident,  and  I  feel  sure  that  those 
who  are  in  a  position  to  contradict  Cor- 
poral Palmer's  statements  can  do  so  in 
the  public  Press. 

Mb.  J.  H.  MCCARTHY :  Am  I  to 
understand  that  the  War  Office  can 
obtain  no  information  upon  a  grave 
matter  of  this  kind  ? 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  In  order  to 
arrive  at  the  truth  of.  the  story,  I  should 
have  to  go  into  a  very  careful  inquiry 
from  a  number  of  men  in  all  parts  of  the 
country  before  I  could  get  adequate 
information. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  :  Is  that  inquiry 
being  made  ? 

*Mr.  E,  stanhope  :  No,  Sir,  it  is 
not. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  :  Then  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  at  the  earliest  possible  oppor- 
tunity I  shall  bring  the  subject  before 
the  House  upon  the  Estimates. 

CASHEL  TOWN  COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  he  has  seen  a  re» 
port  of  the  meeting  of  the  Cashel 
Town  Commissioners  on  Tuesday 
last  at  the  Town  Hall ;  and  whether  it  is 
true,  as  reported,  that  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  proceedings,  the  door  of  the 
Board  room  was  pushed  in  by  Sergeant 
Hegarty  and  four  other  policemen,  and, 
upon  being  asked  to  leave,  the  sergeant 
refused,  on  the  ground  that  he  was 
"ordered  to  watch  members  of  the 
National  League  ; ''  and,  if  so,  is  the  ac- 
tion of  the  policemen  sanctioned  by  the 
authorities  ? 
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Mr.  >1ADDEN  :  The  cunstabulary 
aufchoritiea  report  that  it  is  not  the  case 
that  the  sergeant  mentioned  pushed  in 
the  door  of  the  Board  room  nor  that  he 
refused  to  leave.  The  facts  are,  th&t 
liavmg  seen  a  number  of  members  of  the 
committee  of  the  loc?il  branch  of  the 
National  League,  which  was  suppressed 
in  that  district  as  an  unlawful  association, 
enter  the  Commissioners'  room  in  the 
Town  Hall,  where  the  League  meetings 
were  usually  held,  he  knocked  at  the 
door,  which  was  opened  from  inside,  to 
ascertain  whether  a  League  meeting 
was  about  to  be  held.  Upon  being  in- 
formed by  the  chairman  that  it  was  a 
m^eeting  of  the  Commissioners  he  at  once 
withdrew. 

♦Mr.  FLYNN:  Did  the  police  act 
under  instructions,  and  can  they  on  mere 
suspicion  enter  prirate  premises  against 
the  wish  of  the  occupiers  ? 

*Mh.  madden  :  I  liave  stated  that, 
under  the  lielief  that  a  meeting  of  the 
suppressed  League  was  about  to  be  held, 
they  knocked  at  the  door,  which  was 
opened  to  them,  and  when  they  were  in- 
formed that  a  meeting  of  the  Commis- 
sioners was  being  held  they  went  away. 

♦Mr.  FLYNN  :  Did  the  sergeant  enter 
the  room  ? 

•Mr,  madden  :  No,  I  infer  that  he 
did  not,  from  the  statement  that  when 
he  wasi  informed  that  it  was  a  meeting 
of  the  Commissioners  he  at  onco  with- 
drew, 

THE  CORK  POLICE. 
Mr.  FLYNN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  it  is 
true  that  as  a  Mr.  John  M*Swiney,  a 
respecfctible  young  farmer  at  Tullyland, 
near  Bandon,  County  Cork^  was  return- 
ing home  on  borsebtick  a  few  days  ago 
he  was  met  by  two  ixjlicemen,  who 
seized  the  horse  by  the  bridle,  cindered 
Mr.  M*Swiney  to  oppn  a  bag  that  was 
strapped  on  the  saddle  ;  that  he  declined 
to  do,  and  asked  what  authority  they  had 
for  searching  him  ;  and  that  thereupon 
one  of  the  constables  ripped  open  the  bag 
with  a  knife  and  pulled  out  the  con- 
t Lints,  namely,  the  coulter  of  a  plough  ; 
if  the  facts  hi  as  above  stated,  was  the 
conduct  of  the  policemen  legal  or  other- 
wise ;  and,  under  what  law  or  authority 
did  they  act  oa  this  occasion  ? 


♦Mr.  madden  :  I  hare  made  carefu 
inquiry,   and    I    liave  reason   to   believe 
that  the  statement  is  without   found 
tion. 

NEW  TIPPERARY. 
Dr.     TANNER:  I    beg    to  ask  th^ 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  it  is' 
true  that  on  Thursday  last,  the  27tli 
inst.,  the  police  atMitchelstown,  County 
Cork,  tore  down  posters  calling  upon  the 
farmers  to  send  horses  and  carts,  *fcc., 
help  in  the  construction  of  Nei) 
Tippcrary,  and  whether  the  following  is 
correct,  as  given  in  the  local  papers^ — 

**  Tho  police  tare  down  tlie  noticeH  pouted  in 
the  morning,  and  Mr,  William  J.  Ca»eyJ 
secretary  to  the  National  I^ea^tie,  immediately 
had  the  local  bill  poster  to  replace  them,1 
Sert^eant  Swift  and  a  party  of  police  tore  dowa 
the  postexfi  afterwards,  and  threatened  to 
arreat  Mr.  Guaey,  saying  the  bills  were  in- 
timidatory.  In  the  evening  Mr.  Casey  and  bin 
friends  again  posted  notices.  ** 

And,  by  whose  directions  and  orders  did 
the  police  so  behave? 

♦Mr.  ^IADDEN  :  The  constabula  ^ 
authorities  report  that  it  is  the  case  thali 
the  local  police  tore  down  the  noticei 
referred  to.  The  police  requested  Casej 
to  go  away,  and  on  his  refusal  they  told 
him  that  if  he  did  not  go  he  would  be  J 
arresti'd  for  obstructing  the  publio 
thoroughfare  by  collecting  a  crowd,  Th<S 
pohce  acted  on  their  own  reponsibilit 
in  the  discharge  of  their  own  duty. 

Dr,  tanner  :  Is  it  the  fact  that  in 
tlie  evening  Mr.  Casey  and  his  friendal 
ngaiu  posted  notices  ? 

*Mr.  MADDKN  :  I  Imve  no  informa 
tion. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Does  the  right  hon^ 
and  learned  gentleman  approve  of  thfl 
action  of  the  piHce  ? 

*Mr.   MADDEN:    I    have    no    doab< 
that   the   police   acted  ^4tli  their  use 
discretion  in  this  matter 

LIMERICK  POST  OFFICE. 
Ma.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick  City):  I  be£ 
to  ask  the  Pcfstmristt'r  General  if  a  vacancy 
tor  a  tirst  chv^s  telegraphist  clerk  existd 
in  the  Liiuerick  Post  Office  ;  whcUier  i| 
is  intended  ti>  appoint  an  official  to  tha 
IKisitior,  contrary  to  precedent,  who  ip 
unconnected  with  the  Limerick  branch  \ 
and  whether,  considering  that  there  ar 
15  second  class  clerks  in  Limerick  all 
present,  with  services  i-anging  from  lavi 
to  20  years,  auy  of  whom  are  eligible  for 
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the  post  and  naturally  expect  it,  and 
from  whose  ranks  similar  appointments 
have  already  been  made,  the  nsnal  cus- 
tom will  be  adhered  to  with  regard  to 
the  existing  vacancy. 

*The  postmaster  general  (Mr* 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge) :  No 
such  vacancy  exists  at  present,  the  last 
having  been  filled  by  the  appointment  on 
the  11th  ult.  of  Mr.  Thomas  Keefe  from 
Qaeenstown.  It  was  a  matter  of  regret 
to  me  not  to  be  able  to  fill  this  vacancy 
up  from  within  the  office,  but  I  was 
assured  that  at  Limerick  there  was  no 
member  of  the  second  class  who  was 
fully  qualified  to  discharge  the  duties 
required. 

THE  VICTORIAN  DIVORCE  BILL. 
Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  the  Royal 
Assent  has  been  given  to  the  Victorian 
(Australia)  Divorce  Bill ;  and  if  not, 
whether  that  consent  will  be  withheld 
until  this  House  has  had  the  opportu- 
nity of  expressing  its  views  on  the  ques- 
tion? 

♦Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  :  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  the 
question  I  should  like  to  ask  whether  he 
sees  any  reason  to  recommend  any  inter- 
ference on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty  with 
the  decision  come  to  by  the  Colonial 
Government  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  The 
Government  of  Victoria  have  been  in- 
formed that  Her  Majesty  will  be  advised 
to  assent  to  the  Divorce  Bill;  and  it 
woald  be  an  infringement  of  the  Consti- 
tution of  that  Colony  to  submit  to  this 
House  the  question  whether  consent  to 
the  legislation  of  its  Parliament  should 
be  given  or  withheld. 

♦Mr.  S.  GEDGE:  The  subject  is  of  such 
far-reaching  importance  that  I  will  give 
the  Government  an  opportunity,  probably 
on  the  Colonial  Vote,  of  fully  explaining 
their  position. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  Have  the  Government  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  copy  of 
the  law  in  question  ? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS  :  I  have  no  ob- 
tion  to  lay  it  upon  the  Table. 


ADMIRALTY  CONTRACTS- 
PROVISIONS. 

Mr.PJCKARD  (York,  W.R.,  Norman- 
ton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  he  will  inform  the 
House  what  sum  was  realised  by  the 
sale  of  51,219  lbs.  of  beef  and  pork  sold 
to  Messrs.  Cowan  and  Sons,  of  Battersea, 
as  "  unfit  for  human  food "  during  the 
years  1886-9 ;  and  what  sum  was 
realised  for  the  29,407  lbs.  sold  by 
auction  during  the  same  period,  whi«h 
were  not  so  described  1 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing);  The  sums  realised  by  the 
sale  of  condemned  salt  beef  aud  pork 
were  respectively  £54  12s.  Id.  and 
£164  3s.  8d.  The  meat  sold  under  the 
second  category  was  considered  fit  for 
consumption,  but  on  account  of  the 
length  of  time  the  meat  had  been  kept 
in  stock,  it  was  decided  not  to  send  it 
out  again  to  dep6ts  on  foreign  stations  : 
and  as  no  salt  meat  is  issued  to  the 
service  at  home,  the  only  way  of  dis- 
posing of  this  meat  was  by  sale.  Owing, 
however,  to  the  possibility  of  meat  sold 
as  "  unfit  for  human  food "  being 
brought  into  the  market  for  sale  as 
suitable  for  human  food,  and  in  view  of 
the  smallness  of  the  sum  of  money 
involved,  the  Admiralty  decided  las^t 
year  that  all  salt  meat  and  salt  suet 
condemned  as  unfit  for  the  Service 
should  be  in  future  sent  to  soap  boilers, 
and  not  sold  by  public  auction.  Before 
being  sent  to  the  soap  boilers,  the  meat 
will  be  chemically  treated  so  as  to  make 
its  use  as  food  impossible. 

LAND  TAX. 

Mr.  round  (Ess3X,  N.  Harwich): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, whether,  in  ordering  a  new 
assessment  of  a  parish  for  Land  Tax,  it 
is  within  the  powers  of  the  Commis- 
sioners to  order  the  assessment  to  be 
made  upon  the  rateable  value  of  the 
parish,  the  effect  of  which,  at  the  present 
time,  is  to  reduce  the  Land  Tax  upon 
the  land  from  10  to  40  per  cent.,  and  to 
increase  the  taxation  upon  tenements 
and  cottage  property  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  All  lands,  tenements, 
<fec.,  on  which  the  Land  Tax  has  not  been 
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i**? deemed  are  liable  to  a  fresh  assessment 
yearly  according  to  tbeir  annual  vulue* 
It  rtsts  entir<^]y  witb  the  Comnii8si<>nor8 
of  Land  Tax  for  the  county  or  place  of 
separate  jurisdiction  to  determine  what 
timt  annual  vulue  is,  and  they  are  not 
de birred  from  taking  the  rateable  value 
i\8  given  in  the  Poor  Rate  as  repre- 
senting that  value,  if  Siitistied  that  it 
does  so.  1  may  remind  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  the  Government  has  no  power 
to  control  tlie  discretion  of  the  Land  Tax 
Comniisisioners. 

BELGRAVE  CHARITY. 

Mr.  CHANNIXG  (Northamptun,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Pen- 
rith (Mr.  J.  W.  Lowtber)»  as  a  Com- 
miss  loner,  whether  the  Cliarity  Com- 
niisaioners  have  received  and  considered 
the  resolutions  passed  at  a  n^cent  meeting 
of  iiitepayers  at  Balgravo,  which  protest-s 
against  the  action  of  the  Trustees  of  the 
Belgrave  Charity  land  in  charging  XT  4a. 
pj?r  licrc  (oY  allotments  under  the  new 
scheme  of  the  Charity,  whereas  land  in  thv 
immtnliate  vicinity  is  only  fetching  on  an 
average  £2  18s.  Gd,  per  acre,  and  ex- 
pressed as  the  opinion  of  the  meeting 
tliat  2s,  Id.  per  hundred  yards,  or  £5 
per  aero,  would  cover  all  necessary  ex- 
pnises  in  connection  with  the  CItiirity 
lands,  and  in  which  an  opinion  was  a!s4.> 
express  L'd  again  tit  the  projx^sed  selling 
of  the  part  of  the  Charity  luiid  called  the 
**Bull  Piece  ;  **  and,  whether,  Imving  re- 
gard to  thesj  matters,  the  Commissioners 
will  take  steps  to  ensure  that  the 
Trustees  appointed  under  the  mud  scheme 
shall  carry  out  the  objects  of  that  scheme 
by  letting  the  allotments  at  a  reasonable 
rent,  and  not  s-jII  land  which  may  be 
of  future  use  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Charity  1 

Mr,  J,  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  The  Charity  Commissioners 
have  to-day  received  a  copy  of  a  reso- 
lution stated  to  have  been  passed  at  a 
public  meeting  of  |Wirishioners  held  at 
Uelgruve  ou  the  27th  ult-  It  expresses 
no  opinion  against  the  proposed  sale  of 
tlie**Bali  Piece."  The  Commissioners 
ai*e  informed  that  the  Trustees  have,  since 
the  poising  of  the  resolution^  reduced 
tho  price  to  be  paid  to  2s»  6d.  per  100 
yards.  In  the  present  circumstances  the 
interference  of  the  Commissioners  would 
not  appear  to  be  necessary. 
Mr.  GoifcJieii 


THE  VAN  AND  WHEEL  TAX. 
Mr.  CHANNTNG  :  I  beg  to  a^k  the 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
he  has  received  copies  of  resolutions 
passed  by  the  Northamptonshire  Cnunty 
Council  and  Chamber  of  Agriculture » 
dnxwing  attention  to  the  loss  to  county 
revenues  of  the  sum  of  £800,000 
proposed  to  be  raised  by  new  taxes  on 
horses  and  vehicles  in  1888,  and  pniyiiig 
Her  Majesty *4j  Government  to  mjike 
provision  out  of  the  probable  Budget 
surplus  to  meet  this  loss  :  whetlif  r  he 
himself,  some  ytiirs  agr«,  ailvocated  tho 
Inhabited  House  Duty  us  a  suit^ible  tax 
to  hand  over  to  Local  Autliorities  ;  and 
whether  he  will,  liaving  regard  to  the 
objections  riiised  to  tho  Wheel  and  Van 
and  other  taxes  proposed  in  1888,  take 
into  consideration  the  advisability  of 
handing  over  to  the  C'ounty  Councils  a 
portion  of  the  Inhabited  House  Duty, 
or  an  additional  proix»rtion  of  the 
Prc^bate  Duty,  to  meet  the  loss  sus- 
tained by  the  withdrawal  uf  the  taxes 
pro|u>t>cd  in  1888? 

Mit.  GOSCHlvN  :    The  answer  to  the 
first    question    is,    Yes.       Sixt4?cn  years 
ago  I  advocated  the   tninsference  of  the 
Inhabited      He»use      Duty      to      Local 
Authorities,  and  the  late  Lord   Beacons- 
held    denounced    the    proposal    as    the  I 
tnuisferenee    of    Impenal     Revenue  U>\ 
obscure  vestries.      As  regards  the  hon.j 
Members  third  question^  I  must  answer, 
as  I  have   done  before,  that  I  am  pre- 
cluded by   tho  approach  of  the   Budget j 
from    nuiking  any  statement  as    to  thej 
application  of  the  surplus, 

POTATO  .SPIRIT. 
Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of] 
the  Exchequer  whether  his  attention  tiaal 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  potato  spirit  j 
was  being  introduced  from  the  Contiiientl 
llavour*cd  so  as  to  resemble,  and  subae-f 
ijuently  sold  as,  imm  ;  and  whether  Herl 
Majesty's  Government  would  tiike  steps l 
to  put  a  stop  to  this  system  of  adultera-i 
tiou  i 

*Mr.    GOSCHEN:  I   am    aware   that 
representations  have  been   made    to    the , 
Customs  authorities   that   much   of 
spint  wliich  is  imported  into  this  count 
from  the  Continent  as  rum    is  foctitiou«,| 
The  question  of  adulteration  of  imported  I 
liquors  does  not,  however,   concern    the] 
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Customs  Officers,  but  is  one  as  to  which 
it  rests  with  purchasers  or  consumers  to 
take  action  under  standing  Acts  on  the 
subject. 

OCCUPATION  OF  ZEYLAH,  BULHAE, 
AND  BERBEEA. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Undersecre- 
tary of  State  for  India  on  whose  account,  at 
whose  expense,  and  on  what  title  Zeylah, 
Bulbar,  and  Berbera  are  occupied  by 
British  troops  ;  whether  the  natives,  who 
are  represented  as  raiders,  have  ever 
recognised  the  British  occupation,  or 
have  openly  resisted  it ;  whether  the 
late  expedition  was  ordered  to  carry  on  a 
war  of  punishment  by  the  destruction  of 
wells  and  private  property  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  those  orders  were  given  by  the 
Indian  or  the  British  Authorities. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  IJSDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Chatham)  :  The  circumstances  and  con- 
ditions under  which  the  Somali  Coast 
was  occupied  by  British  troops  will  be 
found  in  detail  in  Parliamentary  Return, 
Egypt,  14th,  of  1885.  In  reply  to  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question,  the  natives  have  recogiiised  the 
British  occupation,  though  that  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  expedition. 
Bulbar,  on  which  the  raid  was  made,  is 
not  in  their  territory.  In  answer  to  the 
last  paragraph  of  the  question  I  may  say 
tliat  the  expedition  was  punitive.  It  was 
ordered  by  the  Government  of  India.  No 
instructions  for  the  destruction  of  wells 
and  private  property  were  given. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  Then  am  I  to 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
tell  us  that  where  the  destruction  of 
property  occurred  the  expense  will  be 
paid  by  the  Government  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST  :  I  have  no  information 
that  any  private  property  was  destroyed. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  believes  that  there 
was  he  had  better  give  notice  of  a 
further  question. 

GREENWICH  PENSIONS. 
Captain  PRICE  (Devonport):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Lord  of  the  Admii-alty  what 
is  tha  sum  estimated  for  payment  of 
Greenwich  Age  Pensions  to  seamen 
between  the  ages  of  50  and  55,  who 
belong  to  the  Seamen  Pensioner  Reserve, 
and  what  number  of  pensioners,  eligible 
under  the  regulations  for  age  pensions, 


are  now  unable  to  receive  them  by 
reason  of  the  fund  not  being  sufficient  1 
A  LORD  OF  THE  ADMIRALTY  (Mr. 
AsHMEAD-BABTLETf,  Sheffield,  Eccleshall)  : 
The  charge  to  Greenwich  Hospital  funds 
on  account  of  age  pensions  to  446  men 
between  50  and  55  years  of  age  belonging 
to  the  Seamen  Pensioner  Reserve  is 
£3,389  12s.  a  year.  The  number  of 
pensioners  over  55  years  of  age  who  are 
not  in  receipt  of  Greenwich  age  pensions 
is  about  2,800. 

PRISON  C LEEKS. 

Mr.  jaSTlN  MCCARTHY  (London- 
derry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  has  received  the  letters  addressed  to 
him  on  the  26th  November  last,  by  the 
clerks  serving  in  Her  Majesty's  Prisons, 
and  whether  he  is  prepared  to  recom- 
mend to  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  the 
inclusion  of  thes3  clerks  in  the  new 
scheme  for  the  Lower  or  Second  Division? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matchews, 
Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  have 
received  applications  for  an  improvement 
in  their  pay  and  status  from  72  of  the 
clerks  employed  in  convict  and  local 
prisons.  I  have  forwarded  these 
memorials  to  the  Treasury  and  have 
invited  their  favourable  consideration  of 
the  case  of  the  prison  clerks.  I  am  still 
in  communication  with  the  Treasury, 
but  the  matter  is  too  complex  to  admit 
of  the  simple  remedy  propossd  by  the  hon. 
Member.  I  have  not,  therefore,  made 
the  specific  recommendation  referred  to. 

THE  CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 
Mr.  M^CARTAN  (Down,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  with 
reference  to  the  promotion  of  the  two 
telegraph  clerks  in  the  Central  Telegraph 
Office  over  the  heads  of  their  seniors, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  no  opportunity 
of  competing  was  given  to  other  members 
of  the  staff  claiming  to  be  equally 
qualified  in  shorthand,  and  otherwise, 
who  had  from  two  to  three  years  longer 
service,  and  on  what  ground  this  prefer- 
ence was  given  to  the  two  clerks  so 
promoted ;  whether  any  instructions  are 
given  to  clerks  on  entering  the  service  as 
to  the  advantages  which  these  extra 
qualifications  bring  to  the  clerks;  and 
whether  it  is  to  be  now  understood  that 
preferential  promotions  are  made  in  the 
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telegraph  staff  on  account  of  other  tlian 
telegraphic  qualifications  j  I  have  also  to 
ask  on  what  gronndi  Messrs^  G.  Huohea 
and  C.  H.  Garlan^i,  clerks  employed  at 
the  Central  Telegmph  Office,  were 
recently  pnnlahed,  the  fiTmer  in  two 
houi*s  extra  duty  without  pay,  and  the 
latter  suspended  from  duty  for  sLx 
hours ;  whether  there  ^^ns  anythitig 
more  tlian  suspicion  against  them  that 
they,  being  members  of  the  Committ^je 
of  the  Postal  Telegraph  Clerks  Assoc ia- 
tiou»  were,  during-  official  hours,  discus- 
sing- the  affairs  of  the  Association  ; 
whether  the  two  clerks,  denied  the 
charge,  and  no  evidence  was  produced  U> 
warrant  any  such  suspicion ;  whether 
reparafciou  w^ill  be  made  to  these  clerks  ; 
and  whether  it  is  usual  to  punish 
telie»gr<<ph  clerks  at  the  Central  Oiiice  on 
mere  suspicion ;  further,  I  desire  to 
know  from  tlio  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  is  award  that  a  consider- 
able numlier  of  applications  hare 
been  made  by  clerks  living  from 
thre?  to  IQ  miles  fnjm  th?  Central 
Telegraph  Office,  praying  for  a  dinner 
hour  when  on  2  p.m.  to  10  p.m.  duty  ; 
whether  every  such  application  has  been 
refused,  and  in  some  cases  attempts  liaye 
been  made  ta  punish  the  applicants  in 
various  ways;  and  whether,  considering 
the  clerks'  liability  to  be  kept  on  duty 
for  hours  after  10  p.m.,  he  will  consider 
the  desintbility  of  giving  a  dinner  time 
to  these  clerks  ? 
♦Mr.  RAIKES  r  The  two  telegraphists 
in  the  Central  Telegraph  ^Office  who  were 
promoted  over  tlie  heads  of  their  seniors 
wara  not  promoted  until  diligent  inquiry 
had  been  made  with  a  view  to  ascertain 
whether  anyone  senior  to  themselves  was 
qualitied  for  the  duties  to  b-»  p.*rformed, 
but  no  seniors  wnth  the  necessary  qnali- 
fications  could  bL^  found.  It  has  not  been 
considered  nt?ces3ary  tj  give  instructions 
that  in  selecting  for  exceptional  positions 
special  qualitications  of  obvious  utiliry 
will  be  taken  into  account.  Messrs, 
Hughes  and  Garland  were  punished,  not 
on  suspicion  of  discussiuu:  this  or  tliat, 
but  for  the  uridoubt:id  fact  that  they  were 
absent  fi*om  their  posts  without  leave. 
It  is  not  the  practice  of  the  Department 
to  make  reparation  for  punishments  in- 
Hict^'d  in  casss  of  proved  breaches  of 
oi-dinary  regulations.  I  am  aware  that 
ti-degraphists  who  do  not  atfcini  I  b-fore 
two  o  clock  iu  the  afternoon  have  not 
Mr.  M' Car  tan 


infrequently  applied  that  time  might  be 
allowed  them  after  coming  to  the  office 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  dinner.  I  think  i 
there  is  really  no  ground   icfv  complaint,^ 
because  this  meal  is  reqAiired  to  be  takea 
before  the  commencement  of  this  duty,| 
bat  I  am  not  aware  that  anyone  has  ever 
been  punished  for  making  such  a  request. 
Although  those  attending  from  2  p,m  t<>.| 
10  p.m.  ara   not  allowed  a  dinner  half-< 
hour,   they   are   supplied   ^\itli   refresU-J 
ments  eiich  day  about  S  p.m,,  and  th^yj 
have  also  facilities  for  procuring  supper  I 
befoi-e  they  leave  at  10  p.m. 

Mb.  M^CARTAN  :  What  opportunity] 
was  given  to  clerks  who  possessed  tBoi 
qualification  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKJUS:  I  understand  that  a  I 
careful  inquiry  was  made  as  to  thoj 
qualification  of  the  clerks*  because  itrl 
has  always  been  thought  desirable,  iisfarj 
OS  jK>8sible,  to  promote  the  senior  officers. 
But  the  Controller  satisfied  himself  that  | 
no  clerk  possessed  the  neccssarj^  quail  Cr- 
eation. 

Mr.  M  CARTAN  :  Are   we  to  under- 
stand  that  an   opportunity   of  com]>eting 
was  affoi-ded'to  all  the  clerks  ;  and  witk  1 
regard  to  Mr.  Garland,  is  it  not  the  fact " 
that  he  asked  permission  to  go  away  and 
was  not  away  without  leave  I 

♦Ma.  RAIKES :  My  information   is  to 
the  contraiy, 

THE     NEWFOUNDLAND    LOBSTER 

FAOTORIES. 
Dk.  TANKKR  :  1  beg  t.>  osk  the  | 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  I 
Aifairs  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  protect  Newfoucdland  I 
lobst-er  factories  from  interference  by  the] 
French  during  the  coming  season  ;  and  ( 
whether  the  tioveniment  will  claim  com- 
jiensation  for  boats  and  neti;,  should  any  I 
be  destroyed  by  the  crews  of  French  { 
hsherraen  in  the  absence  of  men-of-j 
war  /  1 

♦The  UNDERSECRETARY  of  STATE] 
FOR  FORElG>r  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fi:k- 
otr.sso>f,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  NegL>tiations  I 
are  in  progress  with  the  French  Govern-^ 
ment,  and  will,  it   is  hopt^d,  be  shortly  1 
brought  to  a  satisfactory  termination,  for 
settling   the    conditions    on   which    the 
h>bster  fisheries  in  Newfoundland  shall 
be    carried    on     during     the     ensuing  ^ 
season.     Her     Majesty's      Government 
know    of    no    reasjn    to   apprehend  de- 
structioa  of   boats  and  nets   by  Fro  nek  J 
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fishermen  in  this  any  more  than  in 
previoos  years ;  but  in  case  of  illegal 
damage  to  British  property  the  matter 
would,  of  course,  be  treated  between  the 
two  Governments  in  Eiccordance  with 
in t3r national  law  and  usage. 

Dr.  tanner  :  May  I  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  he  is 
aware  that  orders  have  been  given  to 
French  oflScers  to  enter  the  lobster 
factories  and  confiscata  the  property  of 
the  fishermen  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  No  orders  that 
I  am  aware  of  have  baen  given  to  French 
officers  in  contravention  of  the  Treaty. 

Dr.  tanner  :  If  I  put  a  question  on 
the  Paper  will  the  noble  Lord  be  good 
enough  to  answer  it  categorically  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  No,  Sir,  I 
cannot  undertake  to  do  that. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  shall  put  it. 

BETTING  AGENTS. 
Mr.  MATTHEW  KENNY  (Tyrone, 
Mid) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  if  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  a  decision  in  the  case  of  Blake  v.  Morse, 
tried  before  Lord  Justice  Fry  (and 
reported  in  the  Times  of  7th  March),  in 
which  the  plaintiff,  a  "  betting  agent," 
sought  to  recover  a  sum,  claimed  as  due, 
on  a  balance  of  account  on  bets  alleged 
to  have  been  made  by  the  plaintifE  for 
the  defendant  as  his  betting  agent,  and 
with  regard  to  which,  in  giving  judg- 
ment for  the  plaintiff.  Lord  Justice  Fry 
is  reported  to  have  said — 

**  This  belongs  to  a  class  of  actions  which,  I 
fear,  have  become  more  numerous  in  conse- 
quence of  the  decision  in  the  case  cited  (Reed 
V  Anderson,  13  Q.  B.  Div.  779),  in  which  I,  no 
doubt,  found  myself  obliged  by  legal  principles 
and  authorities  to  concur,  but  the  social  effects 
of  which  are  nevertheless  to  be  regretted  ;'  * 

and  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
these  decisions,  and  some  others  of  a 
similar  character,  deprive  Section  18  of 
Act  8  and  9  Vic.  c.  109,  of  a  considerable 
portion  of  its  value,  he  will  undertake  to 
introduci  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  matter, 
9 J  as  to  render  all  bets  by  way  of  gaming 
and  wagering,  whether  by  principal  or 
agent,  null  and  void  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  I  have  seen 
the  report  of  the  case  referred  to  in  the 
hon.  Member's  question.  1  am  aware 
that  the  existing  state  of  the  law  enables 
betting  to  be  carried  on  in  many  instances 


in  which  it  would  ba  well  if  it  could  be 
prevented,  but  the  subject  is  one  of  so 
much  difficulty  that  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
undertake  to  introduce  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  matter. 

POST  OFFICE  SURVEYOR. 
Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  it  is  probable  that  an 
early  appointment  will  be  made  to  fill 
the  vacancy  for  a  Post  Office  Surveyor, 
created  by  the  retirement  of  Mr.  Freeling 
on  the  1st  January  last ;  and  what  is 
the  cause  of  the  delay  in  filling  this 
vacancy  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  am  considering 
whether  by  means  of  a  re-adjustment  of 
districts  it  may  not  be  possible  to  reduce 
the  number  of  surveyors  ;  and  until  a 
decision  has  been  come  to  on  this  point 
I  am  unable  to  say  whether  the  vacancy 
in  question  will  be  filled. 

THE  CUSTOMS. 
Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  it  is 
intended  to  create  a  parmanent  class  of 
writers  in  the  Statistical  Department  of 
the  Customs  called  statistical  abstractors, 
as  recommended  by  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee, constituted  of  Mr.  Robinson,  Mr. 
Giffin,  Mr.  Puller,  and  the  late  Mr.  Seldon; 
if  so,  when  ;  and,  if  not,  what  alternative 
course  does  the  Treasury  propos3  to 
adopt  ? 

♦Mr.  JACKSON:  The  hon.  Member 
has,  perhaps,  not  seen  the  answer  that  I 
gave  on  this  subject  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Westmeath  in  March,  1888. 

THE    TRANSVAAL. 

Mr.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stata 
for  the  Colonies  whether  he  is  in 
possession  of  further  intelligence  from 
Johannesburg  beyond  that  given  in  the 
Times  of  this  morning;  whether  Mr. 
Frank  Williams,  the  British  Representa- 
tive at  Pretoria,  has  left  the  Transvaal 
for  good ;  and,  if  so,  whether  anew  Repre- 
sentative will  be  appointed  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  no  further  information  on 
this  subject.  Mr.  Ralph  Williams  is 
coming  away  on  leave,  and,  therefore, 
the  question  of  appointing  a  new  Repre- 
sentative has  not  arisen. 
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nmVH  (TYNK  AND  CAUDIFK,) 
(i.O.)     WiitirtiH  (fnhiraih   - 

*'Of  n\\  Krifclbh  Hhip<  loidixl  with  doad- 
wnif<ht  (fur^o  nt  thu  fK>rtfi  of  tho  Tjod  And 
hi  {UrtWft  diiririK  Du*  Uirmt  monthfi  undint; 
th<f  »liit  t\hY  of  UtuuimUit  IHHd,  girini^  iUn 
tthtitmii  of  ihii  Hhi^Mt  i\m  hui  r«'gifiUfr  tonnH^^H  in 
MiMih  nitMo,  »ml  ftUo  th«  woJf(rit  of  o(>al  actually 
l"f»4l«id. 

<'  And,  of  alt   Varfinti  Hbipa  loadod  at  thoM 

IMJMLKJ     I'KTrnONH    COMMITTKK. 
Third  1 1(1  (Miri  brought  up,  and  road  ;  to 
lio  u(MMi  iho  Table,  and  to  bo  printed. 

NKW     MBMHKIl    HVVORN. 
Itofiry  John  Ookiiyno  OuNt,  Kh(].,  for 
liinrohi    (lounly    (Sottth     KcHtovon,    or 
Hiatnford  DiviNionJ 

MM.S.*(A(1K     KliOM     TlIK     LOltDS. 

That  thoy  havo  pivNNod  a  Hill,  intituled 
**Aii  A(*t  Ui  anuMid  tlie  Ijvw  as  to  tlie 
Kn(h»wnuMit  t»f  the  ArelidiMUM»nry  of 
(•ornwall."  I  An'hdoiWJonry  of  Cornwall 
nill|Aon/^.| 

And,  alno,  a  Mill,  intituled  **  An  Act 
for  r\irtlu«r  pn^nioting  the  ll;»viHion  of  the 
Hl.!^tuti»  Law  by  repi«alin^  enjwtments 
whit'h  al^>  Huperlhious,  or  Imve  eei^cd  to 
b.»  in  l\)i*eo,  or  hav»»  Ikhvuuo  unneoesstvry.** 
I  Statute  liaw  H.«visit)n  Hill  [A(>/*(/jf.] 

M  0  r  1 0  y  s. 


SPKiMVl,    COMMISSION    0^5^**^    UKrOUT. 

Motion  nuvdi\  and  Question  pn^jHvsoil* 

*'  ThHi  Ou«  \{o\\$m  will  immt'diately  rtvjiumo 
%\s^  Adj^mniiHi  l)<»bat<K  on  th«  Ammuimmt 
i^vti  MnivU]  to  tU0  Motion  ivUi«nir  t«>  th<« 
Ui«(utH  of  Uw  S^Hvml  l\>mmi««iou  vlS^^-** — 
\^M»\    ii'ti:**m    iUm^  Smiths) 

0,\)  Mk,  HALLKV  STKWART 
0«iuv^^lu,  SpjiKUu^^ :  r^xm  a  innnt  of 
\^r\bM\  Mr.  S|vaker»  I  wish  to  i^ik  your 
vuhuvi'  XV bother  it  is  i\nu)H^tout  for  the 
Ko>it  U^i  of  tho  Tn^asury  to  make  this 
Motion  withvuit  a  lu^iw  >vKioh  must 
x^bxiowsly  havx*  Ivou  pvou  duriiu;  tho 
s^ttDV^  of  tl\o  House  ?  I  t\mi  iu  Sir 
Ki'^kiuo  May's  /\H^V.l.»•»rH^lry  /*nvfi\Y^ 
\M\  |v^^  iS*^  this  [^j^ss;iM^' 

*Ml  w  xvr>l<««tHl  ihAl  aU  4f\H^p<4  Oid^r*  of  th^» 
IVx  W  •«>l  4oir«i  m  IV  \V\lrr  )Vv^«  jUttr  thif' 
iVnI*^  of  Uk«  IVw  fvvr  Ui«  wxt  dAv  vxa  mhuh 


been  read  and  proceeded  with,  and  ^e 
Houfle  in  adjrjumed  before  it  is  disposed 
of,  it  is  not  treated  as  a  drc^ped  Order, 
but,  lx;ing  superseded,  must  be  reviyed 
before  it  takes  its  place  again  in  the 
Order  I3cx>k.  Again,  on  page  295,  Sir 
Hrskine  May  says — 

*'  If  a  Notice  of  Motion  be  dropped  by  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House  before  it  hat  been 
diipo«ed  of,  it  iH  usually  renewed  and  put  down 
in  tho  Notice  Paper  for  some  other  day,  under 
the  sime  conditions  as  an  original  notice." 

What  I  wish  to  ask  of  you,  Mr.  Speaker, 
is  whether  this  Order,  having  become  a 
dropped  Order,  can  be  revived  without 
distinct  notice  having  been  given  ] 

•(4.7.)  Me.  SPEAKER:  The  latter 
point  in  the  lion.  Gentleman's  question 
contiiins  no  analogy,  because  I  think  it 
refers  to  a  Notice  of  Motion,  which  is  a 
totally  different  matter.  It  is  absolutely 
necessary  for  a  Motion  of  this  sort  to  be 
made,  in  consequence  of  the  count-out  of 
tlie  House  on  Friday,  that  that  which 
has  become  a  lapsed  Order  should  be 
reviveil,  and  duo  notice  should  be,  and 
has  l)oen,  given. 

(4.8.)  Sir  W.  H ARCOURT  (Derby) :  I 
suppose  nolxxiy  would  doubt  that  it  is 
necessary  that  notice  of  Motion  should 
bo  given  to  revive  the  Order.  That  is 
quite  dear  in  the  ciise  of  a  dropped 
Onler ;  but  the  question  is  rather  a 
different  one  here.  What  notice  is  to  be 
given  I  Is  it  a  proper  notice  to  revive 
tho  Onler  if  it  is  given  on  the  day  on 
which  the  Order  is  to  be  revived! 
Whenever  notice  is  given  in  this  House 
it  is  given  tho  day  before,  and  put  down 
the  day  Ix^fore  when  the  House  is  sitting. 
There  is  a  case  referred  to  in  May*ii 
lxx>k  illuvstrating  his  ruling  that  a  notice 
must  Ik»  given,  luid  there  the  case  shows 
Uiat  tho  notice  is  not  giren  on  the  day 
when  tho  notice  of  Motion  is  made,  but 
previously.  Tluit  is  the  case  of  the  Refor- 
matory Solux^ls  (Scotland)  Bill  on  May  9, 
I85i>.  Tho  Hv>use  was  counted  oat  on 
tliat  Mvnivm.  I  find  in  the  Jonriials 
tlmt  upon  May  10  it  was  resolTed 
that 


IWt  xu  \\x»»trux)\jr  this  i>rvior  ii  mu*;  W 
uuxlor^uvxi  iKat  it  an  i>Tder  of  t^  Unv  hdks 


**  Upon  Thnndar,  the  ^^ad  inst^  the  J 
rMk>l>Ev  itj^f  into  CommiUi>«F  oa  tli«  Befi^ 
tory  School  ^^-otlAndj  BilL" 

Thoro  w;»s  a  notice  made  to  reTire 
u^xnt  a  future  day,  not  npoQ  the  smaie 
d.y  on  whi^^h  the  nocke  w;k  given. 
Indeed.  1  do  not  exactly  know  hov 
this  notice  corner  ^mi  the  Paper.    By  i 
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order  of  the  House  is  it  there  ?  What 
I  understand  is  this— I  know  that,  in 
practice,  occasionally  notices  are  given  to 
revive  Committee  of  Supply,  which  I 
imagine  stands  on  a  different  footing. 
At  all  events,  I  never  heard  of  a  notice 
of  that  kind  which  was  opposed,  and 
many  things  can  be  done  by  permission 
of  the  Hon  S3  which  are  not  in  accordance 
with  the  orders  of  the  Houss.  What  we 
ask  your  ruling  upon  is  whether  a  notice 
which  has  not  b.^en  put  down  while  the 
House  was  sitting  in  the  regular  form, 
so  as  to  be  a  part  of  the  regular  Notices 
nid  Orders,  can  be  taken  on  the  next 
diy  as  part  of  the  Orders  of  the  House 
aad  without  the  consent  of  the  House  ? 

*(4.10.)  Mr. SPEAKER:  The  practice 
pursued  in  this  case  is  that  which  has 
baen  invariably  followed  in  the  case  of 
S apply.  I  know  of  no  other  practice. 
And  when  Supply  has  been  counted  out  on 
Friday  it  has  to  be  set  up  by  a  notice  on 
Monday.  I  know  of  no  distinction  be- 
tween Supply  as  an  Order  of  the  D  ly  and 
a  ay  other  Government  business  which 
his  baen,  up  tD  the  count-out,  an  Order 
of  the  Day.  I  know  nothing  about  the 
notic3 ;  but  I  assume  that  propir  notice  has 
b3en  given,  and  that  it  is  competent  for 
tlie  House  to  go  on  under  that  notice  with 
t'lat  which  was  interrupted  on  Friday 
night,  by  what  I  suppose  I  may  say  was 
an  accident,  provided  that  it  is  conve- 
nient to  the  House  that  it  should  be 
jiursued  on  this  the  next  following  day. 

(4.11.)  Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE 
(Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian):  If,  Sir,* your 
statement  is  that  the  case  of  Supply  has 
not  been  treatad  specially,  but  that  you 
are  able,  as  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  to  say  that  all  other  Motions 
fill  under  the  same  governing  considera- 
tions as  a  Motion  of  Supply,  that,  I  should 
t  ike  it,  is  quite  conclusive  on  the  point  at 
issue.  I  own  I  had  been  under  the  im- 
pression that  Supply  had  been  subject  to 
special  treatment. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  I  said  that  I  knew 
of  no  distinction  between  Supply  as  an 
Order  of  the  Day  and  any  other  Govern- 
ment business  which  up  to  the  time  of 
its  interruption  had  been  an  Order  of  the 
Day  ;  but  I  know  of  no  case  of  an  Order 
of  the  Day  other  than  Supply  which  has 
been  counted  out  on  Friday  night  being 
sat  up  in  this  way. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  It  appears 
from  the  case  quoted  by  my  right  hon. 


Friend  that  there  is  a  distinct  precedent  to 
the  opposite  effect,  namely,  a  case  where 
a  debate  on  an  Ord^r  of  the  Day  was 
dropped  and  revived  by  a  regular  notice. 
But  another  question  has  come  up  with 
regard  to  the  notice.  I  have  always 
understood  two  things  with  regard  to 
notices.  One  is  that  a  notice  given  dur- 
ing the  sitting  of  the  House  is  no  notice 
at  all  except  for  a  subsequent  sitting  of 
the  House.  The  second  thing  is  that  no 
notice  can  by  any  possibility  be  given  so 
as  to  be  a  good  notice  except  when  the 
House  is  sitting.  I  would,  therefore, 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
though  it  is  hardly  necessary,  whether 
this  notice  was  given  when  the  House 
was  sitting  ?  These  are  questions  of  con- 
siderable importance. 

♦(4.12.)  The  FIRST  LORD  of  the 
TREASCJRY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  Notice  was  given  of 
the  Motion  precisely  as  in  the  case 
of  Motions  in  relation  to  Supply  when 
Supply  is  counted  out.  I  am  not 
concerned  to  describe  the  incident  of 
Friday  night.  I  think  we  may  fairly 
consider  it  to  be  an  incident  which  will 
not  occur  again.  I  acknowledge  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  endeavour  by 
all  means  to  keep  a  House  when  Govern- 
ment business  is  in  progress,  and  especi- 
ally on  Friday.     [Cries  of  Order  !  "] 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  It  will  be  better  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  reserve 
his  remarks  for  the  Motion. 

♦(4.13.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
ampton) :  Upon  the  point  of  order,  I 
wish  to  ask  if  it  is  comp3tent  for  any 
Member  to  hand  in  a  notice  of  Motion 
after  you.  Sir,  have  left  the  Chair,  direct- 
ing that  any  particular  Order  of  the  Day 
shall  have  precedenc3  over  any  other 
Order  ? 

(4.14.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  One 
other  question.  Sir,  I  would  venture  to 
submit  to  you.  This  iioticd  must  have 
been  put  upon  the  Paper  by  the  officers 
of  the  House.  I  want  to  know  by  what 
authority,  when  the  House  is  not  sitting, 
a  notice  is  put  upon  the  printed  Papers 
of  the  House  ;  and  whether,  if  the 
Government  may  do  it,  any  other  Member 
may  do  so  also?  Tliat  is  a  question 
which  lies  at  the  root  of  all  our  business. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  No  liberty  ought  to 
be  taken  by  the  Government  or  any 
individual  in  the  House.  I  know 
nothing  of  when  the  notice  was  given,  or 
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how  it  appears  on  the  Paper.  I  imagine 
it  must  have  been  given  during  the 
sitting  of  the  House. 

Sir  W.  HARCOtlRT  :  Then  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  was  this  notice 
given  when  the  House  was  sitting  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  notice  was 
put  on  the  Paper  precisely  as  in  the  cas3 
of  all  notices  relating  to  Supply  when 
it  has  baen  dropped — that  is,  the  moment 
the  count-out  took  place. 

(4.15.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Now 
I  am  in  a  position  to  ask  whether 
a  notice  put  on  the  Paper  after 
the  Hoi;so  has  risen  was  a  notice 
which  the  clerks  at  the  Table  or 
any  other  officer  had  authority  to  put 
upon  the  Pap.T  ;  and  whether  it  ought 
not  to  be  treated  as  if  it  were  not  on  the 
Paper  at  all  ? 

(4.16.)  Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  : 
Upon  the  question  of  order,  I  beg  to 
inform  the  House  that  I  came  to  the 
Table  some  minutes  before  you  had  left 
the  House,  and  the  clerks  had  not  then 
received  tlie  notice  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  With  that  matter  I 
am  not  in  any  way  competent  to  deal. 
The  only  precjdent  I  know  of  for  this 
course  is  the  cas3  of  notice  for  the  revival 
of  Supply  on  a  Monday. 

(4.17.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Long- 
ford, N.)  :  May  I  submit  to  you,  Sir,  that 
Supply  is  governed  by  a  Standing  Order, 
which  requires  the  Government  to  put 
down  Supply  on  Monday,  Wednesday, 
and  Friday  ?  That  establishes  a  great 
distinction  between  this  cas3  and  that  of 
Supply  ;  and  the  question  arises,  by  what 
authority  are  the  Government  making  a 
new  precedent,  and  by  what  authority 
have  the  clerks  at  the  Table  put  this 
down  as  the  first  Order?  Supply  may  be 
put  down,  of  course,  in  any  state  of  the 
Paper,  and  in  any  part  of  it. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  In  the  case  of 
Supply  it  does  not  follow,  although 
it  may  be  put  down  for  Monday,  Wed- 
nesday, and  Friday  that  it  will  be  taken. 
I  did  not  quite  catch  what  the  other 
question  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was. 

(4.18.)  Mr.T.  M.  HEALY:  This 
particular  matter  appears  on  the  Paper  of 
to-day  as  an  Order  of  the  Day.  Su}>ply 
is  governed  by  a  Standing  Ord^r,  which 
obliges  the  Government  to  put  it  down 
on  Monday,  Wednesday,  and  Friday; 
Mr,  Speaker 


but  this  is  not  an  Order  of  the  Day,  and, 
not  being  so,  how  is  it  that  it  happens 
to  figure  as  an  Order  of  the  Day  ? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  am  not  concern  od 
in  defending  any  particular  course  as 
long  as  it  is  consonant  with  order.  With 
respect  to  the  fact  that  a  notice  of  Supply 
may  occupy  any  place  on  Monday's 
Paper,  I  would  point  out  that  it  does  not 
follow  that  Supply  will  be  taken  on 
Monday  because  it  appears  upon  the 
Paper. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  This  particular 
matter  cannot  be  an  Order  of  the  Day, 
because  you.  Sir,  could  not  put  the 
Question  on  Friday  that  it  be  taken 
to-day.  How  is  it,  then,  that  it  appears 
on  the  Paper  as  an  Order  of  the  Day,  and, 
moreover,  as  the  first? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER  :  It  can  only  come  on 
as  the  first  Order  of  the  Day  after  the 
Motion  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
that  it  be  renewed  has  been  carried. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  will 
observe  that,  whilst  the  subject  appears 
on  the  Order  Paper,  there  is  a  line 
between  it  and  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day 
showing  that  it  is  of  a  somewhat  ano- 
malous character. 

(4.20.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  You 
have  been  asked  so  many  questions.  Sir, 
that  I  must  apologise  for  troubling  you 
further.  We  have  not  yet  had  an  answer 
to  the  most  important  question  of  all.  I 
want  to  know  whether,  if  a  private 
Member  has  his  Motion  or  his  Bill 
counted  out  on  a  particular  day,  he  can 
go  to  the  Clerks'  Table  immediately  after- 
wards and  give  notice,  and  then  move  at 
4  o'clock  on  the  next  day  that  his 
Motion  or  Bill  be  taken  that  day  and  the 
debate  resumed  ?  If  he  cannot,  and  if 
the  Government  are  in  order  in  the  . 
course  which  they  now  propose  to  take, 
of  course  every  private  Member  is  placed 
on  a  different  footing  from  that  occupied 
by  the  Government. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  It  is  not  every 
Member  of  the  House  who  conld  make 
the  Motion  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Motions  at  half  past  4  o'clock 
relating  to  the  business  of  the  Honsa  are 
Motions  reserved  for  Members  of  the 
Government.  Therefore  there  is  a  dis- 
tinct difference  between  a  private  Mem- 
ber's position,  and  the  position  of  the 
Government  in  relation  to  the  arrange^ 
ment  of  business. 
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•(4.21.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
ampton) :  Upon  the  question  of  order  I 
beg  respectfully  to  repeat  the  question 
which  I  put  a  short  time  a^o,  namely, 
whether  it  is  competent  for  any  Member 
of  this  House  to  hand  in  after  you  have 
left  tha  Chair  a  notice  of  Motion  that 
some  particular  Order  of  the  Day  shall 
take  precedonce  of  the  other  Orders  ?  On 
the  face  of  this  notice — number  1  —  it 
is  clear  that  it  must  have  been  handed 
in  after  you,  Sir,  left  the  Chair,  because  it 
refers  to  an  adjourned  debate,  which  was 
only  adjourned  when  you  left  the  Chair. 
Is  it  competent  for  any  other  Member  of 
this  House,  after  you  have  left  the  Chair, 
to  hand  in  a  Motion  to  the  clerks  at  the 
Table,  that  a  particular  Order  shall  have 
precedence  over  the  ordinarv  Orders  ? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  That  is  a  question 
which  I  have  repeatedly  answered  al- 
ready. I  have  said  that  I  do  not  know 
any  distinction  between  the  Order  for 
Supply  and  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day. 
Supply  can  be  taken  on  certain  days, 
even  without  notice,  and  can  be  set  up 
without  notice. 

(4.22.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  There  still  appears  to  be  some 
ambiguity  as  to  when  this  notice  of 
Motion  was  given.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  says 
that  he  handed  it  in  the  moment  the 
count-out  took  place.  May  I  ask  the 
First  Lord  this  distinct  question  :  Was 
this  Resolution  handed  in  to  the  clerks  at 
the  Table  after  you.  Sir,  had  left  the 
Chair  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Immediately 
afterwards.  I  think  I  have  already  said 
so  distinctly  ;  but  I  would  point  out  that 
the  House  has  already  made  an  order, 
giving  precedence  for  this  debate  over  all 
other  Orders  and  business. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  You,  Sir,  re- 
peated just  now  certain  words  of  the  First 
Lord,  which  left  the  matter  in  a  state  of 
doubt.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
now  distinctly  stated  that  the  Motion 
was  handed  in  after  you  left  the  Chair, 
and  after  the  House  had  risen.  May  I 
ask.  Sir,  whether,  under  those  circum- 
stances, it  is  competent  for  this  Motion  to 
be  made  ;  and  whether  it  is  in  accordance 
with  the  Rules  of  the  House  that  such  a 
Motion  should  be  taken  to-day  ? 

♦(4.24.)MR.SPEAKER:Whena«count" 
takes  place  the  fact  can  only  be  known  at 
the  moment  when  1   have  counted  the 
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Members  present  and  found  them  to  be 
less  than  40.  It  is  therefore  quit3  pos- 
sible that,  technically,  I  had  left  the 
Chair  when  the  order  of  the  Government 
was  handed  in  to  the  clerk  at  the  Table ; 
but  the  point  of  difference  between  my 
being  in  the  Chair  and  having  tachnically 
left  it  is  very  minute. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  1  wish  respect- 
fully to  point  out  that  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Belfast 
(Mr.  Sexton)  distinctly  states  that  h  j 
went  to  the  Table  some  minutes  after 
you  had  left  the  Chair,  and  that  the 
notice  had  not  then  been  handed  in. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh  W.) : 
I  desire  to  say  a  word  upon  the  point  of 
order.  You,  Sir,  have  stated  that  the  Order 
of  the  Day  for  resuming  the  adjourned  de- 
bate upon  the  Commission  Report  is  now 
a  laps  3d  Order.  The  question  I  have  now 
to  put  has  reference  to  the  second  Motion 
which  stands  in  the  name  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  I  want  to  know 
whether,  as  it  relates  to  an  Order  of  the 
Day  which  is  not  now  an  Order  of  the 
Day  it  can  be  put  from  the  Chair  ? 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  second  Motion  ' 
will  probably  follow  the  first,  if  the  first 
is  carried. 

(4.25.)  Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART: 
As  this  is  creating  a  new  precedent,  may 
I  ask  if  we  can  have  stated  to  the  House 
the  time  at  which  the  notice  was  handed 
in? 

♦Mr  SPEAKER:  I  know  nothing 
about  that.  The  Question  I  have  to  put 
is — 

**That  this  Hoase  wiU  immediately  reauaae 
the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Amendment 
[3rd  March]  to  the  Motion  relating^  to  the 
Keport  of  the  Special  Commission  (1888)." 

(4.27.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  think 
that  the  House  is  entitled  to  have  some 
information  from  the  Government  as  to 
the  exact  meaning  of  the  Motion.  In 
the  first  place,  it  does  not  appear  in  the 
usual  way  upon  the  Paper,  but  in  italics; 
and  I  wish  to  know  whether,  in  future, 
every  private  Member  will  have  an 
opportunity  of  handing  in  Motions  like 
that  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  ? 
I  am  anxious  to  assist  the  House  in  every 
way;  but  if  by  our  good  nature  we  allow 
this  Motion  to  be  carried  it  may  after- 
wards be  regarded  as  a  precedent  entitling 
private  Members  at  any  time  they  may 
choose  between  the  rising  of  the  House 
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on  ono  day  and  meeting  again  on  tlie 
next,  providing  tho  print.ei*s  can  take  it, 
to  communicate  to  the  clerks  any  Motion 
they  may  desire  to  have  placed  on  the 
Paper  for  the  folio \nng  day,  I  wish  to 
know  whether  these  facilities  are  to  be 
confined  to  the  Tmasury  Bencb,  or  is 
the  entire  Honse  t-o  take  part  and  share 
in  them?  Personally,  T  do  !\ot  care  mnch 
about  the  matter  one  way  or  the  other ; 
but  to  the  House  generally  it  is  a  question 
of  the  keenest  interest  as  to  whether 
Motions  of  this  kind  for  tlie  resumption 
of  ft  debate  can  be  made  or  not.  It  hi 
the  first  instance  tlia  t  anything  of  the  kind 
has  been  attempted ;  and  when  a  novel 
course  of  procedure  was  prop^^sed  to  Ije 
taken  by  the  First  Lord  last  year  in 
reference  to  the  Tithe  Bill  tlie  Chairman 
gave  a  distinct  ruling  that  it  could 
not  be  done.  The  Speaker  has  said 
that  there  is  no  precedent  for  the 
course  proposed  to  be  taken.  We  must 
not  forget  that  It  13  a  Conservative 
Government  which  is  proposing  to  take 
this  course — a  Constitational  Govern- 
ment wliich  desires  to  introduce  these 
novelties  into  the  prticee dings  of  the 
House.  I  venture  to  submit  that  if  this 
Motion  is  carried  now  private  Members 
will  in  future  have  no  protection  what- 
ever in  regard  to  the  arrangements  be- 
tween the  Government  and  the  clerks  at 
tho  Table.  The  Government  have  had 
gi*atited  to  them,  although  with  consider- 
able reluctance, a  StandingOrder by  which 
they  are  able  to  arrange  the  business  of 
tbi  House  ;  but  this  Motion  amounts  to  a 
very  cansidemble  extension  of  that  Order. 
Ill  other  words,  a  matter  that  is  abso- 
lutely dead  is  placed  on  the  I'aper, 
the  notice  reviving  it  appears  on  the 
Paper,  and  the  dead  notice  has  prece- 
dence over  the  notice  of  re\dval.  I 
always  understood  that  it  was  the  prac 
tice  for  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  close  of 
Question  time,  to  aiU  on  the  clerk  to  read 
the  Orders  of  the  Diiy.  This  is  not  an 
Order  of  the  Day,  and  when  you  call 
upju  the  clerk  at  the  Table  to  read 
the  OrdcT's  of  the  Day,  he  will  reivd  a 
mattt»r  which  has  b?eu  separated  from 
the  Ordei's  of  the  Day  by  a  thish.  This  is 
reducing  ParliamenWy  procedure  to  an 
absolute  absurd  ity.  Aeeordingly,  when 
the  Speaker  calls  u^xni  the  clerk  at  the 
Table  to  read  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  the 
clerk  will  have  to  read  *^  Order  of  the  Day 
with  a  dash/* 

Mr.  r.  M.  Hmly 


*(4.33,)     Mr,  SPEAKRR  :  This  is  not  a] 
mattertobe  turned  into  ridicule  in  any  way  J 
The  point  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  is  of  great  importance.     First  of 
all  I   would  say  that  the  reason  "why  tboJ 
"  A  "  appears  to  the  Order  is  that  ther 
is  an  Amendment  dowTi  on  the  Paper|]| 
asking  Members*  attention  to  the  Amend-| 
ment.      As  to  the  time  at  which  notic 
are  handed  in  to  the  clerk  at  the  TableJ 
I  attach  great  importance  to  that  matter  ; 
because  it  is  obvious  that  there  must 
a  limit  of  time  within  which  notices  ar 
handed   in.     It  is  the  common  practic 
that  notices  of  Motion  by  private  Mem-^ 
bers  are  handed  in  t^o  the  clerk  after  the 
House  has  risen.      For  instance,  Amend-J 
ments   to   Bills   in  Committee  are   oonJ^ 
stantly  received  after  the  House  is  tecbniJ 
cally  up.     I  only  mention  that  as  showin  J 
that  ther©  is  no  absolute  limit  of  tirod 
within  a  few  seconds,  or  even  a  minute  J 
so  long  as  the  convenience  of  the  Hous 
is   considered   in   the   matter,     I  would 
not  permit  any  undue   advantage  to 
taken  as  to  the  time  at  which  notices  arc 
receivable  when  there  is  a  stress  of  Mer 
bers  handing  in  notices. 

(4.360  to,  T.  M,  HKALY  :  I  have  no 
intention   to    treat    the    question  with 
ridicule.     But  the  matter  does  seem 
me  to  be  a  little  absurd.    This  is  not  ai 
Order  of  the  Day,  and  it  is  not  numbered 
inasmucli  as  the **  A  "only  meansthat  ther 
is  an  Amendment.     As  it  is  not  num-J 
bered,  by  what  right  will  it  be   taken  * 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  second  matt^urJ 
this    is    a   question   which    affects    tb6 
pmccdure  of  the  Hous?  and  the  busines^ 
of  the  House,  and  d«jes  not  merely  afft*cl( 
the  Order  of  the  Day,    I  liope,  therefors^J 
that  it  ^vill  not  be  drawn  into  a  precedent 
If  it  is    made    a   precedent^    it  w^ill   In 
within  the  competence  of  any  Member  i 
the  House   to  require  the  clerk  at  thfl 
Table  to  take  from  him  notices  affecting 
the  Government  or  the  business  of  th^ 
House  upon  the  very  next  occasion  whefl 
the  House  sits,     Tne  Government  lu 
done  so  on  the  present  occasion.     May 
respectfully  suggest   that  there   should 
be  some  declamtiou  from  the  Chiur  tha 
this  pfirticular  action  on  the  part  of  tb€ 
Goverrmient  must  not   be  drawn  into 
precedent.     The    G^Jvernment    are    en 
titled  to  less,  mjt  more,  consideration  thaij 
private    Members,    bL^cause    they    havi( 
already  ample  power  over  the  business  1 
the  House, 
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(4.38.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  There 
is  another  question  which  I  should  like 
to  put  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
It  was  generally  agreed  that  the  debate 
upon  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
should  come  to  an  end  this  evening. 
When  that  was  agreed  it  was  understood 
tliat  the  matter  was  to  be  debated  all 
list  week ;  bul  by  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment— the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
admitted  it  was  an  accident — we  will 
siy  by  the  accident  of  the  Govern- 
ment, we  were  deprived  of  debating 
this  question  for  several  hours 
on  Friday.  We  know  that  the  debate  is 
likely  to  go  on  after  12  o'clock,  with  the 
result  that  the  speeches  made  at  an  early 
hour  of  the  morning  will  not  be  fully 
reported.  Under  the  circumstances,  I 
think  we  ought  not  to  agree  to  the 
Motion  until  we  know  distinctly  what  are 
the  intentions  of  the  Government.  Is 
it  intended  that  there  should  not  be  a 
Division  taken  to-night  on  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  or  that  the  new 
Resolution  and  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport  should  be 
taken  to-night  ? 

*(4.40.)  Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Longford 
spoke  of  this  as  the  extension  of  the 
Standing  Order.  I  think  he  will  find 
there  is  no  extension  of  the  Standing 
Order  ;  that  we  are  following  as  nearly 
as  we  can  the  precedents  which  have 
i^uided  us  in  the  course  we  are  now 
taking,  and  which  we  take,  I  think,  for 
tli'j  convenience  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  has  pointed 
out  that  it  was  generally  understood 
that  there  should  be  a  Division  to-night 
on  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  I  think  it  is 
the  first  duty  of  the  Government  to  en- 
deavour to  carry  out  an  understanding 
arrived  at  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House.  1  deeply  regret  the  count-out 
on  Friday  night  There  were  25 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House  and 
only  10  on  that  side.  [Opposition  cries 
o/'"No."]  There  were  certainly  10  of 
my  hon.  and  right  hon.  Friends  on  this 
Bench.  I  regret  that  there  were  not 
more.  But  I  can  only  offer  an  excuse 
which  I  hope  will  be  accepted — that 
when  Members  are  frequently  called 
from   their  dinners  to  find   that    their 
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services  are  not  required  in  the  House 
to  make  a  quorum,  they  sometimes  think 
that  they  will  not  be  wanted  when  the 
bell  rings,  and  they  remain  in  the  dining 
room.  There  have  been  occasions  during 
the  present  Session  when  directly  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  have  returned  to  the  Chair, 
a  count  has  been  moved  in  a  similar  way. 
Members  have  dropped  in,  and  when 
they  have  found  that  the  numbers  were 
greatly  in  excess  of  what  was  required 
to  make  a  House,  it  is  only  human 
nature,  I  think,  that  they  should  not 
always  respond  to  the  bell.  1  do  not 
know  whether  it  is  possible  to  appeal 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  to  consider  a 
little  the  convenience  of  Members  of  this 
House ;  and  when  they  are  aware  of 
the  fact  that  there  are  in  the  House 
many  more  than  are  required  to  make  a 
quorum,  whether  they  think  it  quite 
right  to  deprive  hon.  Members  of  the 
short  period  of  rest  which  custom 
has  sanctioned.  The  count  was  moved 
on  the  other  side,  and  interrupted  a 
speech  which,  I  have  no  doubt,  would 
have  been  an  exceedingly  interesting 
one.  I  regret  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  is  not  able  to  make  his  speech  ; 
but  1  hope  he  will  feel  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  intentionally  any  party 
whatever  to  the  accident.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  has  asked 
what  are  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  thought  it  was  sufficiently 
understood  that  we  propose,  with  the 
consent  of  the  House,  to  take  a  Division 
on  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  this  evening.  There 
are,  I  believe,  three  or  four  other 
Amendments  on  the  Paper;  four,  I  think. 
Obviously,  if  the  House  desires  to 
debate  these  Amendments  it  will  be 
unreasonable  to  ask  the  House  to  sit 
until  these  Amendments  are  disposed  of. 
I  wish  to  consult  the  convenience  of  the 
House  entirely.  With  regard  to  the 
Motion  of  which  I  have  given  notice,  as 
to  the  suspension  of  the  12  o'clock  Rule, 
in  putting  that  Motion  on  the  Paper  I 
desired  again  to  consult  the  convenience 
of  hon.  Members.  It  is  sometimes 
exceedingly  inconvenient  that  we  should 
be  confined  to  10  or  15  minutes  at  the 
conclusion  of  a  speech.  But  I  hope  it 
will  not  be  necessary  to  prolong  the 
debate  much  after,  or  even  up  to,  the 
hour  of  12  o'clock.  But  in  order  that 
aAV  Member  who  may  be  speaking  at 
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that  time  may  not  be  forced  to  come  tx> 
an  abrupt  con  elusion,  I  hope  the  House 
will  accept  my  Motion, 

(4,45.)  Mr,  W.  K  GLADSTONE: 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  the 
case  fairly  to  the  House,  T^  for  ray 
part,  recollect  miscarriagt^s  of  this  sort 
in  former  times,  I  have  known  cases 
where  Members  of  tht*  Government 
have  been  sharply  attacked  fur  lapses  of 
this  kind.  I  have  thought  it  hard,  and 
suffered  under  it,  and  I  should  be  sorry 
to  follow  such  a  precedent  on  this 
occasion.  I  think  the  gentlemen  whose 
business  it  is  to  look  after  the  attendance 
of  Members  dii^chai*ge  their  duty  to  the 
best  of  their  ability,  aud^  so  far  as  we  are 
entitled  to  speak^  give  genend  satiisfac* 
tion.  I  may  sjiy  the  same  of  the  gentle- 
men sittitig  at  the  Tabic,  who  have  to 
discharge  duties  in  circumstances  of 
difficulty  ;  and  we  all  feel  very  much 
indebted  to  them  for  the  abiUty  and 
impartiality  with  whicli  they  discliarge 
their  dtity.  At  the  same  time,  however, 
I  muist  say,  looking  to  the  conversation 
we  have  had  this  evening,  that  my  mind 
is  not  without  uneasiness  with  regard  to 
its  purport  It  appears  to  me  that  there 
is  a  call  for  some  further  ioquir}"  and  con- 
aideriition  iaUy  the  matter.  ISome  impor- 
tant questions  are  raised  which  I  tliink  it 
woald  be  well  should  be  detinitely 
settled— for  instance,  in  regard  to  the 
question  whether  a  notice  can  be  received 
by  the  clerk  at  the  Table  after  the 
House  has  ceased  to  sit.  It  ap fears  to 
me  that  whatever  is  done  in  that  respect 
ought  to  be  done  in  accordance  with 
some  rule  which  shall  bo  generally  made 
known  to  the  House.  1  do  not  question 
your  ruling,  Sir,  especially  with  regard 
to  the  special  and  exclusive  rights  of  the 
Government  in  respect  to  making  Motions 
at  certain  times  for  the  purpose  of 
regulating  the  business  of  the  House. 
At  the  same  time,  I  think  it  would  be 
very  desirable  that  these  rights  should 
be  carefnlly  defined.  There  L^t  nothing, 
it  would  appear,  if  this  were  to  be  taken 
as  a  precedent,  to  prevent  the  Govern- 
ment from  giving  notice  at  the  end  of  a 
Tuesday  evening  that  at  the  begiunii^g 
of  the  Wednesday  sitting  they  would 
move  the  setting  aside  of  private  Mem* 
bers'  notices  in  order  to  lake  business  of 
their  o>vn  which  mi^^lit  be  low  down  on 
the  list  of  Orders.  I  do  not  say  that  this 
woo  Id  be  done  ;  but  it  ought  not  to  be 
Mr,  W,  H.  Smith 


within  the  power  of  the  Government, 
hope  that  steps  may  be  taken  to  pi 
these  matters  on  a  clearer  footing  than' 
they  now  stand.  With  respect  to  the 
projwsals  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  fo 
ti>night,  I  think  they  are  perfectly  faii 
For  ijiy  own  part,  I  had  hoped  up  to  \ 
certain  time  that  we  might  conclude  thd 
whole  of  this  matter  to-night.  Witf 
regard  to  the  other  Amendments  on  thi 
Paper,  I  may  perhaps  he  allowed  to  say 
that  one  or  two  of  them  rather  ajjpear  1 
have  been  placed  on  the  Paper  with 
view"  of  exhibiting  the  public  capaciti 
and  ability  of  those  who  dref 
them  ;  but  there  is  on  the  Paper  ot 
Amendment,  standing  in  the  name  of  th 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mf 
Jennings),  which  is  material,  and  wbicl 
presents  the  subject  in  a  light  totalH 
different  from  that  presented  either  bj 
the  onginal  Motion  or  ]yy  my  Amend 
ment.  I  am  therefore  glad,  that  thd 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  willing  to  leavd 
it  open,  so  that  if  there  is  a  desire  to  dig 
cuss  that  Amendment,  b»  there  prolxiblj 
may  b:?,  we  shall  not  be  deprived  of  the" 
opportunity,  I  understjind  tliat  he  will 
not  hiive  any  objection  to  any  reasonably 
proposal  for  the  separate  consideration 
that  Amendment,  wliich,  however,  so  fa 
as  I  can  judge,  need  not  occupy  a  ver 
great  deal  of  the  time  of  the  House, 

*(4,5L)  M  K,  BRADLAUGH  :  I  attacli 
some  importance  to  a  portion  of  the  poiu4 
now  before  the  House.  I  do  not  dcbir 
to  oppose  the  Motion  of  the  right  honi 
Gentleman  ;  but  it  dtj^es  seem  to  me  tha 
if  the  Jklotion  is  pajssed  without  a  provis 
that  it  is  not  to  be  regarded  as  a  prece 
dent,  it  will  put  upon  the  Journal 
of  the  House  a  very  dangerous  pr 
cedent. 

nin,  W,  H.  SMITH :  Perhaps  I  ma| 
be  allowed  to  remark  upon  the  observa 
tions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  th^ 
Mcmbjr  for  ^lid  Lothian,  in  reference 
the  observations  that  have  just  fallei 
from  the  hon.  Member.  I  thmk  it  t^ 
reasonable  weshould  consider  this  questioii 
with  regard  to  the  Oi-ders  of  the  House  j 
and  I  will  place  myself  in  communicatioif 
with  Mr.  Speaker  and  the  right  hoc 
Gentleman  with  a  view  to  considering 
whether  a  Hule  on  this  subject  should  1 
added  to  the  Orders  of  the  House. 

Question  put.  and  agreed  to* 
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BLiSINESS    OF  THE    HOUSE    (EXE^IP- 
TIOX    FROM    STANDING    ORDER,   SIT- 
TINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE). 
Ordered — 

**  That  the  proceedings  on  the  Motion  relating 
to  the  Report  of  the  Special  Commission  (1868), 
if  under  discussion  at  Twelve  o'clock  this  night, 
bo  not  interrupted  under  the  Standing  Order 
*  Sittings  of  the  House.*  '*— (i/r.  William  He  my 
Smith.) 

ORDERS  OF  TME  BAY. 


SPECIAL  COMMISSION  (1883)   BEPORT. 
ADJOURNED   DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [3rd  March]  to 
Question — 

*'That,  Parliament  having  constituted  a 
Special  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  charges 
and  allegations  made  against  certain  Members 
(if  Parliament  and  other  persons,  and  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  having  been  pre- 
sented to  Parliament,  this  House  adopts  the 
Keport,  and  thanks  the  Commissioners  for 
their  just  and  impartial  conduct  in  the  matters 
referred  to  them  ;  and  orders  that  the  said 
Keport  be  entered  on  the  Journals  of  this 
House." — {Mr.  William  Kenry  Smith.) 

And  which  Amendment  was — 

To  leave  out  from  the  first  word  *' House," 
to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
woid;*,  "deems  it  to  be  a  duty  to  record  its 
reprobation  of  the  false  charges  of  the  gravest 
and  most  odious  description,  based  on  calumny 
and  on  forgery,  which  have  been  brought 
against  Members  of  this  House,  and  particu- 
larly against  Mr.  Parnell ;  and,  while  declaring 
its  satisfaction  at  the  exposure  of  these  calum- 
nies, this  House  expresses  its  regret  for  the 
wrong  ioHtcteii  and  the  sufifering  and  loss  en- 
dured, through  a  protracted  period,  by  reason 
of  these  acts  of  flagrant  iniquity, "—(ifr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone  j) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

*(4.53.)  Me.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  rise 
to  order,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  desire  to  ask 
you,  now  that  the  two  Resolutions  have 
been  carried,  if  it  will  be  competent  to 
proceed  beyond  the  adjourned  debate 
on  the  Amendment  1  The  Hou83  has 
ordered  that  it  is  the  adjourned  debate 
that  shall  take  precedence  of  the  other 
Orders  of  the  Day 

*Mb.  speaker  :  I  know  of  no  reason 
why,  if  the  debate  is  coucluded  within 
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the  limits  of  the  ordinary  time,  the  rest 
of  the  Paper  should  not  be  proceeded 
with. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  No  doubt  the 
Motion  is  very  curiously  worded.  The 
debate  was  not  adjourned,  but  the  House, 
and  therefore  the  Motion  is  wrongly 
worded  in  that  respect.  Then  the  Order 
of  the  Day  is  that  we  ja,re  to  discuss  the 
Amendment,  and  the  Amendment  only. 
There  is  no  Order  of  the  Day  to  discuss 
the  Motion,  and  therefore,  asl  understand, 
upon  this  Order  the  Motion  could  not 
be  put. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  I  think  it  is  proper 
to  read  the  original  Motion  and  the 
Amendment  together — they  are  techni- 
cally both  before  the  House. 

(4.55.)  Mr.  SEXTON:  I  have  to 
thank  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Wallace),  who  was 
addressing  the  House  when  it  was 
counted  out  on  Friday  night,  for  allowing 
me  to  intervene  at  this  point  of  the  de- 
bate. Sir,  after  what  happened  on 
Friday  night,  I  thmk  the  Government 
will  find  it  hard  to  persuade  the  country 
that  they  regard  the  matter  of  this 
Motion  as  being  of  real  importance. 
Ministers  themselves  refused  to  come 
from  the  dining  room  in  order  to  facili- 
tate their  great  Act  of  State  against 
traitors  and  conspirators ;  they  allowed  it 
to  drop,  as  if  it  had  been  the  paltriest 
Motion  ever  offered  by  a  private  Member. 
Many  passages  from  the  Report  of  very 
trivial  importance  have  been  quoted 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House,  and 
many  passages  of  significance  have  been 
entirely  neglected.  Amongst  the  latter 
I  may  note  one.  The  Commissioners  in- 
form the  House  in  their  Report  that 
their  inquiry  has  been  carried  out  under 
an  unprecedented,  statute.  Certainly 
never  before  has  any  Government  of 
England  striven  to  get  rid  of  or  to ' 
destroy  the  representatives  of  a  whole 
nation  by  means  of  a  criminal  proceed- 
ing. The  Government  upon  the  result 
of  an  unprecedented  statute  found  an  un- 
precedented Motion.  They  ask  the 
House  to  constitute  itsalf  a  final  Court  of 
Appeal^ — a  Court  in  which  the  re- 
spondents will  be  among  the  Judges,  a 
Court  composed  of  670  Members,  only 
eight  of  whom  have  any  real  knowledge 
of  the  evidence.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment propose  to  ignore  the  warnings  of 
the  Commissioners  that,  as  to  their 
O  2 
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findings  lespecting'  political  conduct, 
their  Commission  delmrred  them  from 
taking  into  consideration  matters  which 
ought  to  Ije  considered  by  politicians  and 
istat-esmen — namely,  whether  the  ftcts 
charged  were  pallititcd  or  justified  by  thi:' 
circumstances  of  Ireland,  or  condoned  hy 
the  results  which  those  acts  brought 
about.  This  is  an  aasembly  of  politi- 
cianSi  and  yet  it  is  aaked  to  accept  the 
tindinga  of  the  Commissioners  arrived  at 
on  a  number  of  points  without  regard  to 
those  consideration:^^  wliich  politicians 
ought  iis  bear  in  mind  in  arriving  at  a 
conclusion  on  matters  of  this  kind.  ^T\vq 
House  is  asked  t-o  accept  the  con- 
el  uaions  of  the  Judges  dissevered  from 
the  evidence,  for  the  evidence  from  the 
[Parliamentary  point  of  view  has  tieen 
destroyt'd^tbe  evidence  is  not  to 
remain  within  tlie  reach  of  refer- 
ence as  a  Parliament-ary  Paper 
Icomplainthat  whilst  this  Report  fi-om  be- 
ginning to  end,  this  Report  which  is  t+i  be 
recorded  for  all  time  upon  our  Journals, 
gives  no  glimpse  or  hint  of  the  foul 
conspiracy  of  which  we  were  so  long  the 
victims,  no  hint  even  of  the  conduct  of 
the  valuable  Mr.  Houston,  thanked  for  his 
services  by  the  Loyal  and  Patriotic  Partj% 
and  who,  in  contempt  of  the  Com  miss  too, 
destroyed  what  we  may  assunie  to  have 
been  evidences  of  criminal  conspiracy, 
else  why  should  it  have  been  destroyed  ? 
whilst  1  say  the  Report  gives  no  Idnt  of 
this  couspiriic*y  ;  whilst  the  6ndings  in 
oiur  favour  are  meagre  to  the  |ioint  of 
curtness,  the  findings  against  us  are 
sapported  by  strings  of  extracts  from  o'd 
articles,  old  speeches,  and  speeches  from 
the  most  obscure  and  least  responsible 
jiersons  who  ever  thrust  themselves  on 
public  platforms  in  Ireland  ;  spi^eches 
and  articles  that  look  as  if  they  were 
designed  for  election  loaders  for  the 
Party  on  the  other  side — ^ whilst  this  is 
the  general  spirit  of  the  Report,  the 
Report  from  l^ginning  to  end  affonls  no 
hint  of  the  evidence  from  District 
Inspector  Irwin  and  other  nfficial 
witnesses  that,  upon  hundreds  nf 
occasions,  they  heard  denunciations  of 
outrage  from  the  League  leaders, 
I  say  of  this  movement  that  from 
first  to  last  lay  and  clerical  leaders  com- 
blued  on  every  platform  in  denuncia- 
tion of  crime.  The  Repjrt  gives  in  its 
findings  a  distorted  and  perverted  view 
of  the  relative  weight  of  evidence  on 
Mr^  Sescton 


either  mde,  and  is  an  act  of  grr^ss  it 
justice  to  Irish  Members.  If  thisreeof 
be  made  upon  the  Journals  it  will  Ije  tl: 
dnty  of  Irish  Members  here,  and,  if 
fail,  of  those  who  come  after  us,  to  persili 
until  the  Resolution  is  rescinded,  unt 
this  record  is  expunged-  Two  objection 
have  been  made  during  the  debate  to  tl 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlema 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  bu 
neithi'r  of  them  are  objections  in  sal 
stance.  It  has  been  objected  that  th 
right  hon.  Gentleman  omits  to  offej 
thanks  to  the  Judges,  but  the  House  ha 
heard  the  argument  of  the  right  hoq 
Gentleman,  the  House  has  heard  hj 
view»  that  men,  however  eminent,  ar 
not  to  be  thanked  for  merely  doing  thel 
duty  ;  but  if  the  House,  after  hearing  tl 
argument,  is  still  of  opinion  that  th 
Judcjes  ought  t-o  be  thanked,  it  is  op 
to  the  Government  to  inSL'rt  in  th 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon,  Gentlen 
either  tlie  words  proposed  by  the  hod 
Member  for  Banbury,  or  other  war 
which  it  may  think  in  its  jndgraei] 
lietter  for  the  purpt^se.  The  secon 
objection  to  the  right  hon.  Gentlemanl 
Amendment  is  that  he  has  omitted 
refer  to  the  findings  adverse  to  th 
respondents.  I  submit  that  such 
not  in  any  sense  the  duty  of  the  righ 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  Government, 
regard  to  the  findings  adverse  to  tlij 
respondents,  are  bound  to  consider  tli 
sut^gestions  of  the  Judges,  and  in  till 
exercise  of  thtnV  functions  as  poUtician 
and  statesmen*  they  are  the  persons 
sponsible  to  this  Honse  and  to  th 
country  for  the  considei-ation  of  wiiethfl 
these  findings  in  respect  to  certain  acii 
are  palliated  by  the  circumstances  of  the 
time  in  Ireland,  or  cnndoned  by  thq 
r^'sults  that  have  accrued.  If  they  fin 
that  such  acts  are  n<ft  palliated  or  cod 
doned  they  ai'e  bound  to  take  action  up 
them.  I  challenge  them  to  take  actioij 
On  the  question  of  the  condonence 
particular  action  in  Ireland,  I  say  tli 
Government  know  a  gmd  deal  more  abon 
that  than  d<jes  the  ricjht  hon,  Gentffl 
nifin  the  Member  for  Mid  L<ithian,  and,  j 
I  may  venture  to  say  so,  I  think  the 
right  hon.  (i  en  tie  man  acted  with  muci^ 
discretion  in  leaving  this  matter  in  the 
hands.  I  have  shown  that  neither 
tlie  two  objections  to  the  right  hod 
Gentleman's  Amendment  has  in  it  th 
slightest  substance,  but  let  me  add  thi 
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if  the  Government  think  it  necessary, 
after  adopting  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman,  to  proceed  to 
refer  to  the  findings  adverse  to  the 
respondents  it  is  open  to  them  to  do  so. 
They  may  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  they  may  reprobate 
the  forgeries,  they  may  express  satisfac- 
tion that  our  characters  have  been 
vindicated,  they  may  express  regret  that 
the  period  of  agony  and  suspense  was 
so  cruelly  prolonged,  and  having  done 
thesj  things,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man requests  them,  appeals  to  them  to 
do,  it  will  then  be  open  to  them  to 
declare  in  respect  to  particular  findings 
that  these  particular  acts  were  palliated 
or  condoned,  or  else  that  they  deserve 
to  ba  punished  according  to  law.  Now, 
I  proceed  to  offer  some  reasons  why  the 
Amendment  should  be  accepted.  In 
the  first  place  this  Amendment  asks  the 
House  to  declare  no  more  than  Ministers 
have  declared  in  their  speeches.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  the  House  to 
declare  nothing  that  has  not  already 
been  declared  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  in  his  place  here,  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  by  other 
Ministers  of  the  Crown,  and  if  the 
Government,  having  in  those  speeches 
declared  in  substance  that  which  is 
contained  in  the  Amendment,  decline 
to  accept  this  Amendment,  and  place 
it  upon  record,  then  the  inference  must  l:o 
that  they  are  willing  to  use  language  in 
their  speeches  which  may  be  forgott3n 
and  pass  away,  but  they  are  unwilling 
in  a  frank  and  manly  way 
to  do  us  justice  by  a  Resolution  that 
will  remain  on  record.  The  second 
reason  I  have  in  favour  of  the  acceptance 
of  the  Amendment  is  that  the  Tory 
Party  have  profited  by  the  conspiracy  of 
which  we  have  been  the  victims,  and 
they  are  bound  to  make  us  moral  restitu- 
tion. For  the  past  three  years  Parnellisin 
and  Crime  has  been  the  principal  stock- 
in  trade  of  the  Tory  Party,  and  the  forged 
letters  have  been  the  chief  credentials  of 
their  candidates  from  end  to  end  of  the 
country.  A  Member  of  the  Party  oppo- 
site wafi  the  Parliamentary  pioneer  of  the 
forged  letters.  I  refer  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson). 
He  has  spoken  in  this  debate,  and  I  have 
little  tj  say  about  his  speech.  I  will  say 
of  it  that  it  argues  great  audacity  in  the 


hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  denounce 
incitements  to  violence,  when,  as  the 
House  is  well  aware,  he  and  his  friends  a 
few  years  ago  incited  to  violence  in  the 
City  of  Belfast,  and  incited  with  such  dire 
effect  that  more  lives  were  lost  by  that 
violence  in  three  months  in  Belfast— or, 
I  will  not  say  more,  but  as  many,  or 
nearly  as  many  lives  were  lost  in  Belfast 
in  three  months  as,  from  deeds  of 
violence,  were  lost  from  one  '  end 
of  Ireland  to  the  other  from 
the  first  year  of  the  Land  League  to  the 
last.  It  argues  great  audacity  on  the 
the  part  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman to  appear  as  censor  of  treason- 
able speeches,  when  we  know  that  he 
has  boasted  that  he  has  assurances  that 
British  officers  will  follow  him  in  Ireland 
in  a  rebellion  against  the  Crown,  when 
the  Crown  and  this  Legislature  shall 
concur  in  an  Act  to  confer  Home  Rule 
on  Ireland.  He,  spoiling  a  fine  old 
couplet,  tells  us  that  treason  when 
successful  becomes  patriotism.  I  do  not 
think,  if  he  should  give  his  own  treason 
action,  he  will  find  himself  other  than  a 
victim,  for  he  will  find  against  him  both 
the  power  of  England  and  the  will  of 
the  people — odds  too  great  even  for  a 
military  hero  who  has  such  a  record  in 
the  Crimea.  But  I  recall  the  House  io 
the  memory  of  April  15,  1887.  I  think 
probably  you.  Sir,  bear  it  in  mind. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Armagh 
spoke  in  the  debate  upon  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Crimes  Act  of  that  year. 
His  speech  was  delivered  late  at  night. 
Mr.  Buckle,  his  confederate,  the  editor 
of  the  Times,  was  seated  under  the 
Gallery  in  this  Hou  so.  The  hon.  andgallani 
Gentlemanin  acarefully  elaborated  speech 
accused  my  hon.  Friends  and  myself  in 
precise  terms  of  having  associated  with 
men  whom  we  knew  to  be  murdereis. 
I  expressed  my  feelings  on  that  occasion 
without  reserve  and  in  un-Parliamentar}' 
language.  You,  Sir,  from  the  Chair 
declared  that  I  had  suffered  grievous 
provocation,  and  I  have  never  since 
ceased  to  be  grateful  for  that  declaration 
you  were  pleased  to  make,  and  I  shall 
always  be  grateful,  and  I  am  sorry  that 
the  spirit  that  prompted  that  declaration 
has  not  always  prevailed  in  public  lif.-. 
But,  Sir,  I  am  sure  you  will  feel  that  the 
provocation  you  then  declared  has  now 
become  intolerable.  May  I  point  out 
that  the   hon.  and  gallant  Member  fo.* 
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Norfcu  Armagh,  who  made  that  foul  and 
deadly  charge  now  proved  to  be  false, 
has  not  since  in  debate  offered  one  word 
of  apology  to  me  or  my  hon.   Friends. 
For    myself   I   can    dispense    with    his 
apology.     I  care  as  little  for  his  apology 
as  I  do  for  himself.     So  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, I  say  the  question  whether  he 
can   afford  to   omit  to    make   such   an 
apology  is  a  question  for  his  own  con- 
sideration.    Sir,  that  speech  was  a   re- 
hearsed effect.     It  was  intended  to  pub- 
lish the  forged  letter  a  few  hours  later 
on  the  morning  of  the  Division  on  the 
Second  Beading  of  the  Crimes  Act,  but 
a  pretext   was  required.      Mr.   Buckle 
having    listened    to     the    speech     and 
heard     our     denial,    quoted     them    in 
the  Tim^es  of  the  following  morning,  and 
went   on   to   say   that    the    unblushing 
denials  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for   Longford  (Mr.   Healy)   and  myself 
•  that  we  associated  with  men  we  knew  to 
be  murderers  rendered  it  necessary  to 
publish  the^oc  simile  letter  to  prove  the 
falsehood  of  our  denials.     The  effect  was 
carefully   prepared,    the   speech   was  to 
pave   the   way,    the   hon.    and    gallant 
Member    for    North    Armagh   was   the 
Parliamentary    pioneer    of    the    forged 
letter.     From  that  day  to  this  the  forged 
lefcber  has  been  the  principal  ai-ticle  of 
proof  of  the  Tory  Party  in  appealing  to 
electors  in  this  country,  and  I  say  they 
are  bound  to  accept  the  Amendment  as 
an  act  of  moral  restitution.     I  pass  on  to 
say  that  justice  has  been  denied  to  us 
by  the  Tory  Party,  and  for  this  reason 
they  ought  to  accept  the  Amendment. 
When  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cork  first  asked  that  his  character  should 
be  vindicated  he  was  jeered  at  by  the 
Party  opposite  and  told  to  go   to   law. 
Sir,  if  he  had  brought  an  action  at  that 
time  what  would  have  happened  to  him  ? 
I  speak  in  the  hearing  of  the  Attorney 
General.     An  action  was  brought  by  Mr. 
O'Donnell,    and    the    Attorney    General 
was  counsel  for  the  Times.     Wliat  did 
the  Attorney  General  say  ?     The  Times, 
he  said,  though  it  cost  them  the  verdict, 
would  not  declare  the  name  of  the  man, 
be  he  a  confederate  of  Mr.  Parnell  or  be 
he    not,     from    whom    they    had    that 
letter.     That  remark  to  the  jury,   "  be 
he      a      confederate     of     Mr.     Parnell 
or  be  he  not,"  was  exquisitely  cunning, 
but  it  was  also  an  extremely  shameful 
remark.     It    was    exquisitely   cunning 
Mr,  Sexton 


because  it  suggested  a  reason,  and  the 
principal  reason,  for  withholding  the 
name,  but  it  was  extremely  shameful 
because  it  suggested  to  the  jury  with- 
out offering  any  evidence  or  reason  why 
they  might  hold  the  letter  to  be  genuine. 
At  any  rate  you  would  not  give  the 
name,  and  what  would  have  happened  ? 
I  ask  any  rational  man,  if  my  hon.  Friend 
had  brought  an  action,  and  Pigott  had 
not  been  examined,  would  not  my  hon. 
Friend,  on  going  into  the  box,  have  had 
put  into  his  hands  not  only  the^oc  simile 
letter,  but  all  the  other  forged  letters, 
which  he  had  never  seen  or  heard  of ; 
he  would  have  had  forged  letters  and 
genuine  mixed  together,  and  would  have 
been  placed  in  a  position  of  diflGiculty 
from  which  he  could  not  have  extricated 
himself,  and  the  Attorney  General  would 
have  brought  up  his  battalion  of  paid 
expert  evidence  to  swear  that  the  letters 
were  genuine,  and  he  would  have 
appealed  to  the  jury  by  references  to 
speeches  and  action  of  my  hon.  Friend 
on  the  favourite  doctrine  of  inherent 
probability  that  we  are  engaged  in  the 
commission  of  crime.  My  hon.  Friend 
would  not  have  obtained  a  verdict,  pro- 
bably the  verdict  would  have  gone 
against  him,  the  work  of  moral  assassina- 
tion would  have  been  perfected  and  the 
cause  of  Ireland  ruined.  My  hon. 
Friend  waa  never  wiser  than  when 
he  refused  to  take  action  at  law. 
I  advised  him  not  to  take  it.  I  did  not 
see  the  full  peril  at  that  time,  but  I  think 
it  will  be  admitted  now  that  if  my  hon. 
Friend  had  replied  to  your  taunts  l»y 
taking  action  at  law  in  1887,  he  would 
certainly  have  accomplished  his  own 
ruin.  We  asked  for  a  Committee  of  the 
House,  a  Committee  of  English  Members, 
we  did  not  ask  that  one  Irish  Member 
should  sit  upon  it,  we  asked  for  a  Com- 
mittee of  English  gentlemen  of  both 
parties  to  determine  if  we  were  guilty  of 
crime.  The  Government  were  more 
tender  for  us  than  we  were  for  ourselves, 
and  they  declared  that  the  political  bias 
of  such  a  Committee  would  prevent  it 
doing  us  justice.  Then,  having  thought 
that  a  Committe  of  both  Parties  would  be 
incompetent  to  consider  this  charge  of 
crime  they  appointed  three  Judges,  ad- 
herents of  the  Unionist  Party,  to  consider 
not  only  the  charges  of  crime,  but 
charges  as  to  our  political  conduct.  Now, 
these  Judges  have  reported  the  Govern- 
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ment  ask  the  majority  of  one  political 
Party  to  ratify  tlie  findings  of  the  Jndges 
on  our  political  action  as  a  Party  to  which 
the  Unionist  Party  is  opposad.  I  say  in 
this  manner  justice  is  denied,  and  1  add 
justice  has  been  delayed.  Justice  r3- 
quired  that  when  the  Commission  sat 
tlie  man  Richard  Pigott  should  have 
baen  put  immediately  into  the  box.  Why 
did  the  Attorney  Greneral  delay  this  for  so 
many  months  ?  Why  did  the  Attorney 
General,  when  he  had  at  his  elbow  the 
man  who  produced  the  letters,  try  first 
to  prove  the  genuineness  of  the  forged 
letters  by  evidenca  of  convicts  taken 
from  English  jails?  The  men  who 
employed  Pigott  and  drove  him  to  his 
ruin,  who  tempted  him  to  commit 
forgery  and  then  forced  him]into  perjury, 
wer3  well  aware  that  Pigott  was  a  forger 
and  a  liar,  before  they  put  him  into  the 
box.  They  knew  it  as  men  of  the 
world.  They  knew  it  by  his  letters; 
they  knew  it  by  his  confessions ;  they 
knew  it  by  his  craven,  terror-stricken 
fear  of  cross-examination.  I  have  here 
the  last  letter  Pigott  ever  wrote.  It  is 
written  to  his  housekeeper  in  Ireland, 
and  dated  from  Anderton's  Hotel,  Fleet 
Street,  Feb.  8,  1889,  a  fortnight  or 
three  weeks  before  his  perjury,  flight, 
and  suicide.     He  says — 

"  Here  is  a  P.  0.0.  for  £S.  .There  is  no 
chance  now  that  I  shall  be  examined  until 
next  week,  meantime  I  have  to  wait  on  here 
doiog  nothing  and  wretchedly  unhappy," 

this  was  before  his  perjury, 

"  Wretchedly  unhappy  about  one  thing  and 
another,  however — " 

Here  is  a  short  phrase  weighted  with 
terrible  meaning — 

'*  I  must  go  through  *  it  all.'  " 

He  had  to  go  through  it  all.  The  men 
who  tempted  his  poverty  into  his  first 
crime  forced  him  to  consummate  his 
crime,  and,  sensible  as  I  am  of  the 
unparalleled  enormity  of  Pigott 's 
guilt,  I  say  there  is  nothing  to 
choose  between  the  guilt  of  this 
poor  wretch,  driven  by  poverty,  and  the 
guilt  of  wealthy  men,  driven  by  political 
venom,  who  tempted  his  wretched  abject 
poverty,  and  forced  him  to  endeavour  to 
make  good  by  his  oath  the  crime  he  had 
committed.  Justice,  I  say,  has  been 
denied  and  delayed.  Now,  I  proceed  to 
say  the  due  operation  has  been  thwarted 
by  the  Tory  Party  by  means  of  their 


Law  OflScer.     The  Bill  for  the   appoint- 
ment of  the   Special   Commission   was 
drawn — perhaps  I  need  not  go  so  far  as 
to  say  for  two  purposes,  but  with  two 
effects.     It  was  drawn  so  as  to  prevent 
the  Judges  from  exposing  the  conspiracy 
of  which  we  were  the  victims.     It  was 
drawn  as  if  those   who  drew  it  appre- 
hended our  acquittal  on  the  charges  of 
crime,  because  they  drew  the  Bill  so  as 
to  compel  the  Judges  to  proceed  beyond 
the  charges  of  crime,  but  which  we  alone 
for  the  country  cared  for  to  investigate 
charges  of  public  conduct,  charges  that 
needed  no  inquiry,  charges  calling  for  no 
Commission,  charges  .  we  were  ready  to 
admit  at  any  time  in  the  House,  so  far  as 
the  facts  were  concerned,  though  we  might 
deny  the  inferences.  The  Bill  was  drawn 
so  as  to  compel  the  Judges  to  wander  for 
a  year  through  a  mass  of  mad  folly  in 
Parnellism  an<iCW?n«,  to  obscure  the  issue 
to  the  popjilar  mind,  and  prevent  us  from  a 
clear  and  absolute  acquittal.     When  the 
Bill  was  being  drawn,  the  counsel  for  the 
Times  found  it  very  convenient  for  his 
clients  and  himself  to  be   the   Queen's 
Attorney  General.     He  was  responsible 
for  the  BilL     I  do  not  say  he  was  alone 
responsible  for  the'Bill ;  I  think  he  acted 
in  this  case  as  the  instrument  of    the 
Cabinet,    for    I    cannot    think   that  an 
Attorney    General     who     consults    the 
Lord  Chancellor  three  times  on  a  common 
criminal  case  would  fail  to  consult  the 
Cabinet  in  the  drawing  up  of  an  Act  to 
impeach    the     representatives     of     the 
people.   The  Attorney  General  has  denied 
that  he  drew  the  Act,  he  denies  that  he 
is  responsible  for  the  terms  of  it.     He 
assents.     I   have   some  excellent   infor- 
mation  on   this   subject,  and  I  submit 
this   statement  of    a   fact.     When  the 
Parliamentary    draftsmen   read   in    the 
report  of  the  proceedings  of  the  House 
of     Commons    Sir    Richard    Webster's 
statement  that  he  had  taken  no  part  in 
the    drawing     up     of     the     Bill    they 
were  perfectly  amazed,  inasmuch  as  they 
had  submitted  it  to  him  more  than  once, 
and   the   draft   was   in   existence   with 
corrections  and  interlineations  in  Sir  R. 
Webster's   own  handwriting.      He  also 
said  on  each  occasion  :  "  It  is  lost  labour, 
for  they  (the  Irish  Members)  will  never 

accept  it."     So  astonished 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  do  not  know  whetlier  the  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  \r\\\  give  liis  authority,  but  as  far 
as  I  know  there  is  ab^ohitely  not  a  word 
of  truth  in  the  st^itement  he  has  road. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  will  first  complete 
the  reading  of  the  statement,  and  tlien 
say  what  I  >nll  do.  So  astonished  were 
the  draftsmen,  and  placed  as  they  thou^^hk 
in  an  unfair  position,  tliat  they  first 
doubted  what  to  du,  and  fid  ally  decided  to 
make  a  private  recoi-d  of  it,  and  of  tlie 
circunxstaiiees  under  which  tliey  con- 
sidered themselves  bound  to  reticence. 
My  information  is  quite  clear  that  the 
drafts  were  submitted  personally  to  him, 
and  not  by  messenger.  Sir,  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  or  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
the  several  drafts  of  the  Bill  and  the 
memorandxim  made  by  the  draftsmen, 
who  in  this  way  accounted  for  their 
rotioeiicj,  I  will  give  the  name  of  my  in- 
formant. I  think  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  must  perceive  i  hat  in  a  matter 
of  this  intiriito  gnivity  the  case  is  not  one 
to  be  closed  by  a  mere  denial,  but  i«  one 
to  be  tested  by  evidL?nce.  The  hon,  and 
learned  Gentleman  strains  at  a  gnat. 
Surely  he  ha^s  swallowed  the  camel. 
Dobs  the  House  forget  that  the  hon,  and 
learned  Gc'utleman  pUd^-ed  himself  in 
Court,  before  the  Conmiisiiioner?;,  and  in 
this  House,  to  prove  tor  the  Timf'»,  not 
merely  the  case  but  the  whole  i^ise,  in- 
cluding each  and  every  other  charge  ? 
By  that  pledge  th3  Attorney  General 
deceived  this  House  and  misled  the 
country.  Why,  t^W^  the  tindiuf^  ai^aini^t 
the  respondents  are  only  on  charj^es  in 
regard  Uy  public  conducl,  and  when  he 
promised  to  prove  the  chai-ges  made  he 
must  have  referred  to  those  of  a  [personal 
character.  How  do;*s  he  account  for 
the  fact  that  he  promised  to  prove 
a  number  of  deadly  and  infamous 
chaises,  in  regard  to  not  one  of  which 
he  had  a  tittle  of  evidence  1  Sir»  the 
learned  Gentleman  at  this  stage  of  the 
matter  cannot  hide  liimj«elf  behind  a 
phrase.  What  does  he  mean  by  saying 
he  acted  *'  upon  his  iti8trnctions''1  Did 
he  read  his  brief  ?  We  understand  that 
a  brief  is  a  thing  containing  a  recital  of 
the  evidence.  If  he  rea^l  his  brief  did  it 
promise  any  proof  of  the  chai^gcs  as  to 
which  the  Ju^lges  have  found  there  is  no 
evidence  whatever^such  a  charge,  for 
example,  as  that  Mr,  Parnell  knew  that 
Sheridan  and  Boyhi^n  hatl  been  organisers 
of  outrage,    was  there  any   evidence   to 
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support  this  charge  in  thebrief  ?— [Sir  R. 
W EPSTEIN  made  an  athrmative  geMiure]. 
'llien,  what  was  it^why  did  he  not 
produce  it  1  We  know  well  that  the  hnn. 
ami  h-arned  Gentleman  was  only  tf>a 
determined  to  bring  all  the  evidence  ho 
could  obtain  itito  Court.  As  t^  the  hon- 
and  learned  Gentleman's  great  charge— 
of  which  he  is  if  ntjt  the  natural  at  lejist 
the  atlopted  father— that  the  Tnvincibles 
w^ere  a  branch  of  the  Lind  Loague,  and 
that  the  Land  League  |»aid  them,  tlie 
Judges  say  the  cliarge  is  fimndtd  m^t  w> 
much  on  any  passage  in  iV(rn*?//w*rii  tfnrl 
Crime  iiii  on  piissages  in  thn  speicliof  the 
hon.and  learned  Gent  eman  in**^0'Donnt*ll 
r,  Walter  '—this  charge,  as  vile  and  in- 
famous and  deadly  im  any  ever  mwle 
against  man  since  the  world  began* 
How  does  he  account  for  the  fact  that 
the  Judges  not  only  scouted  those 
charges,  but  acouted  them  witlj  such 
contempt,  and  I  think  I  may  sj»y  with 
such  disgust,  that  they  said  they  thought 
it  not  worth  their  while  tu  qxniiy  the 
[mssngvs  in  the  learned  Gentleman's 
speech.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
pletlged  his  reputation  recklessly  and 
often,  and  I  will  tell  the  hon,  and  learned 
Gentleman,  if  one  in  my  humble  place 
may  take  such  a  tone  to  one  in  his  greu 
(nWition,  that  the  reputation  which  h^ 
pledged  h:»  never  will  recover  until  1x4 
ButistidS  this  Houss  and  the  count 
why,  not  merely  as  counsel  in  the  ens 
but  m  Attorney  Geneml.  he  pledge^ 
hims.df  to  prove  against  a  In^y  t 
hon.  ALembers  serious  and  lufamou 
ch'irges  in  rcgjinl  to  which  it  is  miv 
abundantly  clear  he  ha^l  not  a  wonl  d 
evidence  in  his  brief.  But  the  hon*  anq 
learned  Geiith'nian  is  impenitent,  Do 
he  accept  the  findings  of  the  Judgt»B 
He  insinuated  guilt  the  other  night 
his  speech  in  this  debate.  He  suggested 
upon  the  strength  of  an  auonymou 
pai-agrapli  pubHslu*d  some  five  years  fig€ 
m  an  nld  newspaper,  that  the  hon 
Mcmbjr  for  Cork  sympathised  with 
use  of  dynamite  and  outrage.  Thfl 
viinily  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen  tie  mo 
cannot  tolerate  the  loss  of  his  verdict.  It  i 
very  bard  upon  him  that  he  baa  to  voti 
for  the  Motion  of  the  leader  of  th 
House,  for  if  he  had  his  way  he  won!'' 
move  such  a  Motion  as  this  : — **That  thii 
House  atiirms  the  Rep«>rt  of  the  «1udgt*^ 
so  far  lis  it  convicts  tlie  Irish  Meml»er^ 
but  convicts  the  Irish  Members  ^A  iU 
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cliarges   of  which    they   have   been   ac- 
quibfced  by  the  Judges."     If  the  hon.  and 
learned    Gentleman    will    make    such  a 
Alotion  I  have  no  doubt  it  will  bo  sup- 
p)rted    by    the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Antrim  (Sir  C.  E.  Lewis)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Loughborough  Division 
(Mr.  De  Lisle).     It  has  been  said  of  this 
Rjport  that  what  is  in  it  is  not  true  and 
that  what  is  true  in  it  is  not  new.     The 
hon.  and    learned    Gentleman,     in    the 
midst  of  his  disasters,  consoles  himself 
by    finding    something    in    the    Report 
which,  he  says,  is  both  new  and  true,  and 
tliat  is  the  story  of  Le  Caron  concerning 
the  Clan-na-Gaal.     True  or  false  it  is  a 
fantastic  story,  and  it  excited  in  me  the 
kind   of  feeling   I  have    experienced  in 
r  jading  Rider  Haggard's  novels.    True  or 
false  it  does  not  concern  the  respondents. 
Why  did  the  Government  give  up  their 
most    valuable    spy  ?      Why    did    they 
transfer  him  to  the  service  of  the  Times  ? 
Was  it  not  solely  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
deavouring to  connect  the    Irish    Party 
with   the   action    of  the    Clan-na-Gael? 
That  purpose  has  wretchedly  failed,  and 
I   certainly  cannot  but  condemn  the  at- 
tampt  of  t!ie  right  hon.  Member  for  Bury 
(Sir    H.    James)    to    compare    the  Irish 
Membars  of  this  House, i  who  having  first 
tiken    the  oath  to  a  secret  combination 
for  a  patriotic  purpose  in  Ireland,  and, 
having  their  hopes  cheered  by  a  man  who 
has    seen   a    wiser   policy,   have    subse- 
qaently  taken  the  oath  of  allegiance  to 
him — to  compare  such  men  with  a  man 
like  Le  Caron,  who  has  spent  the  greater 
part  of  his  life  in  taking  oaths  for  the 
purpose  of   violating    such   oaths   when 
taken.     I  cannot  believe  that  any  oath 
whatever  is  sacred  to  such  a  man ;  and 
we   are  told  that  the  Judges   preferred 
the  oath  of  Le  Caron  to  the  oath  of  Mr. 
Parnell.     I  venture    to  say,   by  way  of 
comment,    that   the   Judges   were  very 
easily   satisfied   if  they  ^lieved  for  in- 
stance, as  they  appear  to  have  done,  that 
Mr.  Parnell  told  Le  Caron  that  he  was 
saving  up  £100,000  for  the  purpose  of 
a  war  against  the  British  Empire.     That 
might  do  very  well  for  a  war  against  the 
Isle   of  Wight,   the    Attorney  Generars 
seat;  but  it  18  not  by  any  means  sufficient 
for  a  war  against  the  larger  island.    When 
tlie  question  of  credibility  arises  as  to  the 
action  of  Le  Caron  lam  greatly  astonished 
that  the   Judges  thought  it  consistent 
with   their   duty  to    omit    from    their 


Report  all  reference  whatever  to  Le 
Caron^s  evidence  concerning  himself.  I 
suppose  a  man  was  never  more  astonished 
than  I  was,  when  one  evening  in  Dublin, 
taking  up  an  evening  paper,  I  read  that 
a  sensation  had  been  produced  in  the 
Court  in  London  by  the  evidence  of  Le 
Caron,  and  a  story  told  to  him  that  Mr. 
Sexton,  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  had 
aided  the  flight  of  Brennan  from  justice. 
The  story  was  exti-emely  circumstantial. 
It  was  that  Brennan  and  I  were  walking 
in  the  Strand  when  our  attention  was 
attracted  by  a  newspaper  bill  containing 
a  reference  to  some  evidence  against 
Brennan  that  we  at  once  darted  down  a 
side  street  and  arranged  a  plan  of  flight 
for  Brennan,  in  virtue  of  which  Brennan 
went  to  his  lodgings  and  packed  his 
valise,  whilst  I  went  to  Charing  Cross 
Station,  took  a  railway  ticket  for  France, 
travelled  with  that  ticket  from  Charing 
Cross  to  London  Bridge,  where  I  handed 
it  over  to  Brennan,  who  had  arrived  there 
with  his  valise  ;  and  that  Brennan  then 
travelled  with  the  ticket  to  France. 
Sir,  I  never  in  my  life  walked  with 
Brennan,  in  the  Strand  or  saw  such  a 
newspaper  bill,  and  the  whole  para- 
phernalia and  properties,  including  the 
valise  and  railway  ticket,  belong  to  the 
region  of  unadulterated  fiction.  I  stated 
that  before  the  Commissioners.  The 
Attorney  General  did  not  recall  Le 
Caron,  and  he  did  not  put  a  question  to 
me  on  the  subject ;  therefore,  I  presume 
I  do  not  go  too  far  in  inferring  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  accepted  my 
disproval  of  the  story.  But  Le  Caron 
told  that  story,  and  it  argues  either  that 
Le  Caron  was  not  the  witness  of  truth, 
or  else  that  his  memory  is  so  exceed- 
ingly infirm  that  it  cannot  be  trusted. 
But  I  will  pass  away  from  this  with  one 
further  brief  glimpse  of  the  character  of 
this  man.  I  will  now  tell  the  House  a  little 
more  about  Le  Caron  than  the  Judges 
knew.  Some  letters  have  been  handed 
to  me  with  the  view  of  my  communica- 
ting them  to  the  House.  One  is  a  letter 
from  Mr.  T.  V.  Powderley,  a  gentleman 
holding  an  important  office  in  the  labour 
organisations  of  the  United  States,  in- 
closing a  letter  to  him  from  Le  Caron. 
Writing  on  the  12th  of  February,  1889, 
Mr.  Powderley  said  : — 

"  That  you  may  know  what  manner  of  man 
Le  Oaron  is,  who  is  giving  testimony  in  the 
London  Timet  v»  Parnell,  I  inoloae  a  copy  of 
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m  dacument  now  in  my  pOBsessIon  which  he 
far  narerl  m^  with  durlnie^  the  trotible  on  the 
8o«ith- Western  Railroad  in  1SS6.  This  letter 
is  of  a  piecfi  with  all  the  work  which  he 
prowndfl  to  h*ve  hvi  a  hi.nd  io  on  this  Bido  of 
the  Atlantic  It  is  tbe  production  of  a  man 
who  is  certainly  not  fit  to  b?  at  lar^>«,  an<i  uu 
oredence  would  bo  i^iven  to  wh^ite^er  testi- 
mony he  would  give  in  an  American  Court." 

1  iieb»d  not  read  any  moro  of  the  letter 
sent  by  Mr.  Powderley,  who  is  a  mGinher 
either  of  Congress,  or  of  the  locsal 
Logtslfttura,  It  inclosed  a  copy  of  a 
letter  from  Le  Caron  tis  follows  : — 
*•  The  Hon.  T.  V.  Powderley, 

**Sfc,  LoQii,  Mo.,  April  .3,  18S6. 

**  Dear  Sir,^ — At  such  a  tim«  a 9  this  a  few 
words  of  advice  and  encouratrement  m*y  be  of 
Bervice  t^o  yon,  and  may  possibly  aerve  to  solve 
the  very  difficult  problem  so  suddenly  thraat 
before  you. 

**  A  peaoefnl  law-abiding  strike  will  never 
conqner  anch  a  power  as  yoo  now  have  to 
deal  with.  Mora)  suasion,  so  good  in  trivial 
oa^eii,  beoomea  of  no  use  when  applied  to  such 
a  cold 'hearted  fleod  as  Jay  Gould  ;  entreaty, 
ar^umeutf  and  sympathy,  appeal  to  him  iu 
VttinT  and  though  they  plead  with  him  in 
thunder  tones  the  sound  falls  on  leaden  eara. 
You  must  touch  his  pDcket,  and  meet  force 
with  force.  Yoa  must  not  be  expected  to 
pnblicly  coantenance  anything  but  peaceful 
measures.  You  will  not  even  know  that  any 
other  has  been  resorted  to.  All  that  you  need 
do  will  be  to  give  me  the  nim>^s  of  a  few  of 
your  lieutenants  along  the  Missouri- Paoifio 
road,  and  I  wdl  attend  to  the  re«t.  Nnme 
only  tho60  in  whom  you  can  place  iiut.  licit 
confidence,  and  I  will  place  iu  their  hands  the 
materials  that  will,  if  properly  handled, 
destroy  every  bridge  and  cnlvert  on  the  road. 
I  have  made  a  study  of  explosives,  and  ran 
give  you  an  nnf ailing  remedy  for  the  wrotiga 
your  members  comp  ain  of. 

"  All  that  yuu  need  do  will  be  to  write  the 
names  I  have  naked  for  on  the  blank  space  on 
this  sheet.  Return  it  to  me  without  name 
even — I  will  mans  go  the  rest.  Whatever  is  to 
be  done  most  oe  doneqniikly.  I  know  you  by 
reputation  for  years  and  can  trust  jo«.  All  I 
ask  18  your  confidence  and,  in  return  1  promipe 
the  mo&t  graiifying  results. 

'*  Faithfully  yours, 

*'  Hbnhi  Le  CuionV 

Sir,  I  coudole  with  the  Government- 
We  hiive  h e:\rd  that  95  Uvea  were  taken 
by  violence  in  Ireland  during  the  «gra- 
rian  movement.  Here  we  have  a  man, 
who^  if  he  conld  have  found  in  the  United 
Stjt^s  othtr  scoundrels  as  black  as  him- 
aelf,  would  have  sacrificed  thoa^nda  of 
lives.  [  condole  with  the  Government 
in  having  ti-anfif erred  an  official  of  iiis 
rare  quality  to  the  Times^  atnl  upon 
having  obt^iined  nothing  iu  return  ex- 
cept  w^iat  might  have  beeu  ubtiiin«d  from 


the  pigeon-holes  of  the  Home  Office  be- 
fore the  Attorney  Greneral  set  his  hand 
to     the     matter     at     all-      I     pass 
the    findings    iu    the     Report    advor 
to      the      respondent.       The     first 
what      is      called      the      charge 
treason.      The    Attorney   General    eauj 
that  that  means  that  one  object  of  th^ 
Land  League  was  to  establish  the  ultq 
mate   independence   of    Ireland.      Tlu 
was   not   the    finding    of     the    Judgefl 
Their  finding  wjis  that  1 1  years  ago  eighi 
gentlemen  entertained  the  intention 
furthering  the  (muse  of  the  absolute  in 
dependence    of    L*eland.      They   do    nn 
say  how  long  that  iuteniion  was  held 
whether  it  ever  developed  into  action 
Being   Judges,    and    not    |K>liticians 
statesmen,  they  did   nnt  know,  as  hoU 
Members  of  this  Hons*:?  well  know»  th« 
in  1885  the   gentlemen  80  charged   hn 
their  votes  aoceptad   by  the  Tory  Partj 
to  put  it  in  power.     How    is  that»  Sif 
for  convio nation  ?     Nor  did  it  come  unde 
the    purview  of    the    Judges    that    th 
gentlemen  clmrged  accepted  in  1886  thi 
Home    Rule    policy  of    the    right    hon 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr>  Gladstone 
without  qualificiition  and  without  reservi( 
and   have   proved  their  acceptance  of 
in  their  public  action  ever  since.     Wit 
rtspect  to  the   defence  of    prisoners, 
every  country  tlie  defence  of  the  accuse 
is   a  right.      In    Ireland   it   is   a   dutj 
Summary  process  in  Ireland  is  intrust 
to  the    hands    of    iguomnt  and    .servil 
magistrates,  while  the  trials  for  agraria 
cases  in  the  Su|i6rior  Courts   are    hell 
before  packed  juries,  every  man  of  whic 
is    different    in    social    position   to    tl 
prisoner  and  hostile   to  him   in  j;»ohtic* 
It  is  a  duty  in  Ireland  where  cliai-ges  ai^ 
recklessly  made  by  means  of  purchaao 
evidence  to  defend  the  accused,  and 
has    not    been    alleged    that   we    Imv 
defended  the  guilty.     Wo  have  defends 
those    men    whom    wo    b:lieved    to 
innocent.     If    the  reconls  of    the   Lan 
League  are  axamined   it  will  be   four 
that  in  tho  va.st   majority  of  cases  whet 
the  League  hi\s  defended  the  accused,  ilu 
innocence  of  the  parties  has  been  estula 
tished.     The  support  of  the  famihea 
the    accused    persons    was   a   work 
benevolence,   and  we   were   justified    Ifl 
undertaking    it.     When     we    are    toll 
that    we     did     not     aid     in     the    ad 
ministration      of     law     and     justice, 
would  ask  in  wlmt  country  ai-e   publil 
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leaders  ever  expected  to  aid  in  the 
administration  of  the  law  ?  In  Ireland 
the  administration  of  the  law  is  not  the 
administration  of  justice.  The  law  itself, 
the  spirit  and  foundation  of  the  law,  and 
the  administration  of  the  law  are  hostile 
to  the  people.  Neither  in  Ireland  nor 
anywhere  else  will  yoa  get  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  p3ople  to  facilitate  a 
system  under  which  innocent  men  are 
convicted  and  the  guilty  allowed  to  go 
free,  according  to  the  convenienca  of  the 
Administration.  I  come  now  to  the 
charge  of  boycotting.  Perhaps  the 
author  of  Farnellism  and  Criw>e  was  of 
opinion,  before  he  came  over  from  Ireland, 
that  boycotting  was  unknown  in  this 
country.  He  is  not  of  that  opinion  now. 
That  infamous  libeller,  Mr.  Woulfe 
Flanagan,  the  son  of  an  Irish  Judge, 
presented  himself  the  other  day  for 
admission  to  the  Athenaeum  Club,  but 
the  number  of  black  balls  deposited 
against  him  was  the  largest  ever  known 
against  any  person  seeking  admission, 
although  his  patron,  Mr.  Buckle,  pleaded 
piteously  on  his  behalf  that  he  had  not 
written  all  the  articles  in  the  Times,  but 
only  three  of  them,  and  those  not  by  any 
means  the  worst.  The  friends  of  the 
Party  opposite  are  in  the  habit  of  boy- 
cotting in  England.  Not  an  election 
passes  but  we  get  letters  from  poor  men, 
complaining  bitterly  of  the  boycotting  to 
which  they  have  been  subjected  at  the 
hands  of  the  Tory  Party,  and  begging  us 
not  to  reveal  their  names.  Now,  the 
question  I  have  to  put  is  this :  If  a 
powerful  and  wealthy  Party  like  the 
Conservative  Party,  with  all  the  forces  of 
law  on  its  side,  may  resort  to  boycotting 
out  of  pure  wantonness  of  spirit,  should 
the  Irish  people  be  condemned  for 
resorting  to  it  in  their  dire  extremity  and 
need  for  the  purpose  of  saving  the  fruits 
of  their  labour  and  saving  their  homes  ? 
Sir,  if  the  Irish  people  had  the 
right,  as  the  people  liave  in  every 
other  part  of  the  Empire,  to  make 
laws  for  the  regulation  of  their  own 
affairs,  organised  boycotting  would 
not  b3  justifiable,  and  they  would  not 
resort  to  it.  But,  Sir,  the  spirit  of  the 
law  and  the  administration  of  the  law 
are  hostile  to  the  Irish  people.  The 
laws  in  Ireland  are  made  against  the  in- 
terests of  the  Irish  people  andagainst  their 
will ;  and  I  maintain  that,  so  long  as  the 
law  remains  in  that  condition,  the  people 


of  Ireland  have  a  moral  right  of  whidi 
nothing  can  deprive  them — and  the  exer- 
cise, of  which  no  legislation  can  prevent — 
to  organise  public  opinion  for  the  purpose 
of  mitigating  the  hardships  and  modera- 
ting the  evils  under  which  they  suffer. 
Whilst  I  describe  boycotting  as  a 
necessary  evil,  because  the  organisation 
of  ill-will  is  not  to  be  desired ;  still 
when  there  is  profound  and  grievous 
cause  for  it,  it  is  better  that  ill-will 
should  be  organised,  and,  if  possible, 
directed  and  restrained,  than  that  we 
should  have  what  happened  in  Ireland 
in  former  days,  namely,  that  poor, 
untaught  men,  driven  to  a  des- 
peration by  a  sense  of  hopeless  wrong, 
should  b3  left  to  their  wild  counsels.  (Si 
the  question  of  boycotting,  the  Judges,  if 
I  may  respectfully  say  so,  have  fallwi 
into  some  confusion  of  thought.  They 
find  in  one  place  that  we  recommended 
boycotting,  and  in  another  that  we  con- 
demned it.  They  also  find  what,  in  all 
this  "Much  ado  about  nothing,"  we 
have  never  denied,  and  which  could  have 
been  embodied  in  a  Resolution 
long  ago.  The  Judges  find  that 
boycoting  led  to  crime,  and  that  we 
persevered  in  it  with  a  knowledge  of 
this  fact.  We  admit  the  fact  that  we 
persevered  in  boycotting,  but  we  deny 
the  inference.  I  say  that  boycotting  has 
led  to  crime,  but  I  also  say  that 
boycotting  unquestionably  throughout 
the  whole  course  of  its  operation,  while 
no  doubt  it  was  pushed  to  excess  in  some 
cases  and  beyond  the  design  of  its  public 
leaders,  formed  a  barrier  between 
oppression  and  crime.  The  Judges  find 
that  in  a  minute  proportion  of  cases  boy- 
cotting was  followed  by  crime.  Did  tbe 
Judges  remember  that  boycotting  was 
preceded  by  the  wrongful  act  which 
ruined  the  individual,  by  an  act  of  wrong 
to  the  public  interest  and  of  offence  to  the 
public  conscience  ?  The  Chief  Secretary 
has  given  us  many  Returns  of  boycotting 
in  which  there  was  outrage,  but  will  he 
give  us  a  Return  of  the  many  thousands 
of  cases  of  boycotting  in  which  there 
was  never  any  outrage  ?  You  may  call 
this  restraint  of  freedom  of  action,  but 
when  the  law  is  unjust  to  the  people  the 
people  are  bound  and  entitled  to  restrain 
such  action  as  is  adverse  to  the  public 
interest.  In  previous  agitations,  and 
during  the  famine,  there  were 
hundreds  of  murders  and  thousands  of 
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outrages — ten  times  more  in  n  single 
county  than  we  have  had  during  the 
whole  dumtion  of  the  Leag^ue,  a  period 
of  10  years.  But  for  the  Land  League 
joa  would  have  had  in  Ireland  for  the 
last  10  years  unquestionably  a  social 
war,  and  you  would  have  had  such  an 
epidem^ie  of  violeuee  as  has  never  been 
known  even  in  the  sad  and  bloudy  cour«e 
of  its  history.  The,se  Judges,  who  are 
not  statesmen  and  are  not  politicians,  have 
ventured  far  b^n^ond  this  questiou  of 
crime,  and  they  have  embarked  up  >u  the 
sttjrmy  and,  possibly,  unfamiliar  st'a  of 
Irish  politics.  They  have  said  that  the 
movement  of  the  Land  League  was  a 
principal  cause  of  crime.  Will  the  Hous  * 
allow  me  to  lay  before  it  in  a  few  words 
the  causes  which  stimulated  crime  ?  The 
distress  which  was  expt^rienced  in  1879 
began  to  re-ap^iear  in  the  accumulation 
of  arrea.rs^,  in  evictions,  aud  in  nc»tices 
to  quit.  The  Compensation  for  Disturl> 
ance  Bill  was  rejected  by  the  lltuse  t>f 
Lords,  and  the  Judges,  who  say  they  are 
not  p*:»Iiticians,  can  elude  that  disorder 
waa  excited  in  Ireland,  not  by  the 
rejection  of  that  mefisure  by  the  Lords, 
hut  by  the  denunciation  of  that 
rejection  by  the  Representatives  of  the 
people,  including,  I  suppose,  Mr.  Forster 
Every  peasant  in  Ireland,  without  any 
instruction  from  ns,  knew  perfectly  well 
what  bad  been  done  by  the  House  of 
Lords.  Has  it  come  to  this,  that  when  a 
br}*nch  of  the  Legislature  acts  grievously 
i^gainst  the  public  interest,  and  wlieu 
di;=  order  arises,  that  disorder  is  to  be 
attributed  not  to  the  at*tion  of  the  Legis- 
lature, but  to  the  action  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people,  who  did  their 
duty  in  exposing  such  misconduct '?  The 
linal  cause  of  crime  in  Ireland  was  the 
exasperation  caused  by  Mr.  Forster's 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  Act.  Mr. 
1  orster  represented  that  that  Act  was  to 
Iri."  directed  against  thu  village  ruffians, but 
he  impris4.nu  d  without  trial  and  without 
charge  hundreds  of  ti^  respectable  men 
lis  any  in  the  couutiy.  Unprecedented 
distress,  unprecedented  [Xiverty,  unpre- 
Cijdented  pressure  of  the  landlords  for 
impossible  rents,  the  rejection  of 
the  Conipensatiou  for  Disturbance  Bill 
by  the  Lords,  and  the  susjiension 
of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Acts — ^these  wti*e 
the  causes,  and  not  the  Land  League,  of 
ej'ime  in  IreUmd.  But  what  flowed  from 
the  movement  of  the  Laud  League  r*     By 
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saved  10,000  families, 
money,  a  good  deal  of  it,  comm| 
from  Patrick  Ford.  It  distributed  hal 
a  million  of  money,  while  the  Poor  La^^ 
was  relaxed  by  the  Government,  an^ 
relief  works  were  instituted.  Auoth^ 
influence  against  crime  was  the  abate 
ment  of  rents  secured  all  over  Ireland 
the  Land  League — secured  by  that  unit 
action  which  is  now  so  much  condemned 
— abatements  which  have  not  bee 
secured  by  any  cither  means.  The  thir 
inlluenc-'  against  crime  was  this — boj 
ctittiuiT  substituted  fur  the  wild  coum^trll 
of  revenge,  which  was  the  practice 
former  days :  a  system  w4iich,  call  it 
illegal  if  you  like,  call  it  unmerciful  '^ 
you  like,  w*is,  at  any  rate,  peaceful,  at 
was  intended  and  designed  by  th 
public  leaders  to  be  a  vast  and  infinitj 
improvement  on  the  resorts  to  violeiiG 
which  were  so  frequent  before.  Th 
fourth  influence  against  crime  has  bet?i 
the  le'^-islatiou  of  the  K^t  10  years.  Tlij 
Attorney  Geneml  may  he  a  very  emineu 
lawyer,  but  he  is  not  m  the  least — not  i 
the  vety  lea^st — a  politician,  and  it  wa 
absolutely  puerile  for  liim  to  argue,  a£*  1m 
did  the  other  night,  that,  because  tl 
Stahites  were  found  not  to  be  |)t*rfo€ 
when  passed,  therefore  our  movemet 
ought  not  to  l>e  carried  on.  The  Meml 
for  West  Birmingham  said  long  ago,  an 
tlie  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has  latelj 
said,  that  the  Land  Act  of  L'^^l  wi 
due  to  the  movement  of  the  I  dm 
Ltagaie.  The  Arrears  Act  was  *lue 
the  action  of  in}^  hon.  Friend  the  Mem 
lie  r  for  Cork .  Bu  t  \^ i  1 1  i  t  l*e  bcl  i e  v  t  d  th i 
the  Judges,  who  are  tiuly  Judgew  and  nC 
politicians,  come  to  the  fantastical  and 
nn^ational  conclusion  that  the  Land  Ac 
of  li^Sl  and  the  Arrears  Act  of  18^*2  ha 
nothing  to  do  with  diminishing  crime  id 
Ireland  1  1  say  delibemtely,  as  an  Irisl 
man,  at  that  time  op|)OSed  to  the  rigi 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  MiJ 
Lothian,  that  no  more  healing  intluenc 
w^as  ever  applied  to  the  burrows  ai] 
sores  of  Ireland  than  the  Liind  Ac 
of  1881  and  the  Arreai's  Act  of  1883 
Under  the  Airears  Act  of  1882  a  milHoj 
of  public  money  was  piid  away  and 
almost  intolerable  load  of  rjot  wa«  Hfte 
off  the  Ixi/cks  of  the  Irish  tenants.  Thl^ 
Act  kept  the  fire  on  the  hearth  and  J 
roof  over  the  heads  of  tens  of  thousancf 
uf  suffering  Irishmen.  That  Act,  ther 
fore,  may  be   said  to   have  had  great  h 
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flue  ace  with  the  Irish  people,  and  it 
was  obtained  entirely  through  the  efforts 
of  the  Land  League  Organisation  ;  but, 
Sir,  not  only  did  the  Land  League  obtain 
that  Act,  but  it  also  obtained  the 
Purchase  Act  of  1885  and  the  Act  of 
1887,  by  which  the  tenants  were  allowed 
to  have  fair  rents  fixed.  The  Land 
League  was,  in  point  of  fact,  the  parent 
of  all  the  large  improvements  in  the 
state  of  Irish  affairs  that  have  taken 
place  within  the  last  10  years.  With 
regard  to  the  finding,  that  we  have  de- 
sired to  impoverish  land  and  to  expel 
the  landlords,  I  would  remark  that  the 
Judges  are  not  politicians.  If  they  had 
been,  they  would  have  known  what,  at 
any  rate,  was  well-known  to  the  Go- 
vernment and  to  the  House.  In  1879 
the  Land  League  offered  to  the  land- 
lords the  purchase  of  their  estates  at  20 
years  of  Griffith's  valuation.  Do  not 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  does  not  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
most  devoutly  wish  that  the  landlords 
had  such  an  offer  now.  Not  even  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  volcanic 
eloquence  will  ever  win  such  an  offer 
again.  The  proposal  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  was  to  purchase  the  interests  of 
the  landlords  on  the  basis  of  20  years' 
net  rental,  and  the  Irish  Members  in 
1886  gave  a  general  assent  to  that 
unprecedentedly  generous  proposal.  The 
Tories  would  not  allow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  pass  that  Bill  then,  although 
they  desire  to  pass  a  similar  measure 
now,  and  the  question  remains,  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  allow  them  to  do 
so  ?  Oar  policy  was  the  policy  of  pur- 
chase, that  policy  has  been  adopted  by 
both  Parties,  and  I  say  it  is  too  late  to 
allege  now  that  the  Land  League  desired 
to  impoverish  the  landlords  ;  neither  is  it 
correct  to  say  that  we  desire  to  expel 
the  landlords.  What  we  desire  to  do  is 
to  prevent  the  expulsion  of  the  people. 
Why,  I  ask,  should  we  desire  to  im- 
poverish any  class  of  men  in  Ireland? 
Our  desire  has  simply  been  to  save  for 
the  people  the  fruits  of  their  labour  and 
the  integrity  of  their  homes.  The  only 
reason  why  the  landlords  are  hostile  to 
the  Home  Rule  movement  is  because 
they  have  looked  to  Parliament  to  main- 
tain them  in  their  unjust  position. 
When  they  ceaae  to  be  landlords  they 


will  become  an  important  section  of 
Irish  society ;  and,  if  one  is  to  judge  from 
what  is  said  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Armagh,  they  will  np  doubt  be  a  re- 
freshing element  in  the  Irish  Legislature. 
I  now  come  to  the  question  of  condona- 
tion, and  I  ask  this  House  have  the 
Government  condoned  our  action  ?  Was 
there  a  compact  in  1885  between  the 
Irish  Members  and  the  Tory  Party  ?  A 
compact !  It  is  not  much  use  now  to 
talk  of  compacts.  Did  we  not  camp 
under  the  same  banner  ?  A  letter  has 
been  read  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  who  stated 
that  there  was  no  compact  between  Lord 
Salisbury  and  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Paddington  (Lord  R.  Churchill) 
on  the  one  hand,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  and  the  Irish  Members  on  tho 
other,  in  regard  to  the  expulsion  of  the 
Liberal  Government  from  office,  and 
referring  to  three  heads  of  an  agree- 
ment, namely,  the  abandoning  of  the 
Crimes  Act,  the  passing  of  the  Labourers' 
Act,  and  the  enactment  of  a  Land  Pur- 
chase measure.  Still,  it  is  very  curious 
that  all  these  three  thint  s  came  about ; 
the  Crimes  Act  was  abandoned,  the 
Labourers'  Act  was  passed,  and  the  Land 
Purchase  measure  was  brought  in. 
Things  of  this  sort  are  not  done  in  a 
formal  manner.  Compacts  of  this  kind 
are  not  engrossed  on  parchment  nor 
adorned  with  sealing  wax.  We  had 
what  we  considered  a  sufficient  assur- 
ance that  if  we  put  the  Tory  Government 
into  power  it  would  not  renew  the 
Crimes  Act,  and.  Sir,  when  it  came  into 
power,  that  Government  did  not  renew 
the  Crimes  Act.  iWhy,  then,  do  they 
talk  to  this  House  about  compacts  ?  If 
theHouse  will  only  look  for  the  Division 
Lists,  and  read  the  debates  of  that  period, 
it  will  be  seen  that  there  was  at  that 
time  a  homogeneous  opposition.  Why 
should  we  have  put  the  Tory  Party  into 
power  ?  Of  course,  we  naturally  feel  for 
the  Tory  Party  that  love  which  every 
man  is  bound  to  feel  for  his  neighbour  ; 
but  that  is  hardly  sufficient  to  induce  us 
to  make  our  neighbour  a  Prime  Minister, 
especially  when  we  are  Irish  Members 
and  our  neighbour  is  a  Tory.  We  must 
have  had  an  additional  reason,  and  that 
additional  reason  we  certainly  did  have. 
In  that  same  year  Lord  Salisbury  rather 
spoke  up  for  boycotting,  and  conveyed 
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the  idea  that  it  was  not  illegal  and  could 
not  be  dealt  TritU  by  mean  a  of  the  law. 
Is  it  not  apparent  that  if  the  fortunes  of 
tlie  Election  of  1 885  had  been  a  little 
diflertrntj  Lord  Carnarvou  would  probrllj 
have  been  now  in  the  Vic .^ -Regal  Lod^^e» 
vrhile  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  tho  City  of  Cork  might  have  been  in 
Dablin  Castle  1  *  It  has  been  suggested 
that  we  do  not  act  together.  May  I 
remind  the  Hrjuse  than  when  the  (Aohe 
newspaper,  during  the  pjlection  of 
18S5,  hnd  a  parugraph  stating  that 
the  Tory  Party  did  not  want  to  l^e 
helped  by  the  Irish,  Capt'^iu  Middle  ton, 
the  Tory  agent  in  L  Midon,  was  grc'atly 
incensed  at  this  assertion,  and  caused  tlie 
Central  News  to  send  round  a  formal 
contradiction  throughout  the  country? 
There  are  a^^veral  ways  of  denying  a  thing ; 
one  way  is  by  not  asserting  it,  another  is 
when  a  person  who  does  not  know  makes 
a  statement,  and  the  person  who  does 
know  remains  silent.  At  any  rate,  the 
denials  up  to  this  time  liave  not  c  )rae 
from  a  compHent,  well-informed  quarter, 
and  I  venture  to  say  that  from  that 
quart ?r  the  denials  will  never  come. 
Now,  Sir,  hiyootting  provaik'd  in  11^85, 
and  the  Crimes  Act  was  then  expiring* 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  then  at  the  head  of  the 
Libera]  Government,  intended  to  renew 
certain  provisions  of  the  Crimes  Art, 
including  the  clause  relating  to  iatiini- 
datton.  Why  did  tlie  Tory  Party  alh*w 
that  Law  to  expire  I  Boycotting  wqsS  as 
much  a  crime  in  1885  as  it  now,  Tht» 
Tory  Party  were  as  well  aware  of  it 
then  as  now.  There  was  on  the  Statute 
Brjok  an  Act  directed  against  it,  ancl 
Bht?  Tory  Party,  by  their  compact,  do- 
libdrately  allowed  that  Act  to  expire, 
and  why?  Because  they  were  willing  to 
accept  the  rule  of  this  Empire  from  the 
hands  of  men  whom  they  now  cfill 
tr.^itors  and  conspirators.  Why*  8ir,  the 
Tory  Party  in  1885  paid  some  of  oiir 
exjjonses.  The  Tory  ciindidates  and  the 
Irish  organisers  were  fts  thick  aii  thieves. 
We  shared  your  political  homes  and 
you  shared  ours,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
you  prvid  our  printing  bills.  When  you 
talk  of  money  received  from  Patrick 
Font  in  1885,  I  tell  you  that  the  money 
of  the  Tories  and  of  Patrick  Ford  went 
into  the  same  purse,  the  only  difference 
being  that  Patrick  Foixl  was  what  tht*y 
cail  in  Ireland  a  decenter  man  than  the 


average  Tory,    because    Ford    asked  fori 
no  return  from  the  Irish  Members,  while  | 
the  Tories  warited  to  get  value  for  theirl 
money.     Agfun,    I  ask,   how  stands  thisl 
question    <«f    condonation]      W^ed,    Sir,] 
the    Party    that   acted    in   this  way    in  1 
1885  had  a  perfect  knowledge  of  all  thai 
facta  affecting  the  situation,  and  yet  they 
persist  in  th  *  |.ropo6al  to  record  with  all 
solemnity  in  the  Journals  of  this  llonsaj 
a   finding   in   regiird   to  which  they  willj 
be  hiughed  to  acorn.     We  arc   told   that  I 
we  disseminated  newspapers  such  as  the] 
Irwh  World,  inciting  to  the  commission  f 
of  crime.     I   say  that  not  a  single  Mem- 
lier  of  this  House  was  ever  responsible,  I 
and    it    cannot    now    be    alleged    that  I 
he    was    responsible,    for    sending    out  I 
J  I,      single     copy     of    that     newspaper. 
The   Irish    World  wiis    distributed    byj 
means  of  its  own  funds,  and  it  was  circu- 
liited    by    its     own    correspondents    in  J 
Ireland.     Not   a   single   copy   lias  been] 
distributed  in  Ireland  by  any  Member  of 
this   House       Indeed,  I  am  not   aware 
that  it  has  even  lieen  suggested  that  the 
Irish  Members  did  distribute  the  paper,! 
and,  therefore,  it  is  unjust  to  allege  that  J 
circulation  as  a  chr^i*ge  jigjiinst  us.     As  ( 
t:3    United   Jrdand   and   the    IrMmant  i 
there    may    be  two  or  three  gentlemen 
amon'^  the  Irish  Members  who  aro  con*j 
cerned  with  those   papers  as  editors  or] 
shareholders  ;  but  it  must  in  fairness  be  I 
borne   in   mind   that  the    objectionable  ( 
writings    t^)    which    exception  has  been 
taken  were  appearing  at  tlie  very  time 
when  tJie  Tory   Party  concluded  a  com- 
\yv:t   with    Irish  Members,  and  I  hold, 
tliercfore,  that  by  their  own  action,   that 
Party    is    now    debarred  from  a  penal 
finding  against  the  Irish  Members  in  re- 
gard to  those  articles.     I  would  coucluddJ 
my  argument  on  this  part  of  the  case  by| 
p  anting  out  that  in  the  Crimes  Act  oil 
1885    ther.?    was  a     clause     expresslj 
directed  againist  the  circulation  of  such ' 
objectionable    articles   and   newspapers, 
and  yet,  with  full  knowledge  of  the  pul> 
lications,   the    Tory    Party    deliberately 
allowed  the  Act  ta  expire.     It  is  next  J 
stated  against  us  that  we  have  accepted^ 
subscriptions  from  America.     Well,  the 
op? ration   of    your     English  Liws    has 
driven  the  Irish  people  out  of  Ireland. 
Whilst  we   have   only    Bvg  millions    of, 
people  at  home,  there  are  25  millions  of 
Irish    people    scattered   throughout  the 
world ;   and  are  five-sixths  *of  the  Irish 
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race  to  be  debarred  from  assisting  by 
subscriptions  of  money  the  cause  of 
liberty  in  their  native  land  ?  Such  a  con- 
tention is  monstrous — it  is  applying  to 
the  Irish  Party  a  rule  which  has  never 
yet  been  applied  to  any  political  party. 
Have  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Ar- 
magh and  his  friends  made  a  category  of 
people  who  shall  or  shall  not  subscribe 
to  the  Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union  ?  I  have 
never  heard  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Membar  has  made  it  a  rule  that  one 
class  of  persons  shall  not  subscribe. 
Rather,  I  think,  his  grievance  is  that  no 
class  of  persons  will  subscribe.  Perhaps 
he  would  like  to  have  some  of  the  money 
of  the  Clan-na-gael,  and  I  say  deliberately 
that  the  Clan-na-gael  might  do  worse 
than  send  money  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
G^entleman,  for  in  a  way  he  does  not 
know  himself  he  is  a  real  friend  to 
Ireland.  How  is  it  possible  for  the 
leaders  of  the  Irish  movement  to  discri- 
minate in  such  cu'cumstances  between 
those  who  are  members  of  a  Secret 
Society  and  those  who  are  not  ?  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  English  people  will 
condemn  the  Irish  Party  because  they 
receive  the  money  referred  to,  especially 
when  they  remember  that  this  money  is 
subscribed  with  the  hope  that  it  will 
bring  about  the  success  of  the  Constitu- 
tional movement,  though,  it  may  be,  some 
of  the  subscribars  have  greater  faith  in 
an  appeal  to  force.  Against  one  of  the' 
findings  of  the  Judges  I  protest  empha- 
tically— that  in  which  they  find  that  the 
respondents  made  payments  to  persons 
injured  in  the  commission  of  crime.  I 
also  protest  against  the  manner  in  which 
several  other  findings — such,  for  instance, 
as  that  of  circulating  objectionable  news- 
papers and  receiving  subscriptions  from 
America — have  been  made generaVagainst 
the  whole  65  Irish  Members,  hj  the 
operation  of  the  law  of  conspiracy.  Some 
of  those  men  were  never  members  of  the 
Land  League  and  never  received  a  penny 
of  the  money ;  nay,  further,  some  of 
them  did  not  enter  political  life  until 
years  after  the  acts  alleged ;  and  is  it 
common  fairness,  I  would  ask,  to  charge 
men  who  did  not  enter  the  movement  till 
1885  or  1886  with  responsibility  for  acts 
done  in  1880-1  ?  As  to  the  payment  of 
money  to  persons  injured  in  the  com- 
mission of  crime,  that  charge  against  the 
65  Members  rests  on  one  solitary  case. 
There  was  a  second  case,  but  it  was  found 


on  inquiry  that  this  one  consisted  of 
some  assistance  granted  to  the  distressed 
families  of  two  or  three  men  who  were 
imprisoned  on  a  charge  of  which  they 
were  found  to  be  innocent  and  were 
acquitted.  That  case,  therefore,  falls 
through  ;  and  the  one  solitary  cas3  on 
which  the  finding  is  based  is  the  payment 
made  upon  Timothy  Horan's  letter.  And 
what  are  the  circumstances  of  that 
grant?  On  the  1st  of  October, 
1881,  at  a  time  of  hurry  and  conftision, 
on  the  day  before  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  was  arrested,  and  when 
the  suppression  of  the  League  was 
momentarily  expected,  the  grant  was 
made.  The  letter  appears  to  refer  to  the 
case  of  some  men  who  had  been  shot  and 
who  required  medical  attendance,  but 
there  is  a  clause  in  it  that  the  grant 
should  be  sent  to  the  writer  or  to  the 
local  clergy.  Now,  I  had  been  in  the 
office  of  the  League  from  the  beginning 
of  May  to  the  end  of  September,  when 
my  health  utterly  broke  down  through 
overwork  and  anxiety,  and  I  confess 
that  if  the  letter  had  come  to  my  notice 
I  should  have  sent  to  the  local  clergy. 
If  it  had  been  made  to  appear  that  the 
application  had  any  relation  to  crime  it 
would  never  have  been  granted.  *It 
should  be  remembered,  too,  that  the  time 
was  at  the  height  of  what  was  known  in 
Ireland  as  the  buckshot  regime,  when 
men  were  being  continually  bayonetted 
or  shot  at  evictions,  and  the  men  who 
were  shot  on  these  occasions  were  un- 
willing to  reveal  their  identity  because,  - 
although  they  might  have  done  no  actual 
crime,  they  knew  they  were  liable  to 
prosecution  by  the  police.  I  repeat  that 
had  I  been  able  to  attend  the  office  at 
the  time,  the  grant  would  never  have 
been  made  unless  it  had  been  made  clear 
that  it  had  no  relation  to  crime.  That 
was  the  principle  on  which  the  League 
was  carried  on ;  the  fact  that  only  one 
soHtary  case  can  be  found  proves  it,  and 
I  contend  that  it  is  unjust  to  base  a 
charge  against  the  whole  of  the  65  Irish 
Members — many  of  whom  had  no  know- 
ledge of  the  matter — on  this  letter.  The 
finding  would  never  have  been  passed 
but  for  this  •  solitary  charge.  The 
Judges  complain  that  Mr.  Pamell 
refused  to  allow  the  agents  of  the 
Tim£s  to  inspect  his  accounts  at 
Paris.  Had  he  been  foolish  enough  to  do 
so  he  would  have  told  the  Tory  Party  at 
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onoe  I  low  mncli  nirmey  he  liad  to  fight 
the  next  General  Election  witli.  That  is 
a  little  too  laxich  to  expect.  The  Judges 
filso  compltiin  of  the  paucity  of  bnolcR 
nnd  rjcordfi  produced.  The  respond,  tits 
brought  before  the  Judges  nil  the  l>ooks 
In  th^ir  procarement.  The  Housj  liag 
lioard  the  hon.  Member  for  Fermaiiagli 
elialleng/d  and  his  reply  doubted  alx>ut 
the  transfer  of  eerti^tin  books  from 
Ii\'ltind,  We  have  been  told  ahrjut  a  big 
l)fix  of  books  taken  from  Ireland  and 
brjught  to  England,  tuul  that  the  box  and 
the  books  were  never  seen  again.  Will 
it  b:^  believed  that  this  box  with  thebf>r»ks 
was  in  the  Court  all  the  time  if  Tliere 
weri  64  V»ooks,  two  for  each  county  in  Ire* 
laud,  Tfiey  were  brought  to  England  in 
the  hop :^  that  the  organisation  might  b»> 
carried  on  here,  and  such  little  interest 
had  any  one  in  destroying  the  r:^eords 
that  th3  whole  of  them  were  produced  in 
Court,  and  left  there  in  the  same  biix 
iu  which  they  were  brought  from  Ireland. 
The  witness  Phillijis,  upon  whom  the 
Jurlges  depended  a  great  deal  in  this  mat- 
ter, was  an  Englishman,  and  had  served 
in  the  British  Army.  Ho  was  a  mau  who 
hati  no  sympathy  with  the  League  and 
wa-H  engaged  simply  jis  a  clerk.  The 
oiRcials  of  the  League  knew  that  he  was 
an  Englishman  and  that  ho  had  bc^en  in 
the  Army,  and  yet  he  was  allowed  to 
t-ike  away  the  books  and  documents  to  his 
house  and  keep  them  there.  The 
Attorney  General  did  not  call  attention 
to  that  fact,  nor  to  the  fact  that  when 
cr«>ss-examined  Phillips  said  that  no  one 
from  fir.st  to  last  bad  even  suggested  to 
him  to  destroy  a  document,  and  that  in 
all  the  documL^nts  he  did  not  see  one 
illegal  entry  or  illegal  payment.  Be  it 
oliiierved  that  PhilH[m  was  something 
more  than  a  clerk :  he  was  in 
charge  of  the  bcxiks  and  was 
bound  t*i  know  what  was  in  them. 
The  entries  were  made  by  Phillips,  and 
were  not  the  act  of  any  of  us  connected 
with  the  League.  Why  did  the  Judges, 
in  basing  this  serious  finding  on  a  single 
case,  omit  to  advert  to  the  fact  that  the 
agents  of  the  TltneH  had  every  political 
letter  written  by  Mr.  Parnell  and  the 
reply  over  a  course  of  10  years  ?  Is  there 
a  politician  on  the  Treasury  Bench  who 
could  [jroduce  before  a  Special  Commi.s- 
fiion  ev^er}'  lett:'r  he  has  written  upon 
pditics  and  every  reply  he  has  received 
iuf  10  years,  and  then  come  out  of  the 
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ordeal   as  safely  as  the  hem.  Memlier  fo 
Cork  has  done?     Why  have  the  Judged 
omitted  to  remark  the   fact  that  M  th^ 
National    League   lx««ks   were  prfKlnced  1 
The  National  League  covered  s?ven  year 
out  of  the  nine,  and  every  letter  received 
every   cheque-block,  every  book,   everj 
scrap  of   paper   fi*om   beginning  to   end 
has    been    prod  need,    and    after     thes 
records    have  been  examined  as  with 
microscope   they  cnuld   not  be  made 
matter  of  comment.     There  remains  thd 
English  liiind   League.     The  right  hoQ| 
Member  for  Bury  has  made  a  suggestion 
in  his  speech  which,  for  my  own  part, ! 
wi'l  not  chanvcterise  at  all.  becftuse  I  fee 
that  I  could  not  do  so  within  the  bonnd^ 
of    Parliamentary   language.     The  rigll 
lion.  Gentleman   has  said  that  if  a  ha 
had  been  produced — which  is  missing  by 
no  fault   of  the   respondents — it    might 
have  sho>m  that  Frank  Byrne  had  ma 
payments  of  money  to  Invincibles.     Uo 
the  Member  for  Bury  accept  the  R«jx>r 
of  the  Judges  ?     Does  he   still  mean   tO 
insinuate    guilt?     Does    he    mean    that 
Frank    Byrne    did   m^ke    payments 
League      money     to      Invincibles     an^ 
made    an     entry    of     this    and     ever 
case,     and    that    these     entries     cm 
to  the  knowledge    of    the    respond L»nt 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  tha 
suggestion  on  the  faith  of  a  witness  wh«*i| 
he  has  not  named,  and  why  ?  That  witnc^ 
is  a  man  who  has  been  three  times  coij 
vjcted  —  in     his     youth     for     highwa 
robliery;  then    for   participation    in    th| 
attempt   to   assassinate    Judge    Lawsoil 
then  for  complicity  in  the  Phcenix  Pari 
murders.      That  m  the  witness  on  whom 
the  Memlier   for  Bnry   relies.      I    have 
only  to  add  that  the   evidence   of  that 
infamous  witness  has  been   rejected   bi 
the  Judges.     I  have  now  gone   over  tli 
adverse  findings,  and  have  stated  wdiat J 
consider    lias    been    the  justification  fd 
what  has  been  done.     If  the  GovernmeE 
say  with   reference  to  the  charges  whic 
have  l>ecu  proved  against  the  Irish  Men 
bers  that  they  have  not  l>eun  jnstitied  by 
the  circumstances  of  Ireland    and   cou 
doned  by  the  action   of  the  (iovernmen 
itself,  then   I  say  that  we  have  culpabli 
broken   the  law,  and  it  is  the    duty 
the     Government    to    vindicate    it. 
challenge  them  tJi  vindicate  it.    They  at 
tlie    guardians    of    the    honour  of   tb 
House.       If   the    Irish    Members    hav 
violated,  I  vrill  not  merely  say  law,  but 
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even  honour,  let  the  Government  prose- 
cute us.     Why  does  not  the  Government 
prosecute  us  ?     Is  it  because  they  know 
that  no  jury  in  Great  Britain  or  Ireland 
would  give  its  finding  upon  these  matters 
of  political  conduct  without  having  re- 
gard to  the  necessities  of  the  case  which 
have  driven  us  into  these  acts,  to  the 
condonation  given  to  them  by  the  Go- 
vernment   itself,   and  to    the   valuable 
legislative   results  which   have   accrued 
from  our  action  ?     The  Government  are 
afraid,    because    they    fancy    that    the 
country  might  raise  the   cry  that  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  should  also  go  into 
the  dock  as  accessories  in  the  first  d^ree. 
But  if  the  Government  do  not  wish  to 
prosecute  us,  why  do  they  not  expel  us  ? 
The    Government    say   that    the    Irish 
Party  intimidates  Ireland ;  they  speak 
of  us  as  lawless  men  who  have  banded 
ourselves    together    to    put   an  end   to 
freedom   of  action   in   that   unfortunate 
country.      But    Ireland    has    now   free 
voting ;  let  the  Government  send  us  back 
to    our   constituents,  and   let  them  see 
whether     the     men    whose     lives     are 
terrorized   under   our   evil   system  will 
again   return   us   to   this   House.      The 
comicality   of    the   whole   situation   has 
developed  into  this — there  are  65  of  the 
respondents,  and  not  even  against  five  of 
these   have   the    Government    dared   to 
offer  a  candidate.     If  you  expel  us  we 
shall  either  come  back  on  re-election,  or 
if  we    do    not,   and    some    of    us    may 
not  care  about  it,   we  shall  send   back 
men     as     good     as    ourselves,     though 
perhaps     less     agreeable     to     you,    and 
w3      veterans      can      usefully      occupy 
ourselves     in      preparing      the     paoplj 
of   Great  Britain,  showing  the   way   in 
which  they  should   give    you   a   warm 
reception    when    you    dissolve.      With 
regard  to  the;findings  which  are  in  favour 
of  the  respondents,  1  have  a  few  words 
to  say.     Thes3  findings  relate  to  charges 
of   treason  and  murder.      I  think  that 
the    House    hardly   realises    the    truth 
about   these    charges.      I   myself   have 
found  it  hard  to  realise  that  such  charges 
could  be  brought  by  civilised  men  and 
by  what  has  been  once  a  great  journal ; 
a  journal  which  has  once  before  defamed 
Irish    Representatives,    and    was    then 
found  to  have  made  calumnious  charges 
against  them — charges  which  I  think  it 
will  not  live  to  make  a  third  time,  or,  at 
all   events,  if  it  does   no  one  will   be 
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foolish      enough      to      believe      them 
What  are  the  charges  with  relation  to 
murder?       They    are    that     the    Irish 
Members  were  in  concert  with  murder- 
ers,  that   they  instigated  murder,    met 
murderers  in  secret  conclave,  suggested 
murders,  and  knew  what  murders  these 
men  were  going  to  commit,  and  that  they 
paid  them  to  commit  murders,  being,  as 
the   Attorney   General  has   put  it,   too 
busy  to  do  it  themselves.      Was  ever  a 
series  of  viler  or  more  damnable  crimes 
imputed  to  the  most  infamous  criminals 
without  a  particle  of  evidence  ?     A  mean 
and  shabby  attempt  has   been  made  to 
show    that  a    finding    being  disproved 
merely    means    that    it    is  not  proved. 
But  what  does  "disprove"  mean?     It 
means  that  at  least  primd  facie  evidence 
of  the  charge  had  been  brought ;   how 
were  we  to  disprove  that  with  regard  to 
which   there  was  no  primd  facie  case  ? 
But  of  these  terrible  charges,  such,  for 
instance,  as  that  Mr.  Parnell  knew  that 
Boyton    and    Sheridan     had     organised 
crime,  the  Judges  found  that  there  was 
no    evidence.      The     omission    on    the 
part    of    the    Judges     to    discuss    the 
evidence  is  a  proof  that  no  evidence  had 
been  given  on  these  charges,  because  in 
the    other    charges    wher^    they     find 
evidence  they  discuss  it.     Now  I  come  to 
the  last  and  strongest  argument  why  the 
Amendment   of  the   right  hon.   Gentle- 
man fche  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  should 
be  accepted.      I   have   shown   that  the 
Tory  Party  are  now  bound  to  make  restitu- 
tion ;  that  they  have  played  with  loaded 
dice.     I  have   said  that  there  is  grave 
cause   to    suspect    the    Government    of 
being  concerned  in  a  plot  by  means  of 
subornation      to     perjury      to      make 
false      charges       appear       true.        We 
have       a      primd     facie     case.       We 
kijow  that  a  sub-inspector  of  police  in 
Ireland  threatened  to  prosecute  a  boy  for 
an  offence  unless  he  .would  consent  to 
serve  the  Times.     From  their  Secretary 
in  Whitehall  down  to  the  police  constable 
in    a    remote    station    in    Ireland    the 
Government  have  strained  every  nerve  to 
establish  false  charges  in  this  case  against 
us.     What  more  could  they  have  done 
had  this  been  a  grave  State  proBCcntion, 
involving  such  a  charge  as  the  dethrone- 
ment of  the  Sovereign  ?  Now,  I  am  about 
to  bring  before  the  House  some  further 
points  of  evidence.      There   has  been  a 
man  in  London  named  Maurice  Collins, 
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wlio,  accord iag  to  the  statement  in 
Fameditin  and  Crime  —  tliough  bo 
evidence  has  ever  been  ^ven  with  regard 
toliim — has  been  stated  to  have  been  made 
the  sheaths  of  the  knives  used  in  the 
Phwuix  Piirk  murders,  This  man  has 
written  to  say  that  on  March  5,  1887, 
two  inspectors  of  police  called  on  him, 
after  going  to  various  people  to  find  out 
where  he  was ;  that  they  had  gone  to  a 
Father  Connor  to  find  kim,  saying  that 
they  bad  some  money  to  piy  to  Collins. 
Aftar  some  conversation  turiiing  on  the 
Aand  League,  the  inspectoi-s  told  CoUins 
that  they  wanted  him  to  find  out  flhiut 
A  man  named  Kearney*  and  they  would 
pay  him  well  ;  that  his  own  party  had 
done  nothing  for  him,  but  that  now  was 
the  time  to  make  money  if  he  would  do 
what  they  wanted.  On  Mai*ch  7  they 
gave  Collins  £\  and  told  him  to  make 
an  appointment  with  them.  They  mot 
again  on  the  12  th,  when  the  Timetf  was 
mentioned, and  he  was  asked  to  give  infor- 
mation about  the  League  ;  again,  on  the 
18tli,  when  Collins  was  asked  by  them 
what  the  relations  w^ere  of  Byrne  to 
Qainn.  and  so  on,  until  June  1^,  wlien 
finally  the  police  pronounced  him  a 
rogue  and  a  swindler,  whose  inten- 
tion was  to  deceive  Scotland  Yard, 
I  pass  now  to  Ireland.  I  have  hero  a 
letter  from  R.  Mullen,  an  officer  of  the 
Irish  police  who  has  now  been  promoted 
to  the  post  of  insp:?ctor.  It  h  addressed 
to  Mr.  Patrick  Lavin,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 
The  writer  says— 

**  If  you  will  let  mo  have  nny  letters  you 
have  from  Mr.  Parnell,  or  anything  els«  yoa 
m«y  have  of  the  punt,  I  guarantee  your  name 
will  never  he  mentioned,  and  I  further 
guarantee  I  will*  bo  the  means  of  puttiniJ  you 
on  your  feet,  no  persoD  knowing  anything  of  it 
but  you  and  L*' 

So  much  for  the  conduct  of  Ihe  Govern- 
ment  towards  people  out  of  prison  ;.  I 
now  come  to  their  conduct  towards 
prisonern.  Here  is  a  letter  from  the 
convict  Patrick  Xally,  convictod  in  con* 
nectioiv  with  what  is  kaown  as  the  Mayo 
conspiracy  (msf?.  I  may  say  that  in  his 
part  of  the  country  a  strong  conviction 
itf  hia  innocence  prevails.  A  visit  to 
Nally  in  prison  was  made  by  Mr, 
Thompson,  the  ngent  of  the  Times. 
Nally  snys  that  when  Thompson  called 
he  was  not  told  who  it  was  wanted  to  see 
him  but  was  bidden  by  the  prison  warder 
to  follow  him  to  the  room  where 
Thompson  was.  Thompson  produced  a 
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letter  from  a  relative  of  the  prisoner's, 
and  said  that  Davitt  spoke  very  ill  of  the 
prisoner.  Nally  said  he  did  not  believe 
a  woid  of  it.  Thompson's  next  move 
was  against  Mr,  Pamell,  and  finally  he 
came  to  his  degrading  offer.     He  said — 

"  I  am  in  a  position  to  offer  you  liberty  and 
you  .shitU  be  well  rew&rded  if  you  ooosent  to 
serve  the  Zimn,^* 

The  Titm»  might  make  an  offer  of 
fortnne  on  its  own  Iselmlf.  It  could  not 
make  an  oSer  of  liberty  except  by 
collusion  with  the  Government,  Do 
they  admit  that  collusion  1  If  they  do, 
I  say  that  they,  and  not  w*e,  are  the 
traitors,  because  they  have  prostituted 
the  noblest  prerogative  uf  the  Crawn, 
the  prerogative  of  mercy,  for  the  purpose 
of  producing  strife  between  the  Parties 
in  this  House  and  strife  between  the 
races  of  this  Empire,  If  they  deny  it, 
then  I  affirm  it  still,  for  I  am  ready  to 
prove  it.  I  call  for  an  inquiry.  We 
shall  continue,  until  we  obtain  it»  to 
insist  upon  an  inquisition  to  prove  this 
villainous  corispirat!y  to  the  core.  Thoi 
writer  of  the  letter  goes  on  to  say  he  felt 
like  a  savage  ready  to  strangle  or  brain- 
his  interviewer,  who  finally  said — 

*•  Lot  ua  undersUnd ;  will  the  promise  df 
reward  or  Iho  feiir  of  punishment  get  you  to 
speiik  ?  To  which  I  answered,  **  No,  no,  no." 
Mitllett  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Home  Secretary, 
Tihilat  in  MiUbank.  rtjfiirnng  to  our  treatment 
and  to  ThompBon." 

It  would  be  well  if  that  letter  were  pro- 
duced. Obviously  the  object  of  thes© 
proceedings  was  to  get  evidence  in  rela- 
tion to  the  worst  tif  the  false  charges, 
James  Mullett,  who  was  one  of  the  men 
convicted  of  the  Phcenix  Park  murder^ 
has  written  a  letter  in  which  he  says  : — 

**  1  iuppose  you  heard  about  Thompson  whoc 
called  on  me.  I  told  him  to  (j^ive  their  thouianda 
and  hViprty  to  tsomo  scoundrel  who  would^ 
perjure  himself.  1  challen^td  him  to  brio|t 
"me  to  Iho  Court*  and  I  told  him  that  I  woo  Id 
exonerat4j  the  gentlemoD  they  had  the  cb&rgea 
agrtinst/* 

I  have  also  here  a  letter  from  this  man'i 
wife,  and  I  think  it  will  touch  the  hear! 
of  every  man  who  hears  it.  Mrs, 
Mullett  says  a  man  called  on  her  early  in 
February,  saying  he  came  from  Mr 
Soames,  the  solicitor  for  the  Times,  anc 
asked  her  to  use  her  influence  with  hei 
husliand.  He  said  that  if  she  would  d< 
BO  it  would  bo  of  great  benefit  to  her  anc 
her  hasbiiud,  and  that,  in  fact,  his  im- 
prisonment  would  cease,     He  also  sai^ 
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he  had  msntioned  some  things  to  the 
prisoner  which  he  was  aware  the 
prisoner  knew.  This  is  one  waj  of 
getting  evidence.  They  go  to  a  prisoner 
and  tell  him  first  what  they  are  aware 
ho  knows  of  and  then  they  ask  him  to 
swear  it.  Mrs.  Mullett  goes  on  to  say 
that  the  man  said  her  husband  was  very 
indignant,  and  said  it  was  a  lie.  Her 
answer  to  the  request  made  to  her  was 
that,  although  she  was  very  poor  and 
struggling  hard  to  keep  a  home  for  her 
husband,  she  would  not  raise  her  little 
finger  to  cause  him  to  say  what  was 
wanted  if  it  would  give  her  a  million  of 
money.  I  come  now  to  the  case  of 
Delaney,  the  convict,  who  was  put  into 
the  box  by  the  Attorney  General  to 
swear  to  the  truth  of  some  of  the  forged 
letters  and  pave  the  way  for  Pigott.  As 
I  have  said,  Delaney  was  convicted  three 
times.  How  was  his  evidence  procured  ? 
A  gentleman  named  Shannon,  an  'Irish 
solicitor,  not  himself  an  Irish  official, 
but  the  brother  of  a  stipendiary  magis- 
trate in  Iraland,  went  to  the  prison  in 
which  Delaney  was  confined.  Delaney 
had  told  th3  prison  ofticials  that  he  would 
see  no  one  but  an  official  of  the  Crown, 
and  the  prison  officials,  acting  in  collu- 
sion with  Shannon,  introduced  him  as  a 
Crown  official.  Shannon  read  a  paper  to 
Delaney  to  prove  he  was  a  Crown  official. 
Mr.  Shannon  is  the  man  who,  after 
Pigott  had  confessed  the  forgery  in  the 
witness-box,  extracted  from  him,  of 
course  by  a  promise  of  money,  a  false 
affidavit  that  certain  of  the  letters  were 
true,  and  then,  when  Pigott  telegraphed 
from  Madrid  in  a  name  which  had 
evidently  been  agreed  upon  for  the 
purpose,  for  the  fulfilment  of  the  agree- 
ment, Mr.  Shannon  left  the  poor  wretch, 
who  was  the  victim  of  men  as  criminal 
as  himself,  to  die  a  pauper  in  a  foreign 
country,  by  his  own  hand.  Mr.  Shannon, 
besides  r:?presenting  himself  as  a  Crown 
official,  illegally  administered  an  oath, 
and  took  a  statement  from  Delaney,  who 
gave  his  evidenc9  a  month  baforo  Pigott 
was  called.  He  swore  that  eight  of  the 
forged  letters  were  true,  that  Brennan 
was  connected  with  the  Invincibles, 
and  that  Frank  Byrne  noade  a 
payment  to  the  Invincibles.  It 
was  upon  this  evidence,  which  was  re- 
jected by  the  Judges,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James) 
suggested  that  if  a  certain  book  had  been 
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produced  it  might  have  shown  that  thai 
payment  was  made  by  Frank  BjmQ. 
How  was  this  valuable  evidence 
obtained  ?  Here  is  a  letter  written  by 
Delaney,  on  the  5th  of  September  laht 
year,  eight  months  after  he  gave  his 
evidence.  It  is  addressed  to  Doctor 
Carte,  of  the  Royal  Hospital,  Kilmaiu- 
ham.     Delaney  says : — 

*'  I  must  humbly  and  respeotfully  reqneat 
now,  after  my  loDg  years  of  imprisonment, 
that  you  will  see  the  promises  which  ytm 
given  to  me  fulfilled.  All  other  men  who  has 
been  produced  as  Crown  witnesses  was  liberji- 
ted.  I  am  kept  in  prison  now  going  on  seven 
yeard.  You  know  I  have  done  all,  that  any 
man  could  do,  both  given  important  iLforma* 
tion  and  as  a  witness." 

Will  the  House  observe  the  distinction 
between  information  and  evidence  ?  In- 
formation has  in  the  vocabulary  of  this 
man  and  his  employers  a  more  inclusive 
meaning  than  evidence. 

*'  Still  an  exception  is  made  with  me.  I  am 
kept  in  prison  and  persecuted.  I  petitioned 
several  times  and  got  no  reply.  I  never 
thought  the  Government  would  treat  me  in 
such  a  way,  and  that  an  honourable  Gentle- 
man like  you  would  allow  it  after  all  the 
promises  that  you  gave  to  me.  I  have  done  all 
which  you  asked  me  to  do,  and  still  I  am  per- 
secuted, not  only  myself,  but  my  wife  and 
children.  Honourable  Doctor,  all  I  ask  is  that 
}  ou  will  fulfil  the  promises  you  made  to  m«, 
not  Only  for  my  sake,  but  for  the  sake  of  mj 
poor  wife  and  children. 

"lam, 
'*  Your  humble  and  obedient  servant, 

"Pat.  Delaney." 

I  have  now  to  deal  with  Mr.  P.  J. 
Sheridan.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  BLarbcur  Division  of  Dublin  read 
telegrams  which  have  passed  between 
Mr.  Soames  and  his  agents  in  America. 
Those  telegrams  disclosed  three  facts — 
namely,  that  Mr.  Hoare,  British  Consul 
in  New  York,  was  authorised  to  act 
by  the  Foreign  OflGice  I  presume,  bjb 
purveyor  and  agent  for  the  Tim£s ;  that 
Mr.  Soames  was  at  one  time  arranging  to 
give  an  enormous  bribe  to  a  man  whom 
the  Times  had  itself  accused ;  and  that 
long  after  Pigott 's  confession,  and  certainly 
one  month  after  his  death,  Mr.  Soamef, 
acting  under  the  advice  of  counsel,  w«us 
conducting  negotiations  in  America  ia 
the  vain  hope  of  proving  the  forged 
letters.  The  Attorney  General  says  that 
was  in  relation  to  a  civil  action. 
Whether  it  was  in  relation  to  a  civdl 
acfcion  or  not  the  telegrams  referr^ 
P  2 
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a^in  and  again  to  the  Commission,  and 
ono  said — 

*'  Court  haa  adjourned  for  aii  weeks  ;  come 
baok  at  once.'* 

The  Times  and  the  learned  Gentleman 
a-rgue  tUat  it  Tvas  the  duty  of  the  Times^ 
if  possible,  U)  bring  Sheridan  intt^  Court* 
I  do  not  question  that,  but  we  have  to 
inquira  what  they  wanted  Sheridan  to 
swear.  I  have  In  ray  hand  an  affidavit 
made  by  Sheridan  on  May  28,  1889. 
Sheridan  was  sought  out  by  the  agent 
Kir  by,  and  I  have  no  reason  to  doubt 
his  statement,  because  observe  if  his 
bribed  evidence  was  good  enougli  for  the 
Commission,  his  unbribed  evidence  is 
certainly  good  enough  for  this  House. 
Shoridi^n  swears — 

**  DiirinR"  ontt  of  our  interviewB  Mr.  Kirby 
told  nnj  that  he  waa  recommended  by  Sir 
Charlea  Tiipper,  A.^ent  General  for  CandH,  and 
that  when  lu^t  in  EngUnd  he  had  met  I>ord 
Saliflbury,  who  was  anxious  to  know  from  him 
how  he  WAB  pro^ri'isdug;  with  bis  Oimmission 
iroin  iho  Tumji^  in  America." 

The  inquiry  was  given  to  us  to  clear  our 
reputation,  but  Lord  Salisbury  ap- 
peared to  be  so  anxious  on  the  incrimi- 
nated Members'  account^  that  he  could 
not  wait  for  the  evidence  Uy  be  given  in 
Court,  but  must  hold  private  conference 
with  this  spy.  [Cries  of  ^^^oJ^^  Some 
hon.  Member  S9ems  to  doubt  the  |>roba' 
bility  of  this.  Loi*d  Salisbury  is  an  un- 
common Prime  Minister.  Hia  relations 
with  some  individuals'are  unprecedented. 
I  eertiinly  never  hcfird  vi  a  Prime 
Minister  who  took  into  his  personal 
management  the  conduct  of  a  Xewgate 
case.  1  have  here  a  letter  from  Lord 
Salisbury  to  Pigott.  It  is  written  on  the 
paper  of  the  Foreign  Office,  and  is  dated 
from  Hatfield  House,  It  wojs  apparently 
written  long  after  the  forgeries,  long 
after  the  publication  of  Parnellisjn  and 
Crime.,  and  the  most  curious  part  of  the 
matter  is  that  the  letter  is  marked  by 
the  word  "  private.**  [Cries  o/"Read/*] 
Patience,  give  me  an  inquiry  by  a  Select 
Committee,  and  I  shall  satiate  with 
reading  even  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston.)  What,  I  fwk, 
was  the  nature  of  the  relations  which 
necessitated  private  communications 
and  intercourse  between  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  forger?  The  count»*y 
will  ask  the  question,  and  will  ex- 
pect an  answer.  The  Civil  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Ash  mead -Bartlett) 
Mr.  S^ion 


^^ 
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whom  I  see  smiling,  was  ce^tv^inly  more 
sagacious  than  his  chief — ^though  that 
may  not  appear  from  his  public  speeches — 
in  his  dealings  with  Pigott,  because  when 
Richard  Pigott  sent  to  the  Civil  Lord 
some  rev^4ations  for  his  paper  called 
Eutjlaml^  the  Civil  Lord  sent  to 
Pigott  one  sovereign,  possibly  two,  and 
when  Pigott  waxed  wroth  at  the  meagre- 
ness  of  the  remuneration^  the  Civil  Lord 
urbanely  replied  that  such  stuff  as  that 
was  usually  given  for  nothing.  But  1 
have  wandered  from  the  affidavit  of 
Sheridan.  What  did  Kirhy  say  to 
Sheridan  ? — 

"  Kirhy  informed  mo  that  the  Times  people 
did    not    think    that    I    w&a    a    cheap    man* 

*  Come  over  to  London,*  he  said,  '  and  name 
your  own  price.'  I  told  Kirhy  to  go  beck 
and  tell  his  frienda  that  thi*y  had  not  gold 
enough  to  boy  me,  even  if  1  bad  any  secrets 
t[>  BoU,  wh  ch  I  had  not." 

Kirby  went  back,  and  sail  he  had  carte 
6(f/uir/it:  from  the  Times  to  close  with  him 
at  any  price,     Sheridan  slid — 

'•  I  bad  thonpr^fc  a  Sfood  deal  on  the 
jei*t  of  thin  6 rat  interview  when  I  saw  K 
again^  and  I  had  determined  to  j^et  aa  niach 
itjfarniation  from  him  as  I  could,  and  in  fool 
him  and  hta  employers.  Therefore,  I  an* 
nonnced  a  change  in  my  views,  and  was 
asked  by  him  to  name  my  price.  I  aaked, 
'Wdl  t'tte  Tiutes  p^y  «i*e  $100,000?'  i*nd 
Kirby  replied,  *  Yeii,  pn>vided  your  evidence 
^ives  BatiafBction.  You  will  be  paid  the 
anionnt  withia  an  honr  after  yonr  examina- 
tion cIofte«.*  '  What/  said  I»  *  wotild  yuii 
cousid'^r  SHtigfiictory  evidence?'  '     He  repbed, 

*  The  Timr*  want  Hvi'^enro  to  the  e^ect  tl»at 
Parnell  wan  a  parry  tn  the  Pbcenix  Park 
rnurdem/  *  Your  evidence  will  aBaiir«  for  y^n 
fortnne,  and  name,  and  tbo  fall  protaction 
of  the  Govern inent/  I  said^  '  la  the  Govern- 
ment aidiuif  the  T\mi*H  nnd  piiyiner  ita  ex- 
penses?'' *  Not  as  a  Government,'  he  re- 
plied, *  bnt  as  Individ nulB.'  I  anjyrifcsted  ihe 
advisability  of  my  bettii^  poar.ed  up  in  the 
evidene*^  to  bo  given  by  other  ^iinefl^es  m 
order  that  mine  ahonld  be  corroborative,  or 
at  any  rate  not  Of>ntradicfcory.  In  reply,  be 
aaid  '  that  a  aerios  of  qQeiitiona  and  the 
Answers  to  Ihem  wonld  be  prepared  by  Mr* 
Soanies  as  soon  as  he  g-ot  back  to  London, 
after  which  he  wa«  to  retnm  with  them,  and 
perfect  his  arrangementa-'  " 

AThen  Kirby  was  in  London,  it  appears 
he  asked  Mr.  Soames  where  he  hiid  got 
the  information  that  Sheridan  hnd  ofiei^d 
to  give  evidence,  as  no  such  statement 
was  contained  in  Sheridan's  oifidavit. 
Mr.  Soames  replied  that  he  had  purposely- 
refrained  from  reading  the  report  of  hia 
a^etit.  Before  giving  evidence,  Sheridap 
went  on  to  aay— » 
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**  Aftur  some  hesitation,  Kirby  consented 
to  my  torms,  and  eaid  he  could  speak  for 
both  the  Times  and  the  Government  in  ac- 
cepting them.  On  May  21,  Kirby  again 
called  at  my  ranche,  and  arranged  that  he 
would  pay  £10,000  for  my  wife.  •  Bemember,' 
he  said,  *  It  is  for  your  wife,  and  you  will  be 
able  to  state  on  the  stand — [that  is  the 
American  phrase  for  witness-box] --that  you 
have  received  no  money  for  giving  evidence.*  '* 

Here  we  have  the  eminent  solicitor 
for  the  Times  J  advised  by  counsel, 
arranging  through  his  agent  that  a 
witness  should  commit,  perjury  in  Court 
by  swearing  that  he  had  received  no 
money  for  his  evidence,  when  his  wife 
had  received  £10,000  on  his  behalf  and, 
of  cours3,  substantially  for  him.  The 
whole  thing  was  an  infamous  and 
scandalous  business  from  first  to  last. 
This  is  the  visiting  card  which  Kirby 
presented  Mr.  J.  T.  Birch,  a  gentleman 
who  came  from  the  office  of  Mr.  St.  John 
Wontner,  a  solicitor  often  employed  by  the 
Treasury,  presented  his  card  to  Sheridan 
and  asked  him  to  repeat  the  nature  of 
the  contract  between  him^  and  Kirby, 
and  to  state  how  far  his  evidence  could 
ba  corroborated  by  the  documentary 
evidence  in  his  possession.  This  he 
refused  to  do.  Is  not  this  an  infamous 
•  story  ?  The  evidence  that  he  was  to 
give  was  suggested,  and  an  enormous 
bribe  was  offered.  And  the  Attorney 
General  states  that  the  negotiations  were 
wound  up  liecause  they  had  no  cor- 
roboration of  Sheridan's  evidence.  [The 
ATroRXEY  General  signifies  assent.]  That 
means  that  in  the  middle  of  1889  they 
had  no  evidence  whatever  on  a  mortal 
and  deadly  charge  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork,  which  the  Attorney 
General  pledged  himself  to  prove  in 
1887.  Tie  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's pledge  will  not  in  future  be  worth 
a  farthing  in  any  political  pawn  office  in 
the  country.  1  have  a  few  words  to  say 
relative  to  the  finding  against  my  friend 
Mr.  Davitt.  It  was  charged  that  Mr. 
Davitt  had  been  a  Fenian,  and  had  been 
convicted  as  such.  Mr.  Davitt  has  never 
denied  it,  and  everyone  in  the  country 
knew  it.  If  anything  could  prove  the 
salutary  character  of  the  movement 
inspired  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
and  lifted  into  the  region  of  Imperial 
action  and  policy  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
it  is  the  iadt  that  the  movement  has 
brought  a  man  like  Mr.  Davitt — a  man 


of  his  rare  gifts  and  justly  great  influence 
with  the  people  for  whom  he  has 
suffered — out  of  the  dark  ways  of  con- 
spiracy into  the  open  highway  of  Consti- 
tutionalism. Let  the  House  listen  to  the 
last  words  of  Mr.  Davitt  before  the  Com- 
mission— words  which  no  man  in  Court 
heard  without  emotion.     He  said  : — 

"  I  can  only  say  that  I  represent  the  work- 
ing classes  of  my  country  here  as  I  did  in  the 
Land  League  movement,  and  I  know  that 
they  feel  as  I  do — that  no  matter  how  bitter 
past  memoiies  have  rankled  in  our  hearts,  no 
matter  how  much  we  have  suffered  in  the  pa^c 
in  our  persons  or  in  our  country's  cause,  no 
matter  bow  fiercely  some  of  us  have  fought 
against  and  denouoced  the  injustice  of  alien 
Goveroment.  I  know  that  before  a  feeling  of 
kindness  aod  of  good-will  on  the  part  of  the 
people  of  EuglaDd,  Scotland,  and  Wales,  and  a 
belief  in  their  awakening  sense  of  justice 
towards  Lrelacd,  all  distruRt  and  opposition 
and  bitter  recollections  will  die  out  of  the 
Irish  heart,  and  the  Anglo-Irish  strife  will 
terminate  for  ever  when  landlordism  and 
Castle  rule  are  destroyed  by  Great  Britain's 
sensQ  of  reason  and  of  right." 

Now,  Sir,  I  want  to  draw  a  little  moral, 
and  I  propose  to  contrast  thtse  words 
with  the  words  of  a  Unionist  partisan 
and  pamphleteer,  contained  in  a  letter 
addressed  to  P.  J.  Sheridan  by  Mr. 
William  Henry  Hulbert,  who  has  done 
yeoman  service  to  his  Party  as  a  knight 
of  the  pen.  Mr.  Soames  stated  that  Mr. 
Hulbert  had  said  he  had  seen  a  letter 
like  the  /ac  simile  letter  in  the  posses- 
sion of  P.  J.  Sheridan.  The  letter  was 
dated  12,  Southwell  Gardens,  Cromwell 
Road,  April  6,  1889,  and  contained  the 
following — 

"  I  do  not  know  how  far  or  how  accurately 
the  proceedings  taking  place  now  before  what 
is   called   the    Parnell    Cummisbiun   may    be 

reportt'd    in    America If    your 

lecol'eetion  of  the  interesting  couver'tation  I 
had  with  you  in  my  office  in  New  Voik  iu 
1883  is  as  vivid  as  mine,  you  will  quite 
understand  the  impulse  which  prompts  me 
now  to  iovite  your  serious  attention  to  the 
elaborate  effortn  which  are  now  being  mude 
herii  to  convert  Parliameutary  Paroellism  fioiu 
an  Irish  aod  revolutionary  into  a  British  aud 
Radical  organisation." 

Mr.  Davitt,  the  Fenian,  is  willing  to 
testify  that  he  would  strain  every  nerve 
to  put  an  end  to  the  distrust  and  dissen- 
sion between  the  English  and  Irish 
peoples,  whilst  this  Unionist  partisan 
and  pamphleteer  endeavours  to  consort 
and  conspire  with  a  man  whom  his 
Party  denounced  as  a  murderer,  in  order 
to  keep  the  Irish  people  still  in  the  wr^  s 
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of  rebellion  aud  conspiracy,  and  to 
prevonfc  them  from  turnings  into  the 
paths  of  Constitutionalism.  The  policy 
of  the  Unionist  Party,  I  pronounce,  is  to 
OFeate  distrust  in  England  and  disuSec- 
tion  in  Ireland  in  order  that  by  dissension 
they  may  rule.  Bat  the  people  of  Engr 
land  and  Ireland  arii  now  determined  to 
be  friendly.  They  are  resolved  to  be 
mutually  helpful  to  each  other.  They 
have  the  will,  and  they  see  the  way. 
And,  in  spite  of  conspiracy,  wherever  it 
may  be,  either  on  the  Treasury  Bench  or 
in  the  Clan-na-Gael,  they  will  effect  their 
object.  The  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  is  a  Motion  calculated 
to  perpetuate  ill-feeling  between  Parties  in 
the  House,  and  what  is  still  more  serious, 
to  perpetuate  strife  between  the  nations 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  between  the 
British  and  Irish  races  throughout  the 
British  Empire.  What  more  could  be 
said  against  it?  But,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  greatest  Englishman  of  our  age  hits 
appealed,  by  hiis  Amendment,  to  his  own 
countrymen,  not  to  the  Irish  people,  to  do 
an  act  of  manifest  and  simple  aud  un- 
deniable justice,  even  though  tardy,  to  a 
bjdy  of  men  who  have  to  sit  among  you 
here,  who  are  the. represent  itives  in  the 
Housa  of  another  people,  and  who  In 
this  case  have  been  caluraniously  and  most 
foully  accused.  Will  you  tikf?  the 
opportunity  which  the  greatest  of  living 
Englishmen  offers  1  If  you  frankly  take 
it.  the  act  may  be  accepted.  If  you 
refuse  the  opportunity  and  allow  it  to 
pass  away  I  think  it  vnll  never  return. 
For  my  part  1  shall  be  psrplexed  to 
think  what  may  be  the  futura  life  of 
Parties  in  the  House  between  the  men 
who,  having  as  a  Party  profited  by  a 
foul  wrong,  refuse  to  render  a  simple 
vindication  of  the  good  repute  of  the 
men  who  have  suffered  by  the  wrong. 
If  justice  is  offered  it  will  be  accepted  ; 
but  if  it  is  refused,  thank  Heaven  the 
Irish  Party  is  able  to  do  without  it  as 
far  as  the  present  House  of  Commons  is 
concerned,  and  as  far  as  the  present 
effete  majority  is  concerned.  We  shall 
still  persevere  ;  our  cause  will  prosper ; 
and  the  Irish  people  will  win  their  right. 
The  people  of  England  will  know  what 
to  think  of  the  men  who,  when  the 
poisoned  weapon  Wiis  shattered  in  their 
hands,  endeavonred  still  to  stab  th  nr 
enemies  with  the  broken  blade.  The 
generous  paople  of  England  will  not 
Mr  Sexton 
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sufftfr  their  minds  to  dwell  upon  th© 
errora,  or,  if  the  House  cares  to  call 
them  so,  the  excesses,  into  which  the 
National  Party  were  driven  or  led  at 
times  by  the  terrible  necessities  of  the 
case.  The  people  of  England  will  prefer 
to  think  that  >ve  have  suffered  and 
struggled  ;  that  we  have  achieved  much  ; 
that  we  love  our  country  as  much  a^, 
Englishmen  love  theirs  ;  that  we 
served  her  and  are  faithful  to  he 
every  hazard- in  the  hour  of  her  bitte 
need.  I  do  not  fear  the  verdict  My 
friends  and  my  political  comrades  who 
sit  round  me  are  sustained  in  tliis  and 
in  every  trial  by  the  one  sure  prop  of  au 
approving  conscience,  which  no  con 
Bpiracy  can  suppress.  For  my  own  part 
I  solemnly  declare  that  when  the  dread 
hour  comes  to  me,  w^hen  I  shall  care  no 
more  for  calumny  and  human  judgment, 
I  shall  recall  in  that  hour  with  joy,  aye 
with  hope  in  the  justice  of  the  eternal 
Judge,  all  the  part,  aud  it  is  but  a 
humble  part,  I  have  been  able  to  bear  in 
these  troubled  and  terrible  years  in 
saving  my  own  people  from  as  base  and 
cruel  a  system^ of  rapacity,  acting  in  the 
name  and  under  the  shield  of  the  law, 
as  ever  cursed  this  earth 

(7.43.)  Mr.  H.  H.  HOWORTH(SalfoPd. 
S.)  :  I  welcome  the  intervention  in  this 
debate  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Bel 
fiist,  not  merely  because  he  is  a  distin 
guished  orator  who  addressers  this  House 
often  with  pathos  and  always  with  effect, 
but  also  bi?cause  the  speech  which  he  has 
made  forms  a  very  welcome  break  in  th© 
txirrent  uf  forensic  oratory  of  which  the 
House  has  had  too  much.  Had  it  been^ 
riecL'ssarj  to  prove  that  the  Bar  retained 
its  cunning  in  ai'gument  and  rhetoric  the 
exhibition  might  have  been  justifiable, 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  no  more  indecent 
spL^ctaclo  was  ever  witnessed  in  the  House 
than  that  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  havd 
been  taking  part  in  a  great  State  trial 
transferring  their  legal  polemics  anc 
bitter  recrimination  to  the  floor  of  thi 
House  of  Commons,  and  endeavouring  to 
re-try  an  issue  which  cannot  be  tried  witl 
justice  by  the  House  cf  Commons.  We 
have  been  told  by  one  of  these  gladiaton 
that  we  are  re- trying  the  issue  wliich  wal 
tried  bsfore  the  Commission.  How  can 
the  Hnuse  of  Commons  re  try  huch  ai 
issue?  Many  of  us  luwe  not  read  thi 
evidence,  and  those  who  have  read  it  hav< 
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meanour.  It  seems  to  me  a  singularly 
unfortunate  circumstance  that  not  only 
have  we  had  sliarp  criticism  on  the 
evidence  and  on  the  conduct  of  the 
Judges,  but  that  also  some  speakers  have 
introduced  fresh  evidence,  both  written 
and  oral,  which  has  never  been  subjected 
to  that  test  which  alone  makes  it  satis- 
factory— the  test  of  cross-examination. 
It  is  for  these  reasons  that  I  hold  it  to 
have  been  somewhat  indecent  and  wholly 
useless  that  these  speeches  should  be 
delivered  by  men  who  are  not  only 
expresfsing  their  opinions,  but  are  speak- 
ing in  consequence  of  having  been 
retained  by  one  side  or  the  other  in 
the  Court,  and  are  speaking,  moreover, 
for  briefs  on  which  they  received  fees. 
All  arguments  advanced  under  these 
circumstances  will  naturally  be  dis- 
counted by  the  House  and  by  public 
opinion.  Have  these  speeches  affected 
the  judgment  or  opinion  of  a  single 
individual  in  this  House  or  in  the 
country  ?  It  seems  not.  But  they  have 
left  behind  them  in  some  of  us  very 
uncomfortable  memories  indeed,  for  it 
has  been  a  painful  thing  to  witness  these 
virulent  conflicts  between  members  of  a 
noble  profession,  and  to  hear  young  Mem- 
bers speak  with  disrespect  of  Judges  who 
were  distinguished  lawyers  when  their 
critics  were  born.  But  apart  from  the 
uselessness  of  this  display,  tjie  discussion 
has  been  diverted  into  very  low  grounds 
indeed.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  in  his  magnificent  speech  placed 
the  debate  on  a  high  level ;  but  subse- 
quent speakers  have  brought  it  down 
into  the  mire  by  the  discussion  of  petty 
details  which  are  more  fitted  for  nm 
priu»  than  for  this  great  Assembly.  It  is 
singularlyunf ortunate  that  this  divergence 
should  have  taken  place,  because  the  real 
issues  before  the  House  are  very  serious 
indeed.  In  speaking  in  this  debate,  I 
stand  on  somewhat  different  ground 
from  other  Members.  I  was  from  the 
beginning  opposed  to  the  granting  of  this 
Commission,  and  for  good  reMons.  The 
charges  formulated  by  the  Tim£s  are 
divisible  into  two  great  categories-^ 
moral  and  political.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons is  not  the  place  to  decide  upon 
moral  issues.  It  makes  no  difference 
to  this  House  whether  the  Irish  Members 
are  angels  of  light  or  the  reverse.  Our 
only  concern  is  whether  the  aims  and 
objects  of  those  Members  are  compatible 


with  the  safety  of  the  Empire  and  th,e 
welfare  of  Ireland.  It  seems  to  me  that 
in  discussing  as  we  have  done  the  moral 
gravity  which  attaches  to  certain  offences 
charged  against  the  Irish  Members,  we 
have  been  discussing  an  utterly  irrelevant 
issue.  Had  all  the  charges  been  proved 
to  the  hilt,  it  would  have  made  very 
little  difference,  indeed,  to  us  as 
politicians,  and  to  our  views  in  regard 
to  the  great  question  of  Home  Rule. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  Parnell  letter 
which  has  been  so  much  discussed  here 
and  elsewhere.  I  expressed  the  view 
18  months  ago  in  the  pages  of  an  old 
review,  that  3  the  letter  were  proved,  it 
would  merely  show  that  Mr.  Parnell  at  a 
difficult  crisis  when  he  was  surrounded 
by  ruffians  who  were  prepared  to  assassi- 
nate him  should  he  show  that  he  was 
ceasing  to  be  in  sympathy  with  them, 
did  write  a  letter  which  appeared  more  or 
less  to  palliate  what  they  had  done.  But 
the  morality  of  such  a  letter  is  a  question 
to  be  tried  in  another  Court.  Therefore, 
these  charges  ought  not  to  affect  our 
views  on  the  question  of  Home  Rule. 
From  this  point  of  view,  the  very  charges 
on  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  has 
been  acquitted  are  really  immaterial  to 
the  real  issue.  The  real  question  for  us, 
and  it  is  that  upon  which  the  Judges 
have  effectively  decided,  is  that  the 
policy  and  means  employed  by  the  respon- 
dents are  dangerous  to  the  Empire  and 
to  the  future  prosperity  of  Ireland ;  that 
these  means  and  aims  involve  not  only 
boycotting,  but  the  attempt  to  drive  out 
of  the  country  the  whole  loyal  class,  the 
landlord  class,  and  the  educated  class, 
and  to  bring  the  country  under  the  rule 
of  the  priests.  That  is  a  political  finding 
of  enormous  importance.  Another  i?, 
that  two  distinguished  Members  of  the 
House  had  in  view  from  the  beginning 
the  absolute  separation  of  Ireland  fronl 
this  country.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  is  seldom  seen  in  the  House,  and 
there  are  many  signs  which  lead 
us  to  suspect  that  the  hon.  Member's 
power  and  influence  with  his  country- 
men are  waning.  Who  are  to  succeed 
him  but  these  two  men  whom 
the  Judges  have  found  to  have 
had  from  the  beginning  but  one  object, 
and  that  was  the  total  and  final  separation 
of  this  country  from  Ireland  ?  These  are 
the  findings  which  ought  to  weigh  a 
great  deal  more  with  us  than  mere  refer* 
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encea  fco  tbe  raoral  aspect  of  the  questioa, 
AnofcMng  ,fiQditig  uf  thti  Judges  is  also 
most  important.  It  k  that  the  Irisali 
Members  eiigfiged  in  this  mo v  emeu t 
iavited  the  ixv-openitioti  of  the  euem^ies 
of  this  coutttry  on  tho  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic  to  do  whut  the  Whitelxiys  and 
other  Irish  revolutionary  bodies  did  at 
the  end  of  the  last  century,  and  that 
they  put  their  couutry  at  the  mercy  of  a 
faction  which  has  been  proved  to  be 
capable  of  crimes  of  the  utmost  enormity. 
These  political  conclusions  of  the  Judges 
are  of  far  greater  impoi'tance  than  any 
verdict  with  regard  to  the  moral  aspects 
of  boycotting  or  the  Flan  of  Campaign. 
U^oii  the  really  important  issues 
tho  Judges  have  fouud  that  the 
cotidttct  of  hon.  Member^i  opposite 
have  been  bot!i  bad  and  dangerous, 
Otlier  findings  of  the  Judges  have 
given  us  much  gratification.  It  is 
necessarily  and  naturally  a  source  of 
pleasure  to  tho^je  of  us  who,  sines  we  have 
been  in  the  House,  have  been  on  friendly 
terms  with  many  of  the  Irish  Members, 
to  find  that  of  the  grave  moral  charges, 
which  ought  never  to  have  been  mixed 
up  with  the  political,  those  bon.  Mem- 
bers have  been  proved  to  be  as  iiuioceiit 
ai  ourselves*  But,  at  the  same  time,  if 
we  are  to  be  ju.st,  if  we  are  to  show  not 
merely  judicial  but  political  prudence, 
wo  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
thes3  men  have  been  found  guilty  of 
p-rlitical  crime^of  the  crime  of  con- 
s^^iracy  agiinst  the  Kmpii'j  by  moans  and 
methods  which  cannot  be  justified  by 
p>liticians  any  more  tlian  they  can  on 
the  gi-ound  of  morality.  For  this  reason 
I  sball  vot3  for  the  admirable  proposition 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Ti^easury,  wliich  commits  the 
House  to  nothing  but  the  recognition  of 
the  performance  by  the  Judges  of  the 
difiieult  task  which  was  plact^d  before 
them.  I  take  exception  to  one  phrase  in 
the  Resolution,  because  I  think  it  as  in- 
congruouR  to  thank  Judges  for  their 
fairness  and  impartiality  as  it  would  l>e 
to  CL-^ngratnlato  hon.  Members  generally 
that  they  are  free  from  the  imputation  of 
dishonesty.  Otherwise  the  KesolutioD  is 
a  prudent  and  s<-nsible  one,  as  it  thanks 
the  Judges  for  the  work  they  have  done, 
while  it  leaves  the  Housl^  in  a  jx>3ition  of 
absolute  neutrality  without  committing 
it  to  either  praise  or  blame.  If  the 
Hou*i3  does  justice  as  bi-*tw6en  two  liti- 
J/r.  //.  JL  Iloworth 


gants,  it  cannot  congratulate  hon.  Mem- 1 
hers  that  they  are  innot^ent  of    CL'rtaial 
offeTices  that  have   been  charged  without! 
at  the  same  time  recognising  that  they^ 
have  Ijeen  proved  guilty  of  others.    Those 
whft  l>eLieve  that  the  offences  of  which 
hon.  Members  are  proved  to  be  innocent  J 
are  trivial,  compared  with   the   political  [ 
crimes  of  which   they  are   found  guilty  J 
ca.nnot  vote   for  the  Amendment  which  , 
attaches  blame  to  those  who  brought  the  ] 
charges  because  they  have  nctt  succeeded  J 
in    proving    some    of    them.      On    the| 
ground  of  prudence,  as  well  as  policy,  it 
would,  I  think,  be  exceedingly  wise  for 
t!iis  House  not  to  champion  either  one 
side  or  the  other  in  a  great  State   trial ; 
it  should  rather  take  the  prudent  course 
of  saying  that  it  wishes  neither  to  attach 
blame  in  regard  t<j  offences  which  have 
been  proved  nor  express  satisfiiction  iu 
respect   of    the   offences   of   which    the  j 
Judges  have  acquitted  the  accused^  but  ^ 
that   it  should   simply  accept    the  find- 
ing of  the  Judges  and  thank  them  for  the 
admirable  work  they  have  done,     1  shall» 
therefore,     vote     against     Amendments  1 
which  more  or  less  traverse  this  rule. 

*(8,3.)    Mr,  E.  T.  GUURLEY  (Sunder- j 
laud):  If  s.»rious  charges  have  been  proved  I 
against  hon.  ^Members  for  Ir^dand,  wby 
do    the   Govertiment  not  proaocute    thisi 
accused  ?     Sur.dy  if  they   iiave  been 
guilty  as  is  suggested,  they  ought  to  be ' 
[)ro8ecutsd.  '  The    Attorney  GencTdl,   in 
dealing  with  this  question  the  other  night 
did  what  he  has  done  before — as   in  the4 
caaeof  "O'Djunell  v.  Walter*'— he  trottad  f 
out  a  dark  horse.     He  said  he  had  in  his  j 
possession  depositions  which,    if  he  had] 
produced  them  in  Court — and  he  was  pre-  j 
pated  to  produce  them  to  any  lawyer- 
would  have  not  merely  justified  the  find-l 
ing  of  the  Judges,  but  would  have  justi-| 
tied    a    much    stronger    finding.     This,  f 
howev€*r,     whilst      food     for     lawyersJ 
would  not  convince  the  conntry.     1  hold  I 
that  all  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  wLol 
were  engaged  in  this  case  ought  to  have! 
held  their  tongues  in  this  debate,  how- 1 
ever   eloquently    and    powerfully    their 
voices  may  have  been  used.     They  have 
spoken  from  the   point  of  view  of  paidJ 
advocates,  and,  whatever  they  may  have  J 
advanced,    the    country    can  not    believe 
that  they  are  altogether  free  from  bias*! 
The  opinions  they  have  expressed  in  the! 
House  must  be  the  opinion  of  the  client 
whom     they     represented     before    tbe| 
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Court,  and  hence  I  hold  that  the  hou. 
and  Learned  Gentlemen  who  have  been 
engaged  in  this  case  have  acted  unseemly, 
and  had  no  right  to  take  part  in  the  debate. 
Why  was  this  Commission  appointed  ?  It 
was  appointed  entirely  because  of  tiie 
publication  of  the  fac  siinile  letters  in  the 
Times.  If  it  had  not  been  for  the  publi- 
cation of  these  letters,  the  Government 
would  never  have  consented  to  the 
appointment  of  the  Commission.  Wlien 
hon.  Membars  for  Ireland,  and  when  the 
leaders  of  the  Opposition,  asked  for  a 
Special  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
charges  made  in  Farnellism  and  Crim^ 
in  the  Times ,  the  Government  refused 
to  grant  it  ;  but  when  the  Parnell 
letters  appeared,  the  Government  agreed 
to  grant  it,  and  they  granted  the  Com- 
mission because  it  was  hoped  that  the 
genuineness  of  these  letters  would  be 
proved.  And,  if  so,  it  would  have  pul- 
verised at  once  not  only  the  Opposition, 
but  the  position  of  the  leader  of  the 
Liberal  Party  as  well  as  the  leader  of  the 
Irish  Party.  Fault  has  been  found  on 
the  ground  that  the  Land  League  books 
were  not  produced ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  Judges  have  .passed  over  altogether 
comment  upon  the  no  n- prod  action  of 
the  Anti-League  books ;  they  even  re- 
fused to  order  their  production.  They 
])assed  over  the  refusal  of  the  Auti- 
Lsague  Party,  represent  jd  by  Mr. 
Houston,  to  produce  the  Ant i- League 
books.  If  it  was  right  and  necessary 
that  the  books  of  the  Land  League 
should  be  produced,  I  hold  that  it  was 
necessary  also  that  the  books  of  the  Anti- 
League  Party  should  be  produced.  With 
regard  to  the  funds  in  the  hands  of  the 
Anti  League  Party,  if  their  books  had 
been  produced,  in  all  probability  it  would 
have  bjen  discovered  that  some  of  these 
funds  liad  bjen  provided  by  leaders  or 
Members  of  the  Tory  Party.  In  my 
opinion,  in  refusing  to  order  the  produc- 
tion of  the  Anti-League  books  the 
Judges  exhibited  a  partiality  which  is 
much  to  be  regretted.  Then,  again,  in 
reference  to  the  comments  of  the  Judges 
in  regard  to  obscure  Irish  newspapers, 
I  notice  that  they  make  no  comment 
with  regard  to  criticisms  in  leading 
articles  of  the  Times  which  were  written 
at  the  time  the  /ac  simile  letters  were 
published,  and  were  intended  to  make 
people  believe  that  the  Irish  Party  in  the 
House  were  more  or  less  implicated  in 
the  Crime  of  murder.      I  have  read  tho 


speeches  which  were,  delivered  on  both 
sides,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  in  my 
opinion,  had  it  not  been  for  the  Land 
League  efforts  to  assist  tenants  who  were 
evicted  after  bad  seasons  to  which  Ire- 
land is  so  often"  subject,  crime  wouldhavo 
very  much  increased  and  would  have 
prevailed  to  a  much  greater  extent 
than  it  did  in  the  years  1880-81.  With 
regard  to  crime  in  1880,  Mr.  Forster, 
when  he  introduced  his  Compensation 
for  Disturbance  Bill,  said  that  unless 
something  was  done  for  the  tenants  to 
prevent  evictions,  in  all  probability  crime 
would  increase  ;  and  then,  in  1881,  when 
crime  did  increase,  he  changed  his  front 
and  said  that  it  was  not  bad  harvests  and 
not  evictions  that  had  caused  crime  to 
increase,  but  it  was  the  action  of  the 
Land  League.  On  the  other  hand,  1 
hold  that  had  it  not  been  for  the  course 
taken  by  the  Land  League  disorder  and 
crime  in  Ireland  would  have  been  greater 
than  it  really  was.  The  Irish  Party 
made  a  mistake  in  not  retiring  from  the 
case  directly  the  letters  were  declared  to 
be  forgeries.     (8.15.) 

*(8.40.)  Mr.  S.  GEDGE  (Stockport)  : 
We  have  listened  in  this  debate  to 
several  very  long  speeches,  some  of  them 
of  nearly  or  quite  two  hours'  duration, 
and  I  am  happy  to  inform  the  House 
that  I  do  not  intend  to  trench  at  any 
such  length  upon  its  time.  But  having 
formed  my  own  independent  and  con- 
scientious opinion,  I  desire  to  state  tlie 
reasons  why  I  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  I  ought  to  give  my  vote  in 
favour  of  the  Motion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  against  each  and  all  of  the  Amend- 
ments that  have  been  placed  on  the 
Agenda  of  this  House.  I  had  not  the 
opportunity  of  hearing  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  last  Monday  evening ;  but  I 
read  it  very  carefully  twice  over,  and 
having,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appealed  to  us  to  do,  con- 
sidered the  subject  iA  the  stillness  of 
my  chamber,  I  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  I  shall  be  right  in  voting 
for  the  Motion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
Looking  at  the  facts  of  the  case,  I  think 
that  a  very  large  .portion  of  the  speeches 
I  have  heard,  eloquent  and  occasionally 
pathetic  as  they  have  been,  had  very 
little  relation  to  the  subject-matter  before 
the  House.  We  are  asked  by  the  First 
Lord    of    tho    Treasury    to    adopt    th» 
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Report,  aiid  to  thank  the  Judges  for 
their  imparfciiAlity  and  for  the  labour 
atid  pains  tliey  hiive  taken  in  the  ex- 
coptiouftl  duty  thrcjwn  npon  them,  My 
Hon.  Friend  behind  me  objected  to 
thank  the  Jnd^tss  for  their  impartiality 
baciiuse  all  Judges  have  been  jnst  and 
impartixil,  and  tlie  Honso  would  not  think 
of  thanking  tliem  for  the  discharge  of 
their  ordinary  duties  ;  but  this  is  an  ex- 
traordinary duty,  which  involved  an  enor- 
mous amount  of  time  and  trouble; 
fttid  the  House  may  very  well  thank 
them  for  what  they  have  done.  What 
is  the  history  of  this  matter?  Certain 
chari^es  had  been  brought  against  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  those  acting 
mth  him,  not  in  the  first  instance,  by 
the  Times  nowspiper.  The  principal 
authors  of  the  ehargeu  were  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  the  right 
hou.  Member  for  Dt^rb}',  the  right  hon. 
Cfuiitleniain  who  represents  the  Bridgeton 
Division  of  Glasgow,  and  my  late  lamented 
friend  Mr,  For^ter.  Year  after  year, 
month  after  month,  week  after  week, 
and  almost  night  after  night,  these 
charges  have  been  hurled  against  hon. 
Gentlemen.  The  Times  only  tf»ok  them 
up,  put  them  in  print,  and  formulated 
them,  and  by  careful  dL*ductiims  brought 
evidence  iu  their  support,  Tho  hou. 
Member  for  ►Cork  had  his  remedy,  and 
he  was  challenged  to  take  it.  It  was 
suggested  in  the  Housa  that  ho  shr>uld 
bring  a  civil  jiction  against  the  Time$, 
but  he  decHnt*d  on  the  gruund  that  he 
could  not  trust  a  British  jury.  He  has 
thought  better  of  it  since, and  has  obtain td 
hi*i  solatium.  It  was  then  suggested 
that  he  should  bring  a  criminal  indict- 
ment against  the  conductors  of  the  Tim^jt, 
and  thff  ofhr  was  niiide  that  it  should  be 
done  at  the  public  expense  and  in  the 
name  of  the  Attorney  Gene  rah  But 
everyone  knew  that  it  would  be  only 
in  his  name,  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  was  to  bj  at  liberty  to  select  liis  own 
solicitors  and  counsal.  The  Government 
offered  to  lend  him  the  name  of  their 
Attorney  (ieneral,  and  that  offer  was 
refused.  The  next  year  was  one  of  pro- 
lorttged  suffering,  about  which  the  right 
ht>n.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  spok-e. 
During  that  time  the  forged  letters  were 
in  exigence  and  had  been  published  to 
the'  World,  but  no  action  was  brought. 
The  hon.  Meittber  for  Sunderland  would 
haVe   Us   belie vt?   that   it    was   the   pro- 


duction  of  the  letters  which  led  to  the 
Commission,  and  that  it  was  only  when 
they  appeai*ed  that  a  Commission  was 
glinted.  But  the  forged  letters  were  it 
existence  a  year  before  the  CommissioB 
Act  was  passed,  and  it  was  only  wheu 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  failed  to  avaiJ 
himself  of  the  oi-dinary  resources  of  the! 
law  that  an  extraordinary  resource  wa^j 
created  for  him.  They  offered  him 
Commission  of  three  Judges.  The  Gc 
vernment  were  perfectly  neutral .  The  Go^* 
vernftient  has  never  brought  any  chargeJ 
It  was  the  late  Government  and  tlie 
Times  tlmt  brought  the  charges.  They 
simply  offered  an  impartial  tribunal 
which  would  have  full  power  to  makQ 
a  thorough  and  searching  inquiry  intfl 
the  charges  and  proofs  and  to  weigh  thj 
evidence,  and  which  would  return  a  ver 
diet  that  must  be  accepted  by  all  wh 
have  any  confidence  whatever  in  the 
ability  and  impartiality  of  English 
Judges  of  high  rank  and  character. 
Government  had  no  other  part  than  t^ 
see  justice  done  between  the  partietfJ 
We  all  know  tlie  Commission  sat.  Wi 
all  know  wliat  was  the  fate  of  the  for 
letters.  We  know  how  the  evidence  iia 
favour  of  them  broke  down»  and  liow  th^ 
l^imes  withdrew  them  as  being  entirelj 
without  proof,  and  made  an  aptilogy  fo^ 
liaving  printed  them.  The  Judges  tool« 
time  to  consider  their  Report.  What" 
happened  then  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tho  Memljer  for  Mid  Lothian  wenl~ 
down  to  Chester  and  miide  a  speeci 
while  these  Judges  were  considering 
their  Report.  This  ia  what  he  said  ^oMi 
January— 

*'  The  iiroceedincrs,  taken  as  a  whole,  toward^ 
Mr.  Prtrnell,  begiuuioi^  with  the  ftirging  of 
iBticrB  in  the  Titnt*  and  then  cnrried  on  by  th^ 
Gtiverament  and  Ijv  the  majority  of  the  llou 
of  Commons,  ia  defiance  of  All  precedent  and 
aiago,  and  in  utter  violutiou  of  their  owi 
txpTcBsed  liecUrulions  when  they  forced  upo 
Piirliameut  the  appointmeut  of  tht»  moet  cunt j 
broils,  posiibly  the  moat  incffident  nlso— bute 
upon  that  question  I  reserve  mv judgment-^ 
the  most  cumbrouii  and  moHt  costly  method  of 
procedure  on  a  matter  which  a  Co  in  mil  toe  o^ 
their  own^  in  con^mance  with  Parlifimentarji 
U£iage,  w&uld  liiivo  dispose i  of  in  a  few  weeka 
poeflibly  even  dnys^  constitutes  a  f  aie  of  opprca 
ttion  pmvttrted  upon  itri  individual  by  tho  Legii 
hilive  Chamber  and  the  Executive  GovernmoHi 
of  the  country  which  haj  no  puraltel  ia  thecun^ 
duct  of  the  proceediniTBof  Parliatneut  eioco  th^ 
evilrei^^n  of  Charles  II.'* 
It  will  bi3  observed  that  the  right  hoi^ 
Gentleman  cunningly  takes  th-3  prd 
ceciUngs   as  u   whoh,  and  carefully  r^ 
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servos  his  opiaion  as  to  the  efficiency  of 
the  tribunal  until  he  sees  which  way  it 
decides.  If  the  Commission  was  what  he 
describad  it,  why  did  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  oppose  the  Second  Rsading  of 
the  Special  Commission  Bill  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  talks  about  a  majority  of 
the  House,  but  there  was  no  Division  on 
the  Sacond  Reading^,  and  so,  the  whole 
House  was  responsible.  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  venture  to  repeat  in  this 
House  the  words  I  have  quoted  ?  Will  he 
say  that  a  Selecfc  Committee,  consisting  of 
15  or  17  Members  of  this  House,  would 
have  b3en  a  less  cumbrous  proceeding? 
How  in  the  world  could  they  liave  put  an 
end  to  this  case  in  a  few  days,  or  even, 
wejks  ?  How  cou  Id  they  have  cut  short 
the  speeches  of  counsel?  Why,  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Hackney  occupied  a  few  days.  Could 
they  have  cut  short  the  evidence,  and 
say  they  declined  to  take  any  more  ? 
Let  us  see  what  he  has  said  in  this 
House  since  the  Report  has  been  p.ub- 
lislied.  Did  he  repeat  these  charges  % 
Not  one  of  them.  We  remember  that 
when  the  Report  came  out  how  it  was 
regarded  as  a  fortunate  Report.  Every 
one  spoke  well  of  it.  Hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  hailed  it  as  a 
triumphant  acquittal,  while  others  con- 
sidered that,  in  the  main,  the  Judges 
found  the  important  charges  were  proved. 
What  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  say  ?  In  this 
House  on  Monday  last  he  said — 

**  The  Judges  had  zeal,  ability,  assiduity, 
learning,  perfect  and  absolute  good  faith,  and 
honour." 

That  looks  like  a  perfect  tribunal.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on — 

<*The  Judges  have  fulfilled  the  best  and 
fullest  expectations  which  we  could  possibly 
have  entertained  of  them." 
That  is  pretty  high  testimony  to  the 
result  of  the  Judges'  labour.  There  is 
only  one  drawback.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  "They  are  human." 
Well,  so  are  we  alL  I  believe  that  even 
a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  is  human;  **and,"  continued 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  "they  had 
political "  —  not  prepossessions  —  "  senti- 
ments." What  would  have  been  the  con- 
dition of  17  Members  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee ?  They  would  have  had  something 
more  than  political  sentiments.  They  would 
have  had  political  prepossessions,  political 
prejudices.    They,  no  doubt,  would  have 


had  good  faith,  honour,  and  zeal — ^perhaps 
a  little  too  much  zeal. .  But  how  about 
tlieir  assiduity,  their  learning,  and  their 
ability  ?  Can  anyone  pretend  to  say  that 
the  average  amount  of  learning  and 
ability  of  Members  of  a  Select  Committee 
could  be  anything  like  the  average  amount 
of  learning  and  ability  of  these  Judges  ? 
A  nd  with  regard  to  assiduity,  is  it  likely 
the  17  Members  of  the  Select  Conimittee 
would  have  sat  day  after  day  for  months 
taking  evidence  and  have  known  all 
about  it?  Can  we  believe  for  one 
moment  they  would  have  given  the 
same  quiet  judicial  attention  to  th^e 
matter  that  tho  three  Judges  gave ;  or 
that  their  verdict  when  given  would 
have  been  received  with  anything  lik^ 
the  approval  which  has  attended  the 
verdict  or  judgment  given  by  these 
three  Judges  ?  And,  again,  is  there  any- 
chance  that  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee would  have  been  unanimoilst 
There  would  have  been  a  Report  of  the 
majority,  and  very  possibly  one  or  more 
other  Reports.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tells  us  it  is  physically  impossibl'fe 
— and  I  quite  agree  with  him,  and  it  i^ 
morally  impossible — a  phrase  I  do  not 
understand— for  any  one  of  us  to  have 
read  all  the  evidence.  What  is  the  wisfe 
course  for  men  who  cannot  read  the  evi- 
dence, who  have  hot  seen  or  heard  the 
witnesses,  to  take  ?  Surely  it  is  to  say 
we  have  delegated  the  matter  to  a 
competent  tribunal,  and  we  accept  the 
judgment  of  that  tribunal,  as  it  is  a 
million  to  one  that  that  judgment  is 
a  righteous  judgment.  That  is  what 
we  desire  to  do.  We  are  not  a  Court 
of  Appeal,  and  it  is  impossible  that  we 
can  be.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  who,  like  myself,  is  a  solicitor 
in  large  practice,  who  must  have  had 
a  good  deal  to  do  with  all  sorts  of  legal 
cases,  cavilled  at  and  doubted  the  evidence 
of  Le  Caron ;  but  when  asked  if  he  had 
read  Le  Caron's  evidence,  he  replied, 
"A  part  of  it."  1  can  conceive  my 
right  hon.  Friend  having  won  some 
case  at  the  Assizes  and  meeting  in 
his  club  a  friend,  who  said  to  him, 
"I  think  that  decision  was  wrong." 
"  Did  you  hear  the  evidence  ? " 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  ask: 
**  No."  "  Have  you  read  the  evidence  ? " 
"I  have  read  a  little  of  it."  "Did 
you  see  the  demeanour  of  the  witnesses 
in  Court  I '[    ['  No/'    «  Then  you  are  not 
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^  cxnnpetent  judge "  my  right  hon. 
Friend  would  sny  at  once.  And  1  say 
tliat  tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman,  like 
myself,  m  not  a  competent  judge  in  this 
matter.  What  does  the  right  hou.  Gon- 
tluman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  ask 
H8  to  do?  He  asks  us  to  reject  the 
proposal  of  the  Government,  tirbtly 
becausL*  it  ia  contrary  to  Parliamentary 
usage,  and,  second  Ij,  because  it  is  contnvry 
to  common  sense  and  propriety.  I 
maintain  the  exact  contrary.  It  would 
be  contrary  to  Parliamenhiry  usage  not 
to  adopt  the  Raport.  Take  the  cas^ 
of  th^*  House  of  Lords,  which  is  one 
branch  of  Parliament.  Most  important 
questions  involving  property  and  some- 
times  libei-ty  com^  before  tliat  tribunal. 
That  tribunal,  cou>iJ.Hting  of  400  or  500 
Members,  is  the  higiiest  Court  of  Appeal 
in  the  realm.  Jt  is  answerable  for  the 
decL^ioos  given,  but  it  delegates  the 
work  to  a  small  number  of  its  Members 
called  Law  Lords,  who  mettt  to  take 
evidence,  hear  tlie  arguments  of  counhel^ 
and  then  come  to  a  conclusion.  What 
would  be  thought  if  any  other  Member 
of  the  House,  not  himself  a  trained 
lawyer,  and  whu  had  not  attended  the 
trial  of  the  appeal,  were  to  attempt  to 
outvote  the  Jauv  Lords'/  Such  an 
attempt  w^ould  he  immediately  scouted. 
What  diX'S  this  House  do  with  regard  to 
the  trial  of  election  petttion.s  ?  It  sends 
down  two  Jutlges  to  try  the  jietition,  and 
upon  their  IlLspoj't  it  unseats  or  seats  a 
Member  of  tlie  Houso.  What  wnuld  )>e 
said  of  any  Member  who  attempted  to 
review  the  decision  of  the  Election 
Judges.  Such  an  attempt  woiild  not  be 
tjlerat^d  for  a  moment.  What  does  the 
House  do  with  regard  to  ordinary  private 
Bills  such  as  the  Manchester  Ship 
Canal  Bill  1  No  doubt  in  a  case  in 
Wiiich  some  important  principle  is  in- 
volved the  House  might  reject  the  Bill 
on  the  Second  or  Third  Heading,  though 
such  a  CAse  rarely  happens  ;  but  in 
regard  to  a  case  which  depends  upon 
evidence,  the  House  never  venttires 
to  upset  the  decision  of  the  four 
gentlemen  to  whom  the  considera- 
tiun  of  the  Bill  has  been  deputed. 
Therefore,  for  this  House,  having  delega- 
ted an  important  matter  of  this  kin<l,  to 
review  the  decision  is  to  do  that  which 
we  are  incompetent  to  do.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Ijothian  proposes  that  we  should  say— 


**  This  House  deems  it  to  he  a  dntj  to  re- 
cord its  rtjprobHtion  of  the  false  charges  of  the 
l^reatest  und  nicst  r  die  us   description  baaed  on 
ealtimoy  lind  forg<*ry  which  have  been  brought  i 
M^muftt    MembetA    of    IhU    House,    liud  pur-^J 
liculftrly  H^ainst  Mr.  PrtriieU.** 

If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not,  aa  ' 
he    is,  such    a    master  of  the    English 
language,  one    might    wonder    at    the  J 
wording      of     the     Besolution — *'falso^ 
charges  based  on  calumny  "—calumny  ia 
a  false  chai-ge.     The   right  hon.  Gentle- 
ma  a   goes    on    to   speak  of  the  wrong  j 
inflicted    by    **  these    acts    of    Hagnint J 
iniquity.'*     How  a  word  can  become  an  J 
act   1  fail  to  s^^e.     We  ai-e  to  take  one  I 
poHion  only,  and  that  the  minor  portion,! 
of  the   findings  of  the  Judges,   and    to  I 
record    our    reprobation     of    the    falstsj 
charges  brought  and  express  our  regret 
at  the  wrong  inliicted  and  the  sufferin^l 
entailed.     As  to  the  suffering  and  agonyg] 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  has  only  him- 1 
self  to  thank.     He  might  have  brought j 
his   action     in     1887  instead  of  waitingj 
until    1889,    and   he    might    then   hav«*| 
obtained    the     vindiciUion    of    his    chn 
racter  which  be  so  mncli  desired*     He 
has    obtained    his  solatium^  for  he  has 
X5,00(J  in   his  pocket  for  the  years   of 
suffering  which    he  has    so   needlesslyi 
enduretf.     It  strikes  me  there  is  a  great 
sense    of    dispropoitiou  in   this   matter  J 
These    forged   letters  have  really  lieen 
Cbwl  hend  to  tlie  hon,  Menibi*r.     Xo  onol 
ventured    to   say    that    with  reptrd    tO 
the    forged  letters  the    antecedent  prt 
babilities  were    tli:it   the   hon.    Member 
had  not  written  them.     When  the  letter 
with  regard  to  the  Pliuenix  Park  murder 
was  published,  the  hon.  Member  isive  it 
only    a  half-hearted    denial.     [Crk9  oi 
**0h!"]      I  am  slating  the  fact   as    i^ 
appeared  to  me  two  years  ago  or  so.  The 
hon.  Member  said,  '*  I  do  not  think    I 
could  have  ever  written  such  a  letter,**and 
that  '*  the  signature  is  not  the  one  I  used 
atthe  time.  Iwrotea  different  signature,'*! 
In  January,  1880,  the  hon.  Member  said^l 
in  reference  to  an  agrarian   murder,  *"  T 
think  the  people  murdered  yesterday  will 
help  us  forward  now/^  and  in  the  same 
month  he  said — 

'*W©  are  obliged  to  make  the  Bituation  a 
very  hot  oao  indeed.     It  is  impoHsibfe  to  tap- 
pn<i*  that  the  grear,  cnufo  cua  bp  won  wilhout 
frhi'ddinjf  »  tlroij  tif  blo^d/' 
At  New  Rosa,  in  1880,  he  said  — 

'*  Hhootjng  ia  a  pro+:edure  ♦^ctirely  onoecet^ 
siir?  wht-ro  there  is  a  saitable  orKaniBation 
amoni;  the  tenaiitct." 
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In  October,  1888,  he  spoke  at  Cork  of 
the  "wild  justice  of  revenge,"  and  said — 
"  If  the  lives  of  a  few  landlords  have  been 
fcaken,  on  the  other  side  the  lives  of  25,000  of 
the  people  of  the  ooantry  have  been  taken." 

All  this  does  not  look  like  such  tremen- 
dous   reprobation    of    anything    of    the 
kind.     The  forged  letters  were,  after  all, 
but  so  many  bits  of  evidence  in  support 
of    the   general    charge   of    which    the 
Judges    has    found    most    of   the    hon. 
Membors     opposite     guilty    of     having 
pursued  a  system  which  they  knew  led 
to  crime.     I  say  there  was  no  antecedent 
improbability  of  the  hon.  Member  having 
written  that  letter  except  so  far  as  it 
would  have  been  an  utterly  stupid  thing 
to  do.     It  is  suggested  that  the  Times 
was  a  party  to  the  forgery  of  the  letters. 
We  know  the  old  adage,  '*  In  vain  is  a 
net  spread  in  the  sight  of  any  bird,"  and 
we  are  asked  to  believe  that  not  only 
was  the  net  spread  in  the  sight  of  the 
bird,  but  that  the  bird  took  an  active 
part    in   weaving    the    net.      I   cannot 
express    too   strong  an    opinion  of   the 
stupid  and  almost  criminal  recklessness 
with    which    the    Times  allowed    itself 
to   he   taken   in.     These    forged   letters 
have   really   been   a    God-send    to    the 
Party   opposite.      They    took    the    ima- 
gination  of    the  British   public.     They 
were  like  a  red  herring  drawn  across  the 
scent  of  hounds  in  full  cry.     They  were 
proved  to  be  forged,  and  hon.  Members 
opposite  have  since  gone  about   crying 
out  that  the  whole  case  against  them  has 
broken  down.     The  British  public,  to  a 
certain   extent,    believe    that.     But  we 
cannot  ba  misled  in  that  way.     We  can- 
not treat  as  heroes,  and  as  entitled  to 
sympathy,  men  who   have   bsen  found 
guilty  of  very  grave  acts  of  misconduct, 
merely   because   other   charges    against 
them  have   been  disproved.     The  right 
hon.    Gentleman    the  Member  for   Mid 
Lothian  quoted  Mr.   Disraeli  as  saying 
in  1844  that  nothing  was  done  for  the 
benefit  of  Ireland  except  as  the  result  of 
agitation ;  and  he  stated  that  for  25  years 
afterwards  nothing  was  done.     Well,  for 
19  years  of  that  time  the  friends  of  the 
right   hon.    Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
was  in  power,  and  for  12  years  he   him- 
self was  in  high  oflBce.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  his  Irish  Church  Bill  of 
1869  and  the  Land  Act  of  1870  were 
not    brought    about    by    the   a^^itation. 
We    know   the  Irish  Church  Act  was 
passed  to  saye  the  Liberal  Party  from 
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breaking  up.  But,  was  there  no  agita- 
tion? How  about  the  '*  chapel  bell?" 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  succeeded  to 
power  in  1870,  and  found,  as  he  said 
himself — 

**  An  absence  of  crime  and  oatrage,  with  a 
general  sense  of  oomfort  and  f>atisf action, 
snch  as  has  been  unknown  in  the  previous 
history  of  Ireland." 

But  soon  there  was  a  whole  peal  of 
"chapel  bells"  ringing  again,  and  the 
result  was  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1881.  I  quite  admit  that  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  in  power  he  granted 
nothing  to  Ireland  unless  it  was  in 
response  to  an  agitation.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Members  for  South  Hackney 
(Sir  Charles  Russell),  Dumfries  (Mr.  K. 
T.  Reid),  and  York  (Mr.  Lockwood), 
tried  to  find  fault  with  the  conduct  of 
the  case  by  the  counsel  for  the  Times, 
What  in  the  world  has  this  House  to  do 
with  the  conduct  of  the  case  by  the 
counsel  for  the  Ti7nes  f  The  counsel  ou 
each  side  did  the  best  they  could  for 
their  clients.  I  should  like  to  know 
since  when  it  has  been  the  custom  of  the 
Bar  of  England  to  make  attacks  of  this 
kind  on  opposing  counsel.  In  my  young 
days,  when  we  really  had  great  men  at 
the  head  of  the  Bar  of  England,  they 
would  have  been  ashamed  to  adopt  such 
a  course.  The  proceedings  of  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemen  opposite  remind  me 
of  nothing  so  much  as  children  quarrelling 
over  their  giimes  and  then  running  home 
to  tell  their  mother  how  unfairly  some- 
body has  played.  It  is  perfectly  well- 
known  that  so  long  a«  the  present  system 
continues  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
will  take  private  business ;  but  they  do 
so  not  as  Law  Officers  but  as  individual 
barristers,  and  the  House  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  way  in  which  they  conduct 
their  cases.  These  three  counsal,  how- 
ever, being  men  of  experience,  stopped 
short  of  actually  attacking  the  Judges. 
They  seemed 

**  Willing  to  wound,  and  yet  afraid  to  strike, 
Just  hint  a  faulr,  and  hesitate  dislike  ;  '* 

but  their  learned  junior,  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Fife  (Mr.  Asquith),  who  has  just 
taken  silk,  went  a  step  further  than  his 
learned  leader,  and  did  not  hesitate  to  at- 
tack the  Judges  themselves.  It  reminded 
me  that  "  fools  rush  in  where  nngels  fear 
to  tread."  When  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  is  older  and  a  little  nearer  the 
Bench,  he  will  know  better  than  to  attack 
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fttiy  of  Her  Majesty's  Judges  unless  lie  is 
prepared  to  follow  his  action  up  by  a  Re- 
Qolution  o^kiug  Her  Majesty  to  dismiss 
them  from  the  high  office  they  hold.  T 
hope  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  will 
go  home  and  think  over  the  indecency 
be  has  perpetratb^d,  and  do  so  no  more* 
The  rig^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  was  anxious 
that  we  should  not  condemn  Mr.  Poraeli 
for  anything  that  appeared  in  the  Irwh- 
tnan.  What  were  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's reasons  I  Firsts  he  said  the 
liircnlation  was  very  small,  and  then  he 
said  it  only  lired  four  years.  I  never 
heard  sacli  excuses  for  the  atrocious 
articles  which  the  Commissioners  quote 
from  that  newspaper.  They  remind  one 
of  t lie  excuse  matle  by  Jack  Kasy's  nurse 
for  the  misfortune  she  had  had*  namely, 
that  her  baby  wai^  a  very  little  one,  and 
that  it  died  very  soon.  Tlie  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir 
C.  Russell)  says  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  has  during  the  last  10  years,  done 
morj  for  Ireland  tlian  was  done  by  the 
whole  of  Great  Britain  daring  the  pre- 
cading  80  years.  It  is  a  r^markabh*  fact 
that  during  half  the  time  referrc^d  t'> 
the  hon.  and  hiu-ncd  Memlser  was  sup- 
porting the  Government  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite.and  that  theprinciijal 
object  of  that  Government  was  to  stop 
Mr,  Parncll  and  his  friends  from  doing 
their  great  work.  In  the  year  1885  the 
right  hrm  (leutleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  anjjealed  to  the  cmstitnencies 
to  give  him  a  majority  which  might  free 
him  from  the  temptation  of  doing  what 
fche  hon.  Meml>er  for  Cork  and  his  friends 
desired  him  to  do.  The  fact  is,  that  the 
merits  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and 
his  friends  were  not  discovered  by 
Gentlemen  op|>osite  until  they  wanted 
their  votes  to  lift  them  into  power.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Membt-r  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  asks 
ns  why  we  cheered  any  quotation  from  the 
Report  showing  that  the  ch dirges  had 
been  brought  home  to  the  Irish  Members 
as  if  w  3  were  deU?ht?d.  I  say  honestly 
that  no  tine  wimld  have  been  more  glad 
than  1  if  they  had  b:;en  declared  not 
guilty  of  all  the  charges  brought  against 
them.  It  is  a  sad  thing  that  the  Repre- 
aentfl lives  of  a  majority  of  the  Irish 
people  should  he  found  guilty  of  such 
grave  and  seriou.H  offences.  The  re- 
ferences to  the  Report  were  cheered  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  not  from  joy  at 
Mr,  S,  Gedg€ 


the  ohargfS  being  proved,  but  to  ftbow^ 
our  ncquiesc:!nc9  in  the  decision  of  th< 
Judges.     Tlie  Member  for  WolverhainpJ 
ton    said    th  tt    whatever   the  cliaractei 
of  the  Irish  Members  might  be,  if  he  sa 
on  this  side  of  tlie  House  his  opinion  Ofl 
Home   Rule   would    be   the    srime.      Tj 
this  exitent  I  agree  with  the  right  hon 
Gentleman  that  if  the  Irish  leaders  ha 
been    proved    to    lie     the     immaculate^ 
persons  they  are  reprtjsentcd  to  be,  my 
opinion  as  to  the  merits  of  Home   Rulo 
would    be    the    same.     Rut  n  fot^iu/ri 
their  character  having  been  shown  to 
what  it  is,  the  case  against  Home  Rul^ 
and  handing  over  Ire  hind  to  these  Repre^ 
sentatives  of  the  disloyal  population 
Ireland   is    infinitely    strengthened, 
know  that  hon.  Members  from    Ireland 
opposite  do  not  represent  the  merchai] 
cla."*st^s,the  landed  classes*  the  profession 
cl;i{48es,  or  the  trading  classes,  and  thej 
represent  only    to   a   small   extant   th^ 
eilncated  classes.     When   I  look   to  thi 
chariicter  of  the  Irisli  Representatives  i 
shown  by  the  Report,  there  is  tenfol( 
ru^«son  for  objex^ting  to  a  cliange  whic 
will  hand  over  the   loyal  two  millions  i 
Ireland  to  their  dominion  and  rule.    I^ 
my  opinion,  the   Report  must  either  1 
taken  us  suggested  by  the  First  Lord  * 
the  Treasury,  as  a  whole,  or  it  must 
taken  claua.*  by  clause.     If  we  take  anj 
|3art  or   clause  of   the  Rejxvrt,  then  vri 
are  bound  to  go  througlt  the  whole.    Yi 
what  the  Amendment  proposes  is  merelj 
to  reprvA^ate  the  Timeii,     The  Times  md^ 
have  b^en  stupid  and   credulous,  but 
erred  in  gofjd  faith,  and  the  rt^sult  has 
heen  to  bring  home  to  hon.  Gentleraeu 
opposite  a  large  proportion  of  thecliarge 
made  against  them.    With  respect  to  th 
letters,  so  for  os  the  evidence  goes, 
Tiimsi  I  tlunk^  hns  erred  with  stupidit 
jind  credulity,  although,  perhai»fl,  if  thei 
had  had  the  *ip]x>rt unity,  they  might  ha^ 
shown  that  they  had  better  evidence  than 
appeared.     Taking    the    inquiry    as 
whole,  tliere  is  no  doubt  that  the  Time 
has  done  good   service   to   the   countrj 
and   I  see   no  reason  whatever  why  th 
House  should  express  sympathy  with  hon 
Members  or  use  expressions  of  reprobatia 
for  what  the  Timfii  has  done. 

(9.35.)  Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgli 
E.)  :  I  am  not  disposed  txD  follow  th 
encyclopaedic  attack  which  the  hon.  Gen 
tie  man  who  has  just  sat  down  has  ma 
on  the  most  distinguished  speakers 
this  side  of  the  House.     I  think   it.. 
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enough  ito  leave  their  reputation  and 
performances  to  stand  side  by  side  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  criticism  before 
the  public  mind.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  in  a  tone  of  reverence  for  the 
Judges  which,  great  as  is  my  own 
reverence  for  those  high  officials,  I 
thought  a  great  deal  exaggerated.  I 
only  wish  the  hon.  Member  had  the  same 
respect  for  the  spirit  as  for  the  letter  of  the 
judgment  of  the  Commissioners.  If  the 
hon.  Member  had  paid  equal  attention  to 
that  portion  of  the  Report  in  which  they 
were  acquitted  of  the  graver  crimes, 
such  as  murder,  he  would  not,  I  think, 
have  been  so  grudging  in  his  references 
to  the  acquittal  of  the  Irish  Members.  I 
have  risen  chiefly  to  say  that  it  seems  to 
me. that  the  Resolution  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  stand  by  the  Motion  is  prac- 
tically a  confession  of  defeat  and  failure, 
and  their  rejection  of  the  Amendment  is 
proof  of  their  inability  to  accept  defeat 
with  equanimity.  The  only  way  for 
them  to  escape  from  their  present  false 
position  is  courageously  and  honestly  to 
reverse  their  attitude  towards  the  Motion 
and  the  Amendment.  I  can  scarcely 
codstrue  the  Motion  as  having  any  prac- 
tical meaning  at  all — it  seems  to  me  to 
be  very  like  the  gasp  of  inarticulate  in- 
eptitude translated  into  articulate  form. 
When  its  different  clauses  are  analysed, 
they  seem  to  me  to  crumble  away  into 
nothing.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
begins  by  flinging  the  Report  at  our 
heads,  and  telling^  us,  in  a  somewhat 
peremptory  manner,  to  adopt  it. 
It  seems  to  me  that  to  send 
questions  containing  problems  of  a  poli- 
tical, hi&torical,  social,  and  economic 
nature  such  as  are  involved  in  this  in- 
quiry to  be  tried  at  nisi  prius  is  as 
absurd  as  it  would  have  been  to  send  the 
French  Revolution  for  trial  at  the  Mid- 
dlesex Sessions,  or  to  send  Caesar  to  be 
tried  before  an  Official  Referee. 
Without  meaning  to  cast  any  disrespect 
on  the  institutions  of  public  justice,  I 
think  we  could  hardly  expect  the  Judges 
to  span  the  planetary  system  with  their 
school  compasses,  or  to  scan  the  sur- 
face of  the  sun  with  their  sixpennjr 
reading  lamps.  Notwithstanding  that 
the  Commissioners  disclaim  any  inquiry 
into  historical,  political,  or  social  ques- 
tions, yet  there  is  in  the  Report  a  good 
deal  of  disquisition  of  that  character, 
and  that  is  on^  reason  why  I  cannot 
adopt  the  Report  as  a  whole.     It  is  im- 
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possible  for  us  to  have  substantially 
studied  the  evidence  or  even  to  have 
compared  with  the  evidence  the  references 
to  which  the  Commissioners  expressly 
call  our  attention.  It  is  therefore  only 
possible  for  us  to  adopt  the  Report  in  the 
physical  sense  of  putting  a  piece  of 
printed  stationery  on  the  Table.  To 
adopt  it  in  any  judicial  sense  is  utterly 
impossible.  We  are  asked  to  adopt  the 
unadoptable.  The  Motion  only  escapes 
from  being  an  indefensible  absurdity  by 
being  no  proposition  at  all,  and  by  con- 
veying no  idea  whatever.  When  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  asks  us  to  adopt  the 
Report  he  is  not  giving  utterance  to 
any  coherent  human  conception — he  is 
simply  making  a  Parliamentary  noise. 
The  second  part  of  the  Motion  thanks 
the  Judges  for  their  impartial  conduct  in 
the  matter.  This  is  only  a  piece  of  use- 
less padding,  in  order  to  make  it  look  big 
and  more  imposing  to  simple  minds. !  1 
can  put  no  other  construction  upon  it 
when  I  look  at  the  utterly  uncalled-for 
and  even  objectionable  character  of  such 
a  clause.  I  suppose  it  is  intended  to  be 
a  compliment  to  the  Judges.  Bat  it  by 
no  means  seems  to  be  complimentary. 
Were  I  a  Judge  I  should  not  be  grateful 
to  anyone  for  thanking  me  for  being  just 
and  impartial,  just  as  if  he  were  sur- 
prised at  it,  and  just  as  if  it  were  uncom- 
monly good  of  me  to  be  just  and  impar- 
tial. It  is  the  business  of  the  Judges  to 
bs  just  and  impartial.  The  difficulty  for 
a  Judge,  especially  of  any  experience, 
would  be  to  be  anything  else  than  just 
and  impartial.  To  thank  a  Judge  for 
being  just  and  impartial  is  very  much 
like  thanking  the  Duke  of  Cambridge 
for  not  running  away  .in  battle,  or 
thanking  the  Loi*d  Mayor  at  one  of  his 
banquets  for  not  picking  his  guests' 
pockets,  or  thanking  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  for  not  telling  lies  or  for 
not  maintaining  the  Macedonian  heresy. 
It  is  almost  insulting — of  course,  uninten- 
tionally so — both  to  the  House  of 
Commons  and  to  the  Judges.  I  say  it 
is  taking  a  liberty  with  me  to  ask  me  to 
pronounce  the  Judges  to  be  just  and 
impartial  when  you  have  not  allowed  me 
to  examine  the  materials  on  which  the 
decision  as  to  this  justice  and  impartiality 
alone  can  be  reasonably  based.  What 
will  the  Judges  think  of  your  offering 
them  this  miserable  compliment  ?  Cer- 
tainly it  is  putting  them  in  an 
undignified  and    almost  ridiculous  pon- 
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Hon*  When  I  read  tliia  prvrt  of  the  Fii'st 
Lord's  Mi>tion,  the  first  thing  that 
occurred  to  my  mind  were  thoso  news- 
piper  reports  one  soufteu  sees  of  annual 
meetingi*  of  Ag^ricultnral  and  otii:^r 
Hocietiea,  in  which,  after  an  acconnt  of 
acme  trivial  proceedings,  one  is  told  that 
the  eastomary  votes  of  thanks  wer:? 
awarded  to  tiii*  Sacret^ry  and  Directors 
for  tk^ir  exertions  during  the  year,  and 
t>  the  Chairrann  for  his  conduct  in  the 
ch^ir.  I  am  anxious  always  to  surround 
the  position  of  the  Judgsa  mth  an 
Btrnosphero  of  dignity  ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment are  far  from  doing  thi-^  by  linking 
them  to  Associations  m  commonplace 
and  provincial.  Then  the  First  Ijoini  of 
th^  Treasury  in  the  third  clause  of  his 
Motion  orders  that  the  Report  shall  bj 
entered — T  presume  the  right  lum. 
Oentleman  means  interred — in  the 
Journulrt  of  the  Hous?.  And  that  is 
all !  No  action,  it  appears,  is  to  be 
taken  on  this  portentous  machinery  of 
inv^*stigationt  cr3ctL*d  in  such  a  pecuh'ar 
way,  amid  such  heat,  and  carried  on  by 
such  an  expenditure  of  mone}',  feeling, 
time,  and  labour.  Indeed,  to  put  it 
shortly,  the  Mr>tion  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  may  K*  sumnuirised  in  this 
way.  The  fii*st  clause  is  nothing,  the 
second  is  good  for  nothing,  and  the  third 
loads  to  nothing  ;  and  nothiug  pfuM 
nothing  phot  nothing  equal  to  nothing  is 
oui  of  the  simph'st  and  one  of  the  most 
indisputable  prop>sitions  known  to  either 
mathematics  or  logic.  And  yet  it  is  all 
put  into  perfectly  gramnmtical  English. 
The  verbs  agree  with  tlie  nouns, 
and  the  tid verbs  qualify  the  verbs, 
tis  they  have  been  ticcustomed  to 
do  since  the  foundation  of  the  world. 
Would  it  not  hav-e  b.^en  far  better  to  have 
courageunsly  and  veraciously  given  ex- 
]>ression  to  the  proposition  which  un- 
doubtedly this  empty  and  meaningless 
formula  conceals,  and  to  have  said  :  *'  This 
Report  is  good  for  nothing  ;  it  contains 
nothing  that  can  be  of  any  Party  service 
to  the  Government,  not  even  the  smallest 
splinter  of  a  stick  wherewith  to  beat  the 
tiniest  political  dog — let  us  huddle  it 
a^vay  out  of  sight  as  quickly  as 
p>«9ible  ;  let  us  hide  it  for  evermore." 
That  would  have  shown  a  cousciousnesa 
of  defeat,  and  would  Jiave  been  an 
expression  of  failure.  Then  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  rejects  the  Amend- 
ment, although  he  does  not  deny  its 
Rubstanee,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Mr,  WrtMmt 


thinks  that  there  is  some  reparation  duwj 
t<:»    the    Irish    J^epresentativ^s  for    thoj 
grievous  wrongs  they  have  suffered  ;  and 
he     has   expressed    his     own     persnnal'l 
gratification      that      they    liave       beer 
acquitted  of  the  more  aViominable  cltargefll 
brought  against  thera.      But   it  is   con -I 
tended  tbj^t  the  Irish  Members  liave  been  1 
found  guilty  of  as  grave  offences  as  those 
of  which  they  have  been  absolved,   andJ 
that  if  the  House  is  to  record  the  acquittalj 
in  the  Amendment,  they  oncrht  also    toJ 
record  the  condemnation.      If  that  argil -| 
ment  is  good  against  the  Amendment,  ibl 
is  also  good  against  the  Motion,  as  prnvm^J 
that  there  is  a  fatal  omission  in  it*     If  it  I 
is  the  opinion  of  the  Government  that  the  I 
Irish  Members  have  beenguilty  of  crime,! 
why  have  they  not  put  into  their  Motion  I 
a     clause    affirming    the      necessity    nfl 
prnsfcuting  those  Memliers  ?    Jt  is  one  of  J 
the  tirst  duties  of  the    Government   iam 
prosecute  crime,  unless  there  is  some  legalj 
obstaclL>  in  the  way.     The  presumption  is  J 
in  favour  of  the  prosecution  and  against  I 
condonation.      Well,   then,  is  there  anj 
such  obstacle  to  prevent  the  Goveimment] 
from  prosecuting  in  this  instiixice?    It  is! 
said  that  the  Commission  Act  bestows  an  I 
indemnity,    and    that   the   Government 
never  intended  to  prosecute  under   the 
Act,  nr  to   make  the   Act   an    engine  of  j 
prosBCU  ion.     But  the    intern tion  of  the 
Governraent  with  respect  to  any  piece  of  j 
legislation,  and  the  intention  of  the  Legis- 
ktnre,  have  nothing  whatever  to  do  witlil 
the  interpretation  of  the  Statute.      Thef 
Special  Commission  Act  does  not   bestow  ] 
an  absolute  but  only  a  limited  indemnity. 
It  specially  contemplates  the  pTOsecution  ! 
of  certain  classes  of  witnesses  in  certain  I 
circuui stances,    even    though   those  ivit- 
nesses  have  been  before   it.     It  refuses  \ 
protection  to  three  classes  of  witnesses  — 
to  perjured  witnesses,  to  witnesses  who  , 
have  not  made  a  full   disclosure,   and  to  i 
witnesses      who     have     not     possessed 
themselves      of      certificates      of       in- 
demnity ;  and    the    Government  might, 
under      any      one      of      these      three 
heads,  cntch  these  great    Parliamentary 
criminals   at   this   moment.      The    Tory 
Press  and  many  hon.   Meml^crs  in  thia 
House  havo  maintained  that  the  Com- 
missioners   in    various  particulars   have 
refused  to   believe   the    Irish   Members 
upon  oath.      Why,  then,  if  the  Govern- 
ment are  so  concerned  to  catch  criminals^ 
do  they  not  try  in  the  direction  of  per- 
jury  ?    In  regard   to  the   Land  League 
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books,  the  Commissioners  think  they 
have  not  had  the  full  disclosure  they 
were  entitled  to,  and  I  think  the  Attorney 
General  emphasised  very  strongly  what 
he  called  the  suppression  of  evidence. 
Why  on  this  ground  do  not  the  Govern- 
ment prosecute  ?  Again,  I  believe  the 
Irish  Members  have  not  availed  them- 
selves of  certificates  of  indemnity,  and  1 
presume  it  is  now  impossible  for  them 
to  obtain  them,  the  office  of  the 
Judges  in  the  Commission  having 
ceased.  The  Irish  Members  are, 
ill  fact,  entirely  at  the  mercy  of  the 
Government  at  this  moment.  Why, 
then,  if  the  Government  believe  that 
t^iese  Members  committed  the  crimes 
imputed  to  them,  do  they  not  swoop 
down  on  the  enemies  of  God  and  man 
and  clear  society  of  their  baleful  presence? 
I  presume  the  Government  are  perform- 
ing their  duty  ;  and  it  is  because  I  see 
they  are  doing  nothing  of  the  kind,  I 
suggest  that  I  presume  they  have  no- 
thing to  do — that  there  is  no  indictable 
or  prosecutable  crime  with  which  they 
can  deal.  Bat  if  that  be  so,  I  ask  them 
why  do  they  not  accept  the  Amendment? 
Kven  if  the  Irish  Members  were  pro- 
t acted  by  an  indemnity,  why  could  not 
the  Government,  if  they  believe  them 
guilty,  expel  them  from  the  House  ?  I 
iafer  that  it  can  only  be  because  they  do 
not  see  or  feel  that  they  have  done  any- 
t!iing  worthy  of  expulsion.  In  that  cas3, 
1  again  ask  why  do  they  not  accept  the 
Amendment?  It  may  be  said  that  they 
never  intand^d  to  punish  under  the  Act ; 
but  in  answer  to  that  I  would  say  by 
raf using  this  Amendment  what  are  you 
doing  but  punishing  the  Irish  Members  ? 
You  can  punish  negatively  as  well  as 
positively — by  refusing  rights  as  well  as 
by  inflicting  penalties.  Why  are  you 
punishing  the  Irish  Members?  Not  for 
their  guilt ;  it  must  be  for  some  other 
reason.  What  is  that  reason — assign  it 
if  you  can,  we  say  if  you  dare.  It  may  be 
said  that  you  are  going  on  the  principle 
of  amnesty  and  of  letting  bygones  be 
bygones.  Well,  but  if  that  is  so  that  is 
a  rule  that  should  apply  all  round.  If 
the  past  is  not  to  stand  between  the  Irish 
Members  and  their  exemption  from 
punishment  neither  ought  it  to  stand 
between  them  and  the  reparation  which 
the  Amendment  offers.  View  the  mat- 
tar  as  we  may,  I  imagine  it  is  impossible 
to  reconcile  the  Government  adoption  of 
the  Motion  with  their  rejection  of  the 
VOL.  CCOXLII.    [thibd  bbbibs. 


Amendment  on  any  ground  of  fact, 
reason,  or  right  feeling.  Their  arbi- 
trary and  perverse  attitude  signifies 
that  they  are  disappointed  badly,  and 
are  taking  their  defeat  badly.  In 
these  circumstances,  I  find  myself  in  a 
somewhat  peculiar  and  difficult  position, 
a  position  in  which,  upon  the  whole,  it 
seems  to  me  that  sorrow  has  a  greater 
demand  upon  me  than  anger,  even 
though  that  last  feeling  is  not  absent. 
The  situation  prompts  me  to  do  what  I 
can  to  help  the  Government  out  of  their 
difficulty.  The  position  we  on  this  side 
occupy  at  the  moment  is  that  of 
bystanders,  of  spectators  at  an  impressive 
funeral  ceremony.  We  see  a  great 
historical  political  Party  seeking  to  bury 
their  dead  hopes  out  of  sight,  carrying 
their  offspring,  once  the  centre  of  high- 
formed  anticipations,  to  an  untimely  and 
unhonoured  grave.  In  this  position  is  it  not 
suggested  to  a  philanthropic  nature  that 
we  should  not  disturb  the  sad  memories 
of  afflicted  relatives  and  friends  ?  I  know 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  may  tell 
me  my  comparison  is  misapplied ;  that 
my  conception  of  the  situation  is  a 
mistaken  one;  that  the  vehicle  I  in  my 
mind's  eye,  see  slowly  passing  along  is 
not  a  hearse  with  nodding  plumes,  but  a 
triumphal  car,  festively  adorned ;  and 
that  the  sounds  I  hear  emitted  from 
time  to  time  from  those  Benches  are 
fairly  well  executed  imitations  of  shouts 
of  victory.  T  respect  concealment  of 
grief,  and  even  simulation  of  that  feeling ; 
but  these  pious  frauds,  these  amiable 
impostures  cannot  deceive  the  keen  eye 
of  friendship.  i3eneath  all  this  outward 
bravery,  and  beneath  this  triumphant 
chant,  1  think  I  can  detect  the  languid  step 
and  tone  of  dejection  and  disappointment. 
The  martial  music,  however  admirably  ex- 
ecuted, is  written  in  a  minor  key ;  the  poeau 
is,  in  reality,  a  fantasia  upon  the  Dead 
March — the  lo  Triumphe  is  a  dirge  in 
disguise.  I  ask,  how  can  it  possibly  be 
otherwise,  if  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  are  faithful  to  the  facts  and 
history  of  the  case  ?  I  think  they  will  not 
deny  that  when  they  invited  us  to  set  in 
motion  this  Special  Commission  they 
expected  very  different  results  in  the 
way  of  Party  utility  from  the  stale,  flat, 
and  unprofitable  conclusion  embodied  in 
the  proposal  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  I  know  it  is  stated  that  the 
Commission  was  appointed  simply  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  the   truth,  and 
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tbftt  now  the  tnitlj   is  ascertnined  tbey 
aro  perfectly  satisfied.     Hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  claim  they  were  moved 
simply   by  a  scientific  in  Unrest   in  Irish 
history ;  and    now   that    the    historical 
investigation    has  been  snceessfully  car- 
ried tt)  a  close,  they  are  in  a  delightful 
condition  of  intellectual  satisfaction  and 
mental  repose,  leaving    nothijig  to    be 
desired.     But  I  happen  to  remember  the 
circumstances  under  whicli  the  Special 
Commission  was  appointed.     I  rememl)er 
the  sliontjj  of  exultation— I  might  almust 
say  the  yells  of  triumph — that  greeted 
the  applicatirm  of  Clnsnre  in  Committee, 
and   the   Third    Reading    victory  ;  and 
those    demonstrations,    I  must  acknow- 
ledge, did  not  strike  me  as  cun spicuou^s 
manifestations   of    the    scientifio    spirit. 
When  the  Royal  Society  appoints  a  Com- 
mieaion  t«j  investigate  charges  against  the 
specific  gravity  of  aluminium  or  carbon, 
or   when  the    Geographical   Society  de- 
patches  a  mission  to  discover  the  truth 
about  the  North  Pole  ;  when  the  Trustees 
of  the  British  Musi'um  resolves  to  send 
an   embiissy   to  accomplish    a    speedier 
means   of    getting    to    the    bottom     of 
Argos  or  Babylon  ;  T  am  not  aware  that 
they  forthwith  prticeed  to  execute  a  war 
danc3,  wild    enough    ti  bring   a    rubier 
blush  into  the  scarlet  cheek  of  the  most 
vermilion      member     of      the     highest 
coloured  colony  of  the  Red  Indians  of  the 
West.    No  ;  the  Special  Commission  w*as 
not   the   child  of   scientific   curiosity,  it 
derived  its  birth  from  a  much  less  sul> 
lime   ancestry.     Right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  refused  a  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee, and  insisted  upon   this   form  of 
Commission,  because  they  said   we  %vere 
much  too  abandoned  to  Party  biius  and 
prejudice  ever  to  do  justice  to  a  pelitic^d 
opponent.  Sir,  I  accepted  that  statement, 
and  felt   sur,^  they   w^ere    rigitt    as    re- 
gards themselves^  and  I  have  no  doubt 
they    attributed     the     same     state    of 
mind  to  us.     But  that  was  an  entirely 
different  matter.     Hon.  and  riglit  hon. 
Gentlemen  have  a  perfect  right  to  confess 
their  own  sins  :  but  they  have  no  right  to 
confess  my  sins  for  me.    We  on  this  side 
«>f  the  House  consistently  and  persistently 
ileniod  that  we  were  incapacitates]   from 
forming  an  impartial  judgment   on   the 
matter  by  reason  of  the   disqualification 
of  Party  bias  and  prejudice  which  they 
have  a  perfect  and  absolute  right  to  claim 
for  themselves.    Now,  where  this  obstacle 
of  Party  bias  and  prejudice  exists  it  exists, 
Mr,  Wallace 


not  only  in  regard  to  one  part  of  the 
controvumy,  but  throughout  the  whole ; 
and  the  natural  consequence  of  such  a 
state  of  mind  is  that  it  blinds  its  victims 
to  the  character  of  facts  having  relation 
to    their   motives    and    impulses.      We 
liave  the  admission  from  the  other  side. 
In  fact,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  or  the 
Party    which     they     represent,     while 
possibly  persuading  themselves  that  they 
wanted  tlds  Commission  only  for  histo 
rical  purposes,    were    really  hoping  and 
striving   by    its   means   to  bring    home 
to  Irish  Mem  hoi's  and  the  Irish   nation 
personal  and   criminal  cliarges   cff   such 
damning    baseness    as    would    ruin    the 
Irish  canst*  for  ever  in  the  minds  of  iho 
peof'le   of  this  country,  so  that  through 
that  ruin  they   would   ruin    the    great 
political  Party  which  is  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  Hous^,  or  at  least  such  part 
of  it  as  does  not  stand  in  the   covered  i 
space  occupied  by  the  wooden  horse  and 
\\a     lurking     crew.      But     what     have 
all  these  liigh  hopes  come  to?  To  nothing 
more  than  the  projKisal  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,   upon   the   futility   and 
inutility  of  which  I  have  tried  appropri- 
ate ly  to  com  me  n  t .    Was  th  e  re  e  ver  su  ch  a  I 
fituco  ?    I  have  read  of  inventions  called  1 
infei^nal  machmes — combinations  of  true  , 
and  honest  steel,  yet  so  malignantly  ar- 
ranged as  to  resnlt  in  the  most  dishonest  1 
and  wicked  const  quences  :  but  I  have  also! 
read  that  they  have  sometimes  wruUgliH 
destruction,  nut  to  their  intended  victims,  ] 
but  to  their  fabricators  and  employers. 
I  can  hardly  help  thinking  that   in   this  J 
Special  Commission  we  have  seen  the  truel 
and   honest   steel    of  English  judiciary  J 
twisted  by  maleficent    ingenuity  into 
sort  of  ]iolitical  infernal  m^i  chine  ^   which  I 
has  at  length  gone  off,  but  unfortunately  I 
on  tlie  wrong  side,  and  hii*  damaged  onlj 
its   authors.       The   engineer   has   been 
hoist  with  his  own  petard,  and  whenevef 
that    catastrophe     happens,      I     rathe^ 
sympathise  with  the  engineer.    So  longai 
he  is  meditating  miKchief  I  have  no  pitj 
for  him  ;  Imt  when  his  poor  petard  fire! 
Imckward    instead    of    forward,    and  hfl 
c^mes  tumbliag  Ijaek  like  a  second  Vnlcau 
from  the  crystal  Ijattlements  above,  then 
my    feelings   change,    aod    I    no   loDge| 
desire  to  dance  on  his  mangled  fonn, 
appronch  him  with  symjmthy,  **takehiiiil 
up  tenderly,  lift  him  with  care,"  carry  liim 
U>  a  hospital,  and  deposit  him  there,  and 
leaving  the  oil  and  twopence  Avith  thi 
authorities  of  the  establishment,  retur 
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to  the  ordinary  dnties  of  life,  with  the 
sejlf-re warding  gloss  of  benevolence  in 
my  bosom,  and  the  fixed  resolve  to  re- 
peat the  performance  whenevc?r  similar 
circumstances  occur.  I  think  the  cir- 
cumstances are  recurring,  and,  therefore, 
I  am  sincorely  desirous  to  help  the 
Government  in  their  melancholy  pli.?ht 
by  trying  to  persuade  them  to  accept  the 
Amendment.  To  that  end  I  appeal,  not 
indeed  to  their  sense  of  generosity,  for  1 
am  not  justified  in  an  unprofitable  waste 
of  the  time  of  the  Housa ;  I  appeal  to 
their  own  self-interest,  and  their  sense  of 
their  own  advantage,  by  trying  to  show 
them  what  they  stand  to  lose  by  adhering 
to  their  Motion,  and  what  they  are  cer- 
tain to  gain  by  accepting  the  Amendment. 
1  want  to  show  them  how  they  will  look 
in  the  eyes,  not  of  quibbling  lawyers,  but 
of  the  great  ultimate  tribunal,  the  people 
of  this  country,  who  will  take  a  simple, 
broad,  common-sense  view,  brushing 
aside  all  legal  cobwebs  and  dialectical 
sophisticitions.  In  the  first  place,  by 
adopting  the  Report  you  commit  yourself 
to  the  important  admission  that  Irish 
Members  are  not  contemplating  separa- 
tion from  the  British  Empire.  With  that 
you  give  away  the  strongest  point  you 
have  been  making  against  us  before  the 
people  of  this  country.  You  incur 
another  loss.  You  admit  that  Irish 
Members  are  cleared  from  the  more 
flagrant  and  abominable  charges  against 
them,  and  with  that  admission  you  give 
away  your  allegation  that  the  Irish  people 
are  incapacitated  from  self-rule.  What  are 
the  gains  to  counterbalance  these  losses? 
No  doubt  you  succeed  in  labelling  the 
action  of  the  Irish  leaders  with  those 
terrific  words  "criminal  conspiracy,"  and 
perhaps  you  think  that  will  t^ll  with  effect 
among  the  people.  Well,  no  doubt 
Mesopotamia  is  a  very  blessed  word,  and 
capable  of  much ;  but  by  steady  con- 
templation of  the  word  the  human  mind 
becomes  less  and  less  awe-stricken  with 
the  word,  which  finally  ceases  to  have 
any  effect.  And  so  I  venture  to  predict, 
will  be  the  result  of  this  criminal  con- 
spiracy phrase  ;  and  it  will  be  found  by 
the  country  before  a  fortnight  is  over 
that  criminal  conspiracy  is  merely  a 
legal  ejaculation ;  and  when  they  come  to 
learn  the  facts  they  will  bo  less  im- 
pressed by  the  legal  nomenclature.  I 
will  not  go  through  all  the  illustrations 
I  could  give ;  but  I  ask  you  to  estimate 
the  gains  and  losses  from  the  course  you 


propose.  On  the  one  hand,  you  will 
have  the  character  of  the  Irish  Members 
rehabilitated,  their  capacity  for  self-rule 
admitted,  the  theory  of  separation  dis- 
sipated ;  and  in  the  other  scale  you  have 
a  few  mere  specks  or  controversial 
smudges,  lightly  settled  and  easily  re- 
moved. If  I  thought  you  would  accept 
my  advice  and  this  Amendment,  I 
should  tremble  for  the  side  to  which  I 
belong,  for  I  know  the  advantage  it 
would  give  you ;  but,  in  truth,  I  know 
that  Party  spirit  is  too  strong  for  you  to 
rise  to  the  height  of  this  occasion,  and 
you  will  continue  your  petty  spite 
towards  the  men  so  deeply  injured.  Be 
it  so,  but  remember  a  Nemesis  awaits 
you.  Your  ship  is  now  in  mid-ocean,  and 
you  think  you  have  clear  skies  and 
moderate  seas,  and  a  halcyon  time  that 
will  endure  for  ever ;  but  even  now  you 
may  hear  a  warning  stir  in  the  air,  a 
singing  in  your  cordage,  the  small  pre- 
cursor of  a  great  storm  of  national  disap- 
probation that  will  sweepyoutoyourdoom, 
and  no  memorial  wlli  deplore  your  loss. 

(10.20.)  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY 
FOE  IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoue, 
Manchester,  E.)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  under- 
stand that  the  speech  we  have  just 
listened  to  was  intended  to  be  delivered 
on  Friday  night,  and  I  think  it  will  be 
regarded  as  at  once  the  cause  and  the  justi- 
fication of  the  "  count  out "  which  so  in- 
opportunely interfered  with  the  progress 
of  our  debate.  So  far  as  I  was  able  to 
gather  the  purport  of  the  remarlvs  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down,  he 
himself  was  of  opinion  that  his  speech 
was  of  the  character  of  a  funeral  oration. 
I  would  say,  if  he  will  forgive  my  doing 
so,  that  in  point  of  style  it  was  suitable 
to  the  occasion  on  which  he  thought  he 
was  delivering  it,  and  in  point  of  accuracy 
it  was  quite  worthy  of  being  an  epitaph. 
Hon.  Members,  however,  will  pardon  me 
if  I  at  once  pass  from  his  somewhat  empty 
rhetoric  to  the  important  and  extended 
speech  delivered  earlier  in  the  evening  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast.  The 
hon.  Member  occupied  a  large  part  of  his 
speech  by  dwelling  upon  the  iniquities  and 
hardships  inflicted  upon  politicians  by  poli- 
tical calumny.  I wasamazed, therefore, that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  should  have 
finished  his  speech  by  an  attack  upon  the 
Members  of  the  Government,  which  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  one  of  the  most  un  justifi- 
able examploa  of  politicalcalumny  thatever 
came  undier  my  notioev  ^Fhe  hon.  Qentle- 
Q  2 
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man  slmkea  his  liead*  I  will  explain  to 
the  House  T^'hat  I  mean.  He  wa^  dilating 
upon  the  supposed  complicity  of  the 
Government  'with  some  conspiracy  for 
destn lying  the  character  of  the  Paity  to 
whicli  he  belongs.  In  order  to  snpfiort 
that  charge  he  stated  in  the  House  tliat 
a  letter  had  been  written  by  Lord  Salis- 
bury to  the  forger  Pigott,  leaving  it  to 
be  understood  that  he  meant — if  he 
meant  anything — that  ttiere  was  some 
privity  between  the  Prime  Minister 
of  this  conn  try  and  the  man  who  had 
been  reo&utly  engaged  in  fabricating 
the  vile  w^eapons  of  calumny  against  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.  If  there  be 
any  force  in  the  insinuation  of  the  hon» 
Member,  that  letter  must  have  some 
relevance,  I  presume,  to  Pigott's  action  ; 
it  mu3t  bo  a  letter  which  ha^  some 
bearing  on  the  charge  the  hon.  Member 
brought  against  the  GoxTrnmont  of 
complicity  with  forgery.  AVhy,  then, 
did  he  not  read  it?  1  dare  the  hon. 
Gentleman  t*j  read  that  lett-er  ? 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  think  the  cm- 
spiracy  is  not  one  to  be  effectively  or 
conclusively  dealt  with  in  debate.  I  am 
prepared  to  read  that  and  every  otlier 
letter  if  a  Select  Committee  be  granted. 
♦Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Now,  Sir,  we 
understiind  the  t^ictics  of  tho  man  who 
complains  so  loudly  of  calumny-  He 
tells  the  House,  and  through  the  Housl^ 
he  tells  the  country',  that  Lord  Salisbury 
was  in  correspondence  with  Pigott,  antl 
he  means  by  that— he  can  only  mean  hy 
that — that  he  has  a  letter  in  his  pos- 
session which  affords  proof  that  Lord 
Salisbury  was  in  the  con sjji racy  mth 
Pigott  to  produce  the  forged  letters. 

Me,  SEXTON:  I  never  conveyed  any* 
thing  of  the  kind.  I  repeat  that  I 
never  intended  to  convey  anything  of  tlie 
kind.  I  am  in  the  memory  ot  the 
House,  I'he  question  I  put  was  this 
Wliat  were  the  relntions  between  the 
Prime  Minister  and  Pigott  whioii  ucceH- 
Kitated  the  marking  of  anv  letter  to 
Pigott  "Private''?^ 

♦Mr.  a.  J- BALF0L7R :  Does  not  tlie 
interruption  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  bear 
out  iiij  assertion  1  He  implies  that 
because  there  was  a  h?tti  r  f  rom  the  Prime 
Minister  marked  *' Private,"  therefore 
that  letter  proves  that  the  Prime 
Minister  was  implicat^'d  with  the  man 
Pigott  in  this  foul  conspiracy.  If  he  did 
mot  mean  that  he  meant  nothing  ;  and  1 
Bay  that  a  more  calumnious  insinuatinn 
J/r.  A,  J,  rUilfanr 


WHS  never  made  in  this  House,  and  it 
comes  ill  from  the  man  half  of  whose 
sjieech  was  devoted  to  denouncing 
political  calumny  by  others.  J  have  the 
authority  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  say 
that  the  hon.  (^lentleman  may  read  that 
Ictt-tn*  or  p^ibhsh  that  letter,  be  it  private 
or  not  private,  in  any  newspaper  in  the 
Kingdom.  So  much  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers methods  when  he  is  attacking  the 
Prime  Minister.  Now  consider  his 
methods  when  he  is  attacking  Major  Le 
Caron.  He  reads  a  letter  from  a  man 
Powderley,  enclosing  a  copy,  as  I  under- 
stand, of  a  letter  of  a  very  criminal 
character  from  Le  Caron  to  Powderley, 
dated  at  the  beginning  of  last  year. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  The  letter  from  Le 
Caron  to  Puwderlev  was  dat-ed  1886. 

♦Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  That  letter  was 
rearl  to  the  House  with  the  view  of  dis- 
crediting  the  testimony  of  the  witness 
Le  Caron.  Why  did  the  hon.  Gentleman 
read  that  letter  to  the  House  when  it 
could  not  be  made  the  subject  of  in- 
vestigation or  cross-examination  ?  Why 
did  he  not  bring  it  before  the  judges 
— it  was  written  in  ample  time — in 
order  that  Le  Caron 's  evidence  if  false 
might  be  blasted  by  this  reference  to  Le 
Car  on 's  previous  action? 

Mn-  SEXTON  :  I  explained  to  the 
House  that  this  letter  and  all  others  read 
were  not  addresst  d  to  me,  hut  were  given 
to  me  f(>r  the  purpose  of  debate  in  the 
lust  few  days, 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not  know, 
and  I  have,  of  coursi*,  no  right  to  ask,  who 
gave  the   letter  to  the  hon.   Gentleman, 
but  the   letters  were    written   in  ample 
time  for  production.     And,  Mr.  Speaker, 
to  come  down  to  tliis  debate  and  for  the 
first  time  to  bring   before   us   materials 
which    mny    be    true,    which   may    be 
untrue,  which  may  be  worthy  of  credit , 
OP    not    worthy    of     credit— [An    hon, 
Mkmbkk:    Which     may     Ik?    forged] — 
yes,   and    which    may    be    forged — and 
to    bring    that    bsfort^   us    to-night   and 
in  circumstances  in  which   we  have  no  I 
power     of     investigation     or    oi    cross- 
examination  at  all,  when  it  might  have 
been   pi\»dnccd    and    verified    before    a  j 
judicial    tribunal,    is    to  give    another  I 
example  of  the  character  of  the  methods 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  employ  when  they  j 
are  endeavouring    to    meet    the    gravaj 
charges  preferred  again.st  them.      Aftt»rl 
attacking  Le  Carou   the    hon.   MembeFl 
proceeds      to      attack      the       Onvern-| 


429         Special  Commission  {March  10,  1890}  (1888)  Report. 


430 


ment,  and  he  tells  us  that  a 
man  named  Thompson,  an  agent 
of  fche  Times y  had  gone  to  the  convict 
Mullett  r.nd,  I  think,  to  Nally,  and  had 
promised  them  liberty  if  they  would  give 
evidence  in  favour  of  the  Times.  Now, 
Sir,  1  say  distinctly  that  Thompson  acted 
for  the  Times  and  the  Times  alone.  If  I 
am  asked  my  private  opinion  I  do  not 
think  it  probable  that  he  made  the  pro- 
mise in  question.  But  whether  he  made 
this  promise  or  not,  he  had  no  more 
authority,  direcb  or  indirect,  from  any 
Member  of  the  Government,  to  treat 
with  these  convicts  than  has  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself.  Then  the  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  another  story 
which  he  had  got  hold  of  about  Dr. 
Carte  and  the  convict  Delaney,  and 
he  read  a  letter  which  appeared 
in  the  FreemarCs  Journal  in  which 
Delaney  implied  that  certain  promises  in 
regard  to  his  liberty  had  been  made  to 
him  by  the  Government  in  consequence 
of  the  services  he  had  rendered  as 
witness  and  informer.  I  believe  that 
the  hoQ.  Gentleman  read  that  letter  in 
good  faith ;  but  the  letter  was  a  stolen 
letter,  and  the  reference  made  by 
Delaney  to  the  alleged  promises — for 
tliey  were  only  alleged — with  regard  to 
his  release  related  to  the  time  of  Lord 
Spencer's  Government,  and  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  present  Govern- 
ment. How  did  the  hon.  Gentleman  get 
possession  of  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  SEXTON":  The  letter  which  I 
read  was  written  by  Delaney  eight 
months  after  he  had  given  evidence 
before  the  Commission. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  soon  as  that 
letter  appeared  in  the  FreemarCs  Journal, 
oflBcial  reference  was  made  to  Dr.  Carte, 
and  Dr.  Carte  informed  the  Prisons 
Board,  first,  that  the  letter  had  been 
stolen  from  among  his  private  papers ; 
and,  secondly,  that  the  reference 
to  the  liberation  of  Delaney  related  to 
the  time  when  Lord  Spencer  was  Viceroy, 
and  had  no  reference  whatever  to  the 
Tinies^  case;  and  in  this  connec 
tion  the  House  will  recollect  that 
Delaney  had  given  important  evi- 
dence with  regard  to  the  Phoenix  Park 
murJers  at  the  beginning  of  1883.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  describe  the 
interview  between  Mr.  Shannon,  who  I 
underst.ind  was  another  of  the  Times' 
agents,  and  the  same  convict  Delaney, 
and  here  I  cannot  admit  that  the  hon. 


Gentleman  has  taken  pains  to  make  him- 
self acquainted  with  the  facts.  He  gave 
a  story  to  this  House  with  regard  to  the 
allegation  that  Shannon  represented 
himself  as  being  an  official  of 
the  Government,  upon  which  Mr.  Shannon 
was  cross  examined  at  the  MoUoy  trial, 
and  which  was  absolutely  exploded  under 
cross-examination,  and  that  story,  without 
the  slightest  reference  to  the  trial  of 
Molloy,  the  hon.  Gentleman  gave  to  us 
as  an  authentic  example  of  the  iniquities 
of  the  Times'  agent,  and,  by  some  sort  of 
imaginary  connection,  of  the  iniquities  of 
the  Government  also.  I  am  bound  to 
say  I  differ  altogether  from  the  view 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  chosen  to 
give  us  of  the  way  in  which  witnesses 
were  obtained  in  the  Times'  case.  But 
accusers  and  accused  were  bound,  in  my 
opinion,  to  bring  forward  every  available 
witness  who  could  elucidate  the  case. 
But  whereas  tlie  Times  did  so,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  friends  appear 
to  have  occupied  themselves  principally 
in  withdrawing  from  the  Commissioners 
every  source  of  authentic  information. 
Ninety-six  persons  were  implicated  by 
the  evidence  of  informers  before  the 
Commission ;  they  were  implicated  by 
name,  and  their  addresses  were  given;  they 
were  then  alive  and  in  the  country ;  and 
not  a  single  one  came  forward  to 
contradict  in  any  particular  whatever 
the  evidence  given  against  them.  No, 
I  believe  I  am  wrong ;  four  were 
called,  and  of  these  two  broke  down 
absolutely  under  cross-examination.  Sir, 
we  take  the  view  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  every  citizen  to  aid  to  the 
best  of  his  ability  the  inquiry  before 
this  Commission.  I,  for  my  own  part, 
would  have  been  ashamed  of  myself  if  I 
had  not  done  everything  to  aid  that 
inquiry.  Witnesses  who  came  forward 
for  the  Times,  or  who  might  have  come 
forward  for  the  Time*,  were  intimidated  or 
restrained  by  the  fear  that  true  testimony 
mighthave  been  followed  by  assassination. 
The  96  persons  implicated  by  these  wit- 
nesses had  nothing  to  fear  from  coming  for- 
ward, except  thit  the  truth  should  bo 
known  ;  and  the  fact  that  the  truth  might 
become  known  was,  it  appears,  quite  . 
enough  to  deter  tlit  m.  The  hon.Gentleman 
has  told  the  House  that  we,  the  Govern- 
ment, owe  an  ap jlogy  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Corkand  others  for  what  has  been  done. 
I  do  not  see  what  the  Government  have  to 
do  with  the  matter  at  all.  We  brought  for- 
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ward  no  chai*ge  ;  we  did  nothing  but 
provide  the  machinery  bj  which  fiilso 
charges  mio^ht  be,  ami  have  b?en,  refuted, 
and  true  charges  might  b?,  and  have  been, 
est iblished.  But,  Sir,  the  bou.  Member  for 
Cork  did  not  even  ask  an  apologj  from 
his  true  calumniators,  the  Tim^s,  T  am 
informed— I  do  not  know  anything  about 
these  matters  myself — that  it  is  almost 
unexampled  in  trials  for  libel  for  the 
plaint  ilf  to  accept  damages^  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  has  accepted  damages, 
and  not  at  the  same  time  to  require 
an  apology  and  a  retractation.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  was  content  to  accept 
damages  ;  he  was  content  to  do  without  an 
apology  and  retractation.  Now,  Sir,  1  have 
felt  throughout  tliese  debates  that  the  true 
issue  before  the  House  has  been 
greatly  disguised,  pai-tly  by  tlie  fai-t  that 
six  learned  gentlemen  who  were 
engaged  in  the  case  have  entered  upon 
a  quarrel  at  great  length  on  the  manner 
in  which  the  case  hns  been  conducted. 
We  have  nothing  to  do  with  that.  It  has 
also  been  disguised  by  the  fact  that  we 
have  been  asked  to  make  some  pro- 
nouncement on  the  character  of  Mr. 
Houston.  We  have  nothing  to  do  with 
that.  It  was,  perhaps,  natural — though 
I  think  this  again  is  disguising  the  true 
issae  before  the  House — it  was,  perhaps, 
natural,  and  I  am  far  from  complaining 
of  it,  that  hoD.  Gentlemen  should  make 
the  most  here  as  in  the  country  of  the 
fact  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was 
attacked  by  the  foul  weapon  of  forged 
letters,  and  the  infamy  of  the  means 
used,  which  I  should  be  the  last  to  dis- 
guise or  palliate,  naturally  has  produced 
H  reactioEj  in  favour  of  the  hon.  Member 
fi»r  Cork,  t  differ  altogether  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  in  the 
upiniou  that  he  expressed,  that  we  have 
gained  pjlitical  advantage  from  these 
haters  during  the  last  three  years.  I  do 
not  think  so.  Ho  stated  most  mu 
truly,  though,  I  bulieve,  in  good  faith 
that  Conservative  Members  of  this 
House  had  made  it  the  chief  count  in 
their  indictment  agjiinst  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  that  those  letters  were 
A\Titten  by  him.  Find  the  8pe3ches. 
Not  one  speech  1ms  b^en  quoted  in  the 
whole  courae  of  this  debatje  from  any 
Moniljer  of  Parliament,  or  from  any 
Conservative  or  Liberal  Unionist  that  I 
know  of  of  position  in  the  country,  in 
whieh  those  lettera  were  used  as  a 
in^aus  oE  injnriiig  a  political  opponent. 


The  only  reference  I  have  made  to  it, 
so  far  as  I  know,  was  in  a  speech  which 
I  made  at  Ipswich, 

Sift  W,    H^^RCOURT :    I  will  quote 
yonr  speeches. 

♦Ma,  A.  J.  BALFOGK:  Well,  you  may 
quote  ray  speeches.  I  have  not,  like 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  go  tlu-ongh 
the  painful  operation  of  reviewing 
my  previous  speeches  before  I  address 
this  House,  nor  do  I  tremble  before 
qu«Dftations  that  may  be  extn^cted  from 
any  of  them.  But  I  go  fi'on^  that 
pei-sonal  [mrenthesis*  While  T  admit, 
Mr.  Speaker,  tlmt  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  have  a  perfect  right  to  make 
full  use,  and  more  than  full  use,  of 
any  advantage  they  can  gain — and  the 
advantage  is  great — by  the  exposure  of 
these  in^mous  forge  ries»  I  do  not  think  that 
is  sufficient  to  cover  the  whole  case  which 
the  House  has  t*:*  consider,  or  anything 
like  sufficient.  Hon.  Gentlemen  have 
got  int4:»  the  habit  of  thinking  that  the 
wh^>le  blame  of  the  gross  calumnies 
passed  with  regard  to  the  Phoenix  Park 
murders  rests  upon  the  T'lm^s  and  uj>on 
those  who  fid  vised  the  Time^.  1  s!iy 
some  share  of  that  responsibility,  and  no 
small  share,  rests  upon  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  and  the  friends  of  the  hon. 
Member.  A  lamentable  error  occurred, 
no  doubt,  but  it  is  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  that  crr<^>r  depended  entirely,  or  even 
principally,  upon  the  forged  letters.  That 
would  appear  to  he  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentlt;'man  who  moved  the 
Amendment  which  we  are  now  discussing. 
It  appears  to  l>3  also  the  opinion  of  my 
hon.  Friend  Ijehind  me,  who  has  to  move 
the  Amendment  wliich  we  are  to  discuss 
to-morrow.  I  can  find  no  justification 
for  that  opinion,  either  in  the  Report  of 
the  Commiaaion  or  in  the  evidence  on 
which  that  Rep>rt  was  based.  1  say 
these  letters  never  could  have  been 
believed,  even  by  the  culpable  credulity 
of  the  Timeif,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
culpable  carelessness,  and  worse  than 
culi)able  carelessness,  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  and  tlie  friends  of  tlie  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.  Just  consider  the 
evidence.  The  House  will  recollect  the 
protest  issued  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  immediately  after  the  Phoenix  Park 
assassinations.  One  phrase  I  wdl  quote 
to  the  House  : — 

•*  We  appeal  ty  you,  the  people  of  Tniland, 
to  flhow  by  every  muuDer  uf  ex^rtiaslon  the 
almost  iitii venial  feeling'  of  horror  which  this 
ft»Ba8»iaation  baa  eiccittKl." 
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Was  every  means  in  their  power  used, 
even  by  the  friends  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  to  show  the  horror  with  which 
that  assassination  was  res^arded?  ["Yes."] 
It  was  not.  ["  Yes."]  It  was  not. 
The  Irishman  newspaper  and  United 
Ireland — you  do  not  repudiate  United 
Ireland — through  inadvertence,  or  other- 
wise, inserted  articles  or  letters  which 
held  up  the  Phoenix  Park  murderers  to 
the  admiration  of  Irishmen  as  courageous 
and  disinterested  patriots.  I  recollect 
it  was  suggested  that  Byrne,  the 
sacretary  of  the  English  branch  of 
the  Land  League,  and  who  was  sup- 
posed to  ha  implicated  in  thes3  assassi- 
nations, should  be  brought  back  from 
America,  whither  he  had  fled,  either  to 
disprove  the  accusations  made  againsb 
him,  or  at  least  to  relieve  the  Land 
League  of  the  suspicion  which  his  action 
had  brought  upon  them.  This  proposal 
United  Ireland  thought  fit  to  ridicule. 
Again,  I  recollect  reading  ^otes  in  Court, 
which  appeared  in  United  Ireland  at  the 
time  these  murderers  wera  being  tried. 
I  will  read  one  sentence,  which  is  as  fol- 
lows. The  date  is  April  21,  1882  ;  the  man 
being  tried  was  Curley,  the  assassin  : — 

"  It  is  not  the  life  of  a  man,  bat  the  life  of 
a  natioa  which  is  conoeriied  in  the  trial  in 
Green  Street." 

*'  It  does  not  signify  a  miserable  tussle  with 
an  individual  (that  is,  the  assassin  Curley). 
It  means  a  wrestle  between  the  Crotvn  of 
Great  Britain  and  the  people  of  Ireland.  An 
•  ordinary  murderer  is  never  cheered  in  the 
streets,  nor  is  his  escort  hissed  in  this  country." 

That  was  in  the  ofiicial  journal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.  Again,  it  was 
suggested,  and  I  think  the  suggestion 
a  good  one,  that  a  reward  should  be 
ofEered  from  the  Land  League  funds  to 
discover  the  murderers  of  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish  and  Mr.  Burke.  That  ofEer 
was  publicly  repudiated  by  the  treasurer 
of  the  Land  Leagae,  to  whose  honour 
and  patriotism  the  Member  for  Cork  has 
recently  paid  a  singnlar  tribute.  The 
Irish  World  started  a  fund  called  **The 
Martyrs  Fund*^ — the  Irish  World  from 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  derive  so  much 
pecuniary  assistance.  The  fund  was  to 
be  used  exclusively  for  the  members 
of  the  families  of  those  who  were 
hanged  for  the  Phoenix  Park  murders, 
with  the  significant  exception  of  the 
murderers  who  happened  to  plead  guilty. 
I  find  among  the  subscribers  to  the  fund 
Mr.  ljigan,i^^ex- treasurer  to  the  Land 
League,   who  subscribed  50  dollars.     I 


find  also  that  the  payments  out  of  this 
fund  to  the  families  of  the  murderers, 
was  witnessed  by  a  gentleman  of  the 
name  of  Quiun,  who  was  at  that  time 
paid  secretary  to  the  League,  and  is  at 
this  time  the  paid  secretary  of  the  National 
League.  It  is  asserted,  and  I  believe 
not  denied,  that  the  knives  with  which 
the  murders  were  committed  lay  for 
some  not  inconsiderable  time  at  the  office 
of  the  English  Land  League,  not  200 
yards  from  these  doors.  [No.]  Yes. 
See  the  evidence,  p.  306,  vol.  4.  [Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy  :  Whose  evidence  ?]  It  was  the 
evidence  chiefly  of  a  clerk  engaged  in 
the  office.  1  have  given  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  reference.  Brennan  fled 
as  soon  as  the  revelations  came  out  about 
the  Phoenix  Park  murders. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  I  ris9  to  order. 
Sir.  Ought  not  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, if  he  is  reading  from  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Commission,  to  quote  the 
page? 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  denies  that  Brennan  fled  he 
can  correct  me  afterwards. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  a  point 
of  order.  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  whether  this  debate  is  not 
founded  upon  the  Report  and  evidence 
given  by  the  Special  Commission,  and 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
therefore,  must  not  confine  himself  in 
this  debate  to  the  evidence  upon  which 
that  Report  was  founded,  and  to  the 
conclusions  in  that  Report  which  we  are 
now  discussing  1 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Several  statements 
have  been  made  in  this  debate  which 
have  not  been  founded  upon  the  Rep<^rt ; 
andif  any  hon.  Member  makes  a  statement, 
of  courss,  he  will  be  responsible  for  it. 

♦Mr.  a  J.  BALFOUR :  I  say,  Sir,  that 
Brennan  fled,  and  I  do  not  believe  that 
is  seriously  denied.  I  say  that  Egan  fled 
under  police  suspicion.  Byrne  and 
Sheridan  fled,  and  Walsh  also  fled,  and 
against  these  three  a  tnie  bill  for  com- 
plicity in  the  Phoenix  Park  murders  was 
found  by  the  Grand  Jury.  Who  were 
these  five  pjrsons  ?  Brennau  was  secre- 
tary to  the  Irish  Land  League  ;  Egan 
was  treasurer ;  Byrne  was  secretary  to 
the  English  Land  League  ;  Sheridan  and 
Walsh  were  paid  organisers  of  the  Irish 
Lind  League.  Every  one  of  these  five 
men  was  a  high  officer  of  the  League. 
And,  I  say,  if  you  take  these  things  into 
consideration — if  you  take  the  articles  in 
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fcho  Truhnuin  and  United  Irdand^  if 
you  take  tlie  Mnrtyr-^'  Finid,  if  j^  on  take 
tho  actiriu  of  Quinu  in  wit(iu5'<iti[^'  the 
distr*ibutioii  <»f  t!i6  Irisli  P'liml,  and  if 
you  trkti  the  fiuit  that  all  tht'se  ti^e  men 
lied  from  justice  and  have  nevi^r  returnt?d 
to  meet  ttio  ac^eusatious  made?  a^iinst 
tnftti,  you  have  ci^n elusive  and  ov*ji*- 
wheliniuv^  pitHjf  th  it  if  the  Timfi»  was 
guilty  of  culpibif  cnduUty  in  accepting 
the  for-ged  letters  of  Pigott,  the  Member 
for  Cork  and  the  friends  of  the  Member 
for  Cork  were  not  less  guilty  of  culpable 
Cirolesstvesa  iu  engaging  these  men  tii 
carry  on  the  work  of  the  League  in  the 
fi rat  instance,  and  after  they  had  fled,  in 
allowing  newspapers,  which  they  raanagcd 
and  controlled,  to  give  every  man  wha 
studied  their  columns  the  impression 
that  the  leaders  responsible  for  those 
newspapei's  were  not  so  indignant  about 
the  Phcenix  Park  murders  ab  I  fer- 
vently and  fully  believe  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  h»ve  always  been. 
Now,  on  the  subject  of  calumny  it  is 
well  to  have  a  standard.  It  is  an  t>dioufl 
and  vile  offence  to  spread  calumnies 
ou  the  character  of  your  political  op- 
pon©nt:j  for  the  purpose  of  r^^aping 
political  advantage.  I  rt?gret  to  say,  Mr. 
Speaktir,  that  it  has  been  an  hjibttnal 
practic3  of  the  Party  opposite*  But  in 
oriier  that  we  may  estimate,  as  we  are 
asked  to  ei^timrite  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Meml>er  for  Mid  Lothian, 
the  exact  injury  indicted  by  this  parti- 
cular calumny,  let  m©  take  as  a  standard  of 
comparison  an  pee  im  en  of  athimuy  whifh 
will  be  found  at  page  92  of  the  Report. 
There  it  will  be  sueu  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  thought  lit  to  go 
down  iu  1885  to  Mayo  and  to  make  a 
speech,  and  he  chose  for  the  theme  of  his 
eulogies  a  man  named  Nally,  wlio  had 
been  in  prison  and  is  still  iu  prison  for 
conspiracy  to  murder.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  said— 

*'  I  wifih  to  aay  of  Mr.  NaUv  that  he  ia  a  man 
wlio  h"»8  performed  ^Te^t  and  important  aer- 
vices  to  ihe  cause  of  the  Lttnd  Leag-ae." 

This,  recollect,  is  a  man  in  prison  f**r 
conspiracy  to  murder. 

**  I  behove  of  Mr.  Ndly  that  he  i«  one  of  the 
Tictims  of  the  infAiiiuiit  evuteni  «hich  existed 
jfi  this  (Njuotry  durlug  tU©  thn?e  yearn  of  the 
Coercion  Act.'* 

the  Act  of  the  riglit  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  be  it  observed — 

*'  I  believe  of   Patrick   Naity  that    he  ia  a 
▼iotim  of   the  conspiracy  which  was  formed 
between   Lord  8r>oiic«r  iLud  the  itiformera  of 
J//\  A.  J.  Balfour 


tliwir  country  for  the  purfioa©  of  obtaining 
vjclims  fo  what  thp}'  call  Inw  and  jufltirc  by 
MTij  uud  by  every  means,  wiietbcr  itiuocuut  or  J 
not," 

Now,  hero  we  have  two  calumnies-} 
which  we  can  compare.  The  author — I 
no,  not  the  author,  hut  the  publisher,] 
of  the  tirst  calumny  waa  an  irresponbible 
and  anonymous  journalist  speaking  for 
nobody  but  liimself.  The  author  of  the 
second  calumny  was  the  leafier  of  a  Party, 
who  spoke  a^  a  Party  leader  with  the 
respon-sibility  which  cannot  be  divorced 
from  the  position  of  a  Party  leader. 
So  much  for  the  authors  of  the  libels,  i 
Of  the  charact/cr  of  the  libels  I  can 
only  gay  that,  in  my  opinion,  to  accuse 
a  man  of  pditical  assassination,  or  of 
anything  in  the  nature  of  political  aHsaasi-  | 
nation^  grave  aa  it  is,  is  inxSigniticant  as 
compared  with  the  charge  of  delibemtely 
practising  judicial  murder.  So  much 
for  the  relative  gnivity  of  the  chartres. 
But  there  is  another  circiimstunce  that  | 
has  to  bo  borne  in  mind.  The  Timr^^ 
as  i.^  admitted,  did  not  know  that  the  , 
libel  it  uttered  was  an  untrue  libel,  but 
tht*  Commissioners  assert  that  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  uttered  his  libel 
on  Lord  Spencer  he  did  know  it  to  be 
untrue.  Now,  what  about  the  victims 
of  thes^  two  libels  ?  The  victim  of  the 
liljel  of  the  lion.  Memljer  for  G^rk  wa« 
Lord  Sj»enci*r,  It  will  not  be  denied^ 
I  think,  rv^c-u  by  those  who  differ  most 
from  Lord  Spencer,  and  who  are  most  I 
astoni.shed  at  the  doctrine  which  he  now 
proclaims  upon  the  Irish  t^uestion^ — ^it  \ 
will  not  be  dt^iied  that  he  is  a  man  of 
unstained  honour,  against  whom  no  man 
would  Ixjlieve  a  disgrucf  ful  charge,  be  the 
evidence  in  support  of  tliat  charge  what 
it  might.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Memljer  for  Mid  Lothian  compels  us 
to  recollect,  and  compels  tis  unwillingly 
to  remind  tho  House,  that  the  hon.  Member 
fr)r  Cork  was  present  when  a  Colleague  ' 
of  his  discussed  the  advantages  that  would 
accrue  to  L*eland  from  another  poli- 
tical assassination  like  Hartmann's,  and 
that  the  hon.  Member  remained  silent. 
The  right  hon,  Gentlemiin  compels  us  to 
recollect  and  to  remind  the  House  of  tht* 
**  Bread  and  Lead  "  speech — a  speech  of  i 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  gave 
an  ex[»lanation  to  the  Commissioiiers 
which  the  Commissioners  absolutcdy  de- 
clined to  believe,  a  speech  by  which  they 
say  he  intended  to  signify  that  he  had 
behind  him  the  supix^rt  of  those  who 
were  prejmred  to  use  lead  in  order  to 
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carry  out  their  political  objects  ;  he  com- 
pels us  to  recollect,  and  to  remind  the 
House,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
employed  to  put  down  outrages  the 
man  Boyton,  knowing  the  kind  of 
speeches  that  Boyton  had  made.  The 
chief  specimen  of  Boyton's  speeches  given 
by  the  Commission  being  one  in  which 
Boyton  recommended  assassination.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  compjls  us  to  recol- 
lect and  to  remind  the  House  that  in  all 
those  years  of  crime  and  outmge,  between 
1 879  and  1 885,  the  only  authentic  and  ade- 
quate denunciation  of  crime  which  can  be 
credited  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  is  the 
denunciation  of  the  Phoenix  Park  murder, 
and  that  with  regard  to  agrarian  crime 
ill  Ireland,  and  dynamite  crime  in 
America,  no  denunciation  or  no  adequate 
<lenunciation  could  be  discovered  by  the 
hon.  Member  himself  during  the  whole 
course  of  the  Commission.  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  think  that  amongst  the 
jiolitical  crimes  that  have  stained  the 
annals  of  Ireland  in  the  last  12  years 
the  crime  of  the  Phoenix  Park  stands 
out  as  specially  horrible  and  atrocious. 
Our  moral  sense  in  this  matter  is  the 
slave  of  our  torpid  imagination.  It  is 
easy  to  grasp  the  horror  of  the  assassina- 
tion of  tiie  stainless  gentlemen  whom  we 
all  knew. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Who  says  sol 
*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  say  so.  It 
is  not  so  ea^y  for  us  to  follow  the  slow 
course  of  torture  ending  in  a  horrible 
death  which  has  attended  so  many 
victims  of  the  Land  League  conspiracy  in 
Ireland.  If  I  knew  tliat  I  was  to  perish 
by  assassination  to-morrow  I  would  not 
admit  that  such  a  crime  would  equal 
in  atrocity  and  horror  the  crimes  which 
have  been  perpetratsd  on  these  defence- 
less men  and  women  in  Clare  and 
Kerry.  What  happens  ?  Some  "  leader 
of  the  people,"  some  leader  of  public 
opinion  in  Ireland  goes  down  to  a 
remote  district  in  Clare  and  Kerry,  and 
he  appeals  to  the  manhood  of  tiie  dis- 
trict to  "get  rid  of  a  land-grabber  who  is  in 
their  midst."  And  he  goes  away  rejoic- 
ing. Perhaps  he  becomes  a  Member  of 
Parliament  and  lives  upon  the  subscrip- 
tions of  dynamiters  in  America.  The 
manhood  of  the  district  to  whom  he  has 
appealed  black  their  faces,  arm  them- 
selves with  guns,  stolen  from  some 
defenceless  farmer ;  they  go,  a  dozen  of 
them  together,  and  they  get  hold  of  some 
unhappy  old  jnan,  whom  they  put  on  his 


knees,  and  whom  they  shoot  in  the 
presence  of  his  wife  or  family.  Crimes 
like  that,  which  the  Commission  delibe- 
rately find  are  the  result  of  a  system 
which  hon.  Members  opposite  followed 
with  full  knowledge  of  its  results,  stir  my 
indignation  far  more  profoundly  even 
than  the  ghastly  and  horrible  crime  of 
political  lassassination.  I,  of  course,  ad- 
mit that  incitement  to  crime  may  be 
accidental.  It  may  happen  to  anybody 
in  a  revolutionary  epoch,  and  we  are 
told  that  this  is  a  revolutionary .  epoch, 
though  I  may  parenthetically  remark 
that  I  do  not  find  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  allowed  to  use  that  defence 
for  their  methods  of  dealing  with 
the  revolution.  I  admit  that  a  man  may 
make  a  speech  at  such  a  time  which 
would  incite  to  crime  through  no  fault 
of  his  own.  But  when  he  found  that 
crime  ensued,  what  would  an  honour- 
able man  do?  He  would  do  three 
things.  He  would  refrain  from  making 
such  speeches  in  the  future  ;  he  would 
denounce  crime  to  the  utmost  of  his 
ability ;  and  he  would  do  his  utmost  to 
detect  the  crime  which  had  already 
taken  place.  Each  of  these  three  things 
is  dictated  by  the  elementary  principles 
of  morality.  Of  these  three  things 
not  a  single  one  has  ever  been  done 
^y  any  Member  opposite.  There  is 
no  evidence  that  they  have  seriously 
denounced  crime.  There  is  no  evidence 
that  they  refrained  from  proceedings 
which  they  knew  produced  crime  ;  and 
there  is  no  evidence  that  they  have 
moved  a  single  finger  to  detect  crime. 
The  only  knowledge  of  their  conduct  in 
relation  to  particular  crimes  which  we 
possess  is  that  they  defended  criminals 
and  that  they  compensated  criminals ; 
and  out  of  this  vast,  unaccounted  for 
money  at  their  disposal  they  have 
not  been  able  to  show  that  one  single 
sixpence  was  in  all  these  10  years  devoted 
to  the  offering  of  a  reward  for  the  detec- 
tion of  crime  or  for  the  punishment  of 
criminals.  Hon.  Gentlemen  attempt  to 
deal  with  these  charges  piecemeal ;  I 
think  their  attempt  is  not  a  success.  The 
only  way  to  consider  them  is  to  take  them 
collectively  and  in  mutual  relation,  to  see 
how  one  part  bears  upon  another,  and  how 
one  confirms  another.  You  have  in  the 
first  place  a  total  absence  of  denuncia- 
tion of  crime.  In  the  second  place,  you 
have  the  wilful  persistence  in  the  course 
which    produced    crime;    in  the    third 
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place,  you  have  enormous  funds  never 
uaed  to  detect  crime,  but,  as  far  as  we 
know,  rather  to  defend  and  to  conv 
perisate  criminals.  You  have,  as 
a  result  of  thi.s  system,  a  condition,  of 
agi*arian  crime,  which  has  never  been 
equtUled  in  Ireland.  On  the  top 
of  that  cundititin  of  tilings,  and  know- 
ing that  thut  condition  of  tilings 
ejdsted^  you  hav  e  the  same  people  '\mii- 
iug  out  of  their  futida,  sometimes  at  a 
los«,  papora  whicli  still  further  excit-d 
the  popular  imagination,  and  still  further 
incited  to  crime.  On  the  top  of  that,  as 
if  tluit  were  not  cTRmgh,  jou  have  the 
same  people  continuing  their  ngitation 
by  the  help  of  funds  which  they  fieri ved 
from  the  preachers  of  assassination  in 
America.  I  am  tf^ld  hy  npeaker  after 
speaker  that,  aftur  all,  it  does  not 
matter  where  you  get  your  money  from 
flo  long  as  you  spend  it  well,  and  that 
no  paraoual  dishonour  is  associated 
with  accepting  funds,  come  they  fi*om 
whatever  source  they  may.  I  will 
not  discuss  that  doctrine  —  a  ques- 
tionable,  and  daugerons  doctrine.  It  is 
not  necessary  to  discuss  it,  because  that 
is  not  what  the  Commission  find  with 
regard  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
Wiiat  they  find  is  not  merely  that  they 
received  fund^  from  the  preachers  of 
assassination,  hut  that  their  silence  about 
assassination  ^Vl^s  btmght  by  the  receipt 
of  the  funds,  Their  silence  was  a  pur- 
chased silence.  They  did  not  merely 
receive  funds  from  the  Clan-na-Gael, 
but  they  were  silent  about  its  method  in 
order  that  they  might  receive  its  fund.s. 
If  you  take  all  these  circumstances 
together,  and  if  you  consider  their  cumu- 
lative effect,  you  may  talk  of  charges 
which  bring  with  them  personal  dishonour 
and  chaises  which  do  not.  But  if  con- 
tact with  crime  can  ever  bring  personal 
dishonour,  then  I  say  that  the  conduct 
of  tlie  leaders  of  the  Party  which  did  the 
things  found  by  the  Commission  to  have 
bcten  done,  brings  as  great  personal  dis- 
honour a*  political  crime  can  ever  bring. 
Sir,  if  the  excuses  which,  unhappily, 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  found  it 
necessary  to  give  for  the  criminal  con- 
a  pi  racy  whicli  we  are  considering  do 
violence  to  morality,  not  less  do  their 
exjiUnations  of  what  lias  lutppened  in 
Iroland  daring  the  hist  10  years  do 
violenoo  to  iiiatory.  We  have  a  variety 
of  theories  on  this  subject,  Thero  is  the 
theory  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
^r,  A.  J,  Mal/bur 


man  opposite,  who   thinks  that   every- 
thing is  accounted  for  by  distress ;  thati 
the  distress  in  the  winters  of  1879-1582 
is  really    r*.\s|xmsible  for  crime.      I  will 
not  discuss  that  at  length,  but  I  will  re- 
mind the  Hou.se  of  what  I  stated  before, 
that  even  in    Ireland   the  effect  cannot  J 
precede  itjs  cause,  and  tlmt  the  cause  of] 
all  this  agitation  preceded  the  distress  by  J 
at  least  six  or  eight  months.    Sir,  we  have] 
before    us   even    a    more    extiiaordinar^ 
theory,  which  1  think  we  owe  to  the  in* 
ventive  ingenuity  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.     Hia 
view  in  1890  is  that  all  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  were  during  the  J 
years  1 879-1 880»  1881  philanthropist's  iul 
disguise.      The   right    hon.    Gentleman j 
shakes  his  head.     But  at  all  events  I  think  I 
he  will  agree  with  me,  and  the  House  wiUl 
agree  with  me,  that  the  general  impres-I 
sion  he  desired  to  give  in  his  great  speeclLl 
on  Monday  last  was  that  crime  was  putT 
down  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  audi 
that  if  it  had  not  been  for  their  beneficenil 
interference   on    l)ehalf   of    the   tenantal 
crime   would   have  been  greater  than  'it\ 
was.     It   is,  however,  unfortunate,  that] 
the  right  hon-  Gentleman  did  his  best  toj 
put    these    philanthropists   into   prison,! 
first   with   trial,   and    when   that  failed  [ 
without    trial.       During    tlie    whole    of  J 
these  years  he  not  only  never  suggested! 
that  they  had  an\  thing  to  do  with  the  J 
diminution  of  crime,  but  distinctly  and] 
categorically  repudiated  the  theory   thatl 
either  distress  or  eviction  had  an^  thin^jfl 
to  do  with  the  increase  of  crime,     I  seo] 
the    right  hon.   Gentleman    shakes    hial 
head.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  s  opinionJ 
nine  years  ago  was  exactly    that  of  therl 
Commissioners.     I  do  not  wish  to  trouble  f 
the  House  with  quotations.     But  what! 
could  more  explicitly  bear  tliis  out   than  J 
the  following.     In   1881   the  right   hoE 
Gentleman  said^ 

'*Hou.  Geiitlemeu  woald  have  ws  sopp 
flOfnetimee  that  this  cnme  was  ovrin^  to  dil*l 
trtiBd  ia  Ireland.  Sometimes  \t  U  owing  %a\ 
evictioasin  Ireland.  It  is  evideut  by  the  tea*! 
timooy  afforded  by  facta  that  it  ia  owingi 
neitbtr  to  the  one  nor  to  the  other.'* 

Well,  Sir,  we  then  have  the  theory  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Meml>er  for  Fife  with 
regard  to  the  Cian-na-Ga^l.  The  hon. 
Member  miule  an  able  speech.  I  am  a 
great  admirer  of  the  hon.  Member's 
speeches.  But  he  lacks  discretion, 
think  there  is  a  limit  beyond  which' 
paradox  is  imprudent,  even  in  the  Honse 
of    Commops.       The   hon,   and   learned 
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Member  told  ns  that  the  Clan-na-Gael  was 
a  Benefit  Society.  But  on  what  did  he 
found  his  view  that  the  Clan-na-Grael 
was  a  Benefit  Society  ?  Why,  on  the 
fact  that  the  circulars  of  the  Clan-na-Gael 
were  couched  in  extremely  turgid  lan- 
guage. Now,  that  appears  to  me — I 
speak  as  a  layman  to  a  lawyer — extremely 
bad  evidence.  And  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
of  all  Membera  in  this  House,  has  least 
to  gain  by  the  theory  that  excellence  of 
intention  is  always  in  reverse  proportion 
to  excellence  in  style.  The  theories 
with  which  we  have  been  favoured  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  on  this  subject, 
are  beautifully  inconsistent.  The  first 
theory  was  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney,  who  went  into 
the  Commission  with  a  view  of  proving 
that  his  clients  were  innocent.  [Sir  C. 
Russell  :  Except  of  boycotting.  That 
theory  seems  rather  to  break  down.] 
The  next  theory  was  that  although  it  is 
true  these  crimes  were  committed,yet  they 
had,  always  been  known,  and  we  need  not 
bother  about  them.  The  third  was  that 
though  hon.  Members  were  very  wicked 
until  1882,  they  had  been  quite  innocent 
afterwards.  The  fourth  is  that,  though 
they  were  not  quite  innocent  after  1882, 
they  were  quite  innocent  after  1885. 
Which  of  these  theories  are  we  to  accept? 
They  are  inconsistent  with  every  known 
fact  of  history.  They  are  inconsistent 
with  the  quotation  I  have  made  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  They  are 
inconsistent  with  the  rhetoric  with  which 
we  were  favoured  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  in  .1881,  and  they 
are  absolutely  inconsistent  with  the 
accumulated  mass  of  evidence  brought 
before  the  Commission.  They  are  in- 
consistent with  the  words,  deeds,  and 
writings  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway;  and,  most  of  all,  they  are 
inconsistent  with  the  silences  of  hon. 
Gentlemen.  But,  Sir,  I  think  I  must 
say  one  word  more  with  regard  to  one  of 
the  theories  to  which  I  have  just  alluded 
— the  theory  that  all  the  wicked  things 
were  done  bafore  1885,  and  nothing  but 
good  has  been  done  since  then.  Up  to 
1885  or  1886  the  Commission  examined 
the  facts,  and  for  some  reason,  which  I  do 
not  quite  understand,  they  were  stopped 
by  the  advocates  for  the  respondents 
from  carrying  their  investigation. 
Any  theory  whatever  which  sup- 
poses that  there  has  been  any  break 
in  the  Irish  system  from  1879  to  the 


present  moment  is  condemned  by  the 
barest  study  of  contemporary  facts  iA 
Ireland.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Mumber  for  Fife  appeared  to  be  of 
opinion  that  Lord  Spencer's  Crimes 
Act  was  directed  against  what  are 
called  murder  conspiracies.  It  was 
not  directed  against  murder  conspiracies. 
What  Lord  Spencer  had  in  view  was 
intimidation,  was  boycotting — was  the 
intimidation  which  invariably  existed 
when  evicted  farms  were  taken.  If  any- 
body doubts  that — and  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Fife  doubts  it — and 
will  take  the  trouble  to  look  at  Hansard^ 
vol.  302,  p.  70,  he  will  find  a  most 
instructive  speech  of  Lord  Spencer's 
delivered  in  January,  1886.  Lord 
Spencer  was  then  attacking  the  Con- 
servative Government,  as  he  had  a 
perfect  right  to  do,  for  not  having 
renewed  the  Coercion  Act,  and  what  ho 
said  was  this — 

**  What  my  Government  attempted  to  do 
was  this — we  endeavoured  to  proclaim  the  law 
throughout  Ireland,  to  bring  to  justice  all  those 
who  committed  oflfences,  whether  of  intimida- 
tion or'  otherwise,  against  the  law,  whether 
they  were  members  of  the  National  League  or 
not.  My  belief  is  that  we  did  check  to  a  great 
extent  the  influence  of  the  National  League, 
and  that  we  did  keep  intimidation  in  check, 
though  I  admit  its  existence  caused  anxiety. 
For  that  reason  I  strongly  advocated  the  re.- 
enactment  of  powers  to  keep  it  in  check.  If 
the  clauses  against  intimidation  were  allowed  to 
drop,  I  feel  that  the  powers  of  the  National 
League  and  of  intimidation  would  increase  to 
an  enormous  extent,  and  that  the  liberty  of 
Tier  Majesty^s  subjects  in  Ireland  would  be 
destroyed.'* 

That  was  Lord  Spencer's  opinion  in  1886> 
just  before  the  Home  Kule  Bill  was 
brought  in.  Now,  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  really  suppose  that  the 
introduction  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill 
made  any  difference  ?  I  admit  it 
did  make  this  difference,  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  Gangway  opposite  had 
to  consider  their  English  audiences 
rather  more  than  they  did  before,  and 
that  when  a  more  than  usually  atrocious 
speech  was  made  in  Ireland  the  Nation- 
alist Press  was  wise  enough  to  leave  out 
the  report  of  the  incriminating  passage  ; 
but  in  spite  of  the  caution  which  un- 
duubtadly  became  politically  necessary 
after  i  he  alliance  between  the  two  Parties 
opposite,  nevertheless  speeches  were 
made  and  acts  were  done  which  con- 
clusively proved  that  the  system  of 
1879-80-81-82  were  continued  in  1886- 
87-88-89.  Consider,  for  example,  a  speech 
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made  on  August  23rcl»  1887,  by  the 
lion.  Member  fur  East  Mayo,  given  in  tbe 
FrmmauaJonnnil  of  the  fullowiiigday  :— 

fiinn  uf  iuuiuiiltttiou.  I  wHiit  to  any  pliunly 
ihu  148  f  »r  HB  I  t^n  1  itittTid  to  practise  the 
aatne  form  of  iucimida^ion  in  sp'te  of  all  pru- 
rlamaLiona  i»r  persHfTition**  they  can  enforce. 
If  the  operation  of  thw  Natioual  L?a^u«  in 
the  p*at  odn  correct  I  v  be  desoiibed  by  intimi- 
dation^ then  J  aay  1  intend  to  pructine  and 
preacb  it.  Aiid  let  me  sav  that  if  tbere  be  a 
mftn  in  Ireland  b<i&e  enou^^li  to  back  doi^ti,  tt> 
tarn  hia  back  on  the  fi|?ht  now  thnto*ieicfou  ia 
paat,  I  pledfice  myself  iu  the  face  of  thi**!  meet- 
iug  that  f  will  deuouDce  him  from  puHlio  plat- 
forms by  iiamf,  and  I  will  plerlge  itijf'elf  to  th« 
Goveromeiit  that,  let  ihttt*  man  be  whom  he 
may,  hia  )iKe  will  not  b€i  a  ^>^ppy  one  either  io 
IrefuQd  or  aoross  the  aeaa/' 

I  say  that  qnotation  conclusively  provesk 
from  the  mouth  of  a  miiii  of  liuthority  in 
the  Party  op  posit.',  thit  tliu  system  is 
continuous,  that  he  was  goiuj?  still  to 
pursue  the  same  methods  whieli  had 
prevailed  since  1879,  and  that  he  wns  going 
to  denounce  from  tlie  public  platform  by 
name  anybody  wliom  he  regarded  as  a 
trititor,  knowing  full  well  the  fate  met.d 
out  to  traitor:^  by  some  at  all  events  of 
the  rtilies  of  the  Party  ti3  which  he 
belongs.  So  much  for  boycotting.  How 
ab  «ut  treason  ?  The  right  lion.  Gentle- 
uian  the  Memlier  for  JVOd  Lotbinii  told 
us  that  separation  was  dead,  and  the 
wholo  of  his  speLch  was  lased  on  the 
theory  that  thoii^'h  possibly  things  we 
might  ull  object  t**  may  have  occurred 
between  18711  aud  18SL\*y.D  tlnit  every- 
thing had  been  pciwe  since  thf  Kilmain- 
ham  Treaty,  and  that  now.  among  other 
things,  the  idea  of  8:»paration  was  abso- 
lutely dead.  Sir,  it  is  not  dead.  In 
order  that  hon.  Gentlemen  may  know 
exactly  how  the  matt-er  stands,  let  me 
refresh  their  memory  by  a  speech  made 
just  before  the  Home  liule  Bill  l»y  the 
lion.  Member  for  Cork,  It  is  the  well- 
known  spL-ech  mtide  at  Ciistlebar — 

*'  '8peakio(y  for  myself,*  aaid  the  hoD.  Jfein- 
l>Gr  for  Corkt  *und  1  believe  for  the  Irish 
people,  and  for  all  my  Colleagnea,  I  have  to 
declare  xhut  we  will  never  accept,  either 
exprea^ly  or  mipiicd,  anything  hut  the  full  and 
c*  mplele  liffhl  to  arrjtnge  our  own  affnirs.  and 
luake  our  liiod  a  titition;  lo  secure  fur  her, 
lite  from  t-nthide  tonlrol,  the  right  to  direct 
htrowntourst?  among  the  peupIeBofthe  world.  ' 

The  pledge,  then,  which  the  lion. 
Member  for  Cork  made  in  the  face  of  the 
Irish  nation,  and  in  the  face  of  Heaven, 
was  by  the  testimony  of  the  right  lion. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  broken  in 
exactly  six  weeks.  In  exiictly  six  weeks 
J//".  A.  J,  Balfour 


MMONSj  {l\!m)  K^pmi 

from  the  date  when  that  solemn  pledge 
wjis  given  to  the  world,  the  Member  fori 
C<»rk    anmtunced     that     he     would 
con  lout     to  accept   an  alteration  of   th^ 
Cunstitntion    which    would     not     hav< 
givL'n     Ireland     thi'    full   antl   complet 
riglit    lo  arninge    licr  own  affaii^s,  whicl 
would  not  have  mttde  her  laud  u.  natioiigj 
would  not  have   secured  lier  free  from 
outside  control,  the  right  to  direct  her  owi 
course  among  the   nations  of  the  world 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  right  hon 
Gentleman  is  nc^ht  about  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Member   for  Cork.      The   Membei 
for  Cork,  we  havj'  lioen  told  to-night  b| 
i>ne  of  his  own  C.>Ueai>ues,    is  perfectly 
cap:d)le  of  writing  a  hotter  of  the   mos,% 
exph'cit  kind,  not  one  word  of  which  can 
l>e  accepted  by  tlie  public,  and  that  being 

so  1  cunnot- ' 

Mr,  SEXTON:  I  must  altogethe^ 
dissent  from  the  right  hou.  Gentleman'^ 
representation  of  my  reference  to  mj 
him.  Friend.  I  referred  to  quite  another 
matter. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  1  do  not 
pursue  that  lit  this  moment ;  we  shall 
probably  have  to  discuss  it  later.  I  wau| 
now  to  say  that  that  announcement  oJ 
policy,  wliich  the  liiii  Member  foF  Corlj 
abandoned  two  months  after  he  made  il 
lias  ueveHhebss  Ijuen  re-asserted  by  hifl 
followvrs  since.  There  was  a  speecf 
made  by  the  hon.  Mcml^er  for  the  Sontj 
Division    of    Dublin     (repurteil    iu    th 

IrUh     World)    at    Chicago    in     1888. 

which  he  said — 

*•  AlleRiaiice  (to  England)  would  contit»u» 
only  8o  long  as  it  wa3  impossible  to  ihrjw  it  off."' 

Similarly,  in  a  si>eceh  made  at  Cnstlfi 
blayney^in  1886,  after  the  Home  Rttlj 
Bill  had  been  introduced^  tlie  hon.  Met 
l>er  for  North  Fermanagh  (Mr.  W.  B-ed 
mond)  pointed  out  that  they  had  nfl 
been  working  merely  against  landlordism 
and  fidded — 

'*  If  to-morrow  every  landlord  was  out  of  th 
country,  we  aball  ttill  have  to  work  io  order  [ 
realise  the  dream  of  Irish  martyri*  in  ihe  p«J 
to  make  Ireland  a  nation  with  her  own  fla 
amonj^  the  nationa  of  the  earth.** 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  i 
idea  of  separation  is  dead.     I   say  it 
not,  and  I  say  that  the   speeches  tf  bo 
Mernl)ers  opjxjsite  jirove   thiit  it  is   nc 
Besides,  it  ought  to  be  borne  vji  mili 
timt  hou.  Members  get  their  money  fmm 
the  Clau-ua-Gael,  which  is  not  only  tb 
advocate   of  crime  but  the  advocate 
separation.  If  the  Clan  send  their  monc 
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to  the  Irish  National  Leagne,  they  send 
it  because  they  think  the  Irish  National 
Leagne  are  carrying  ont  their  work. 
Hon.  Members  are  on  the  horns  of  this 
dilemma.  As  recipients  of  this  money 
from  the  Clan-na-Gael  they  are  bound  to 
carry  ont  the  views  of  those  who  sub- 
scribe it.  As  followers  of  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  they  are  bound  not  to 
carry  them  out.  They  must  either  be 
betraying  their  paymasters  or  betraying 
their  alUes.  There  is  only  one  other 
point  on  which  I  desire  to  touch.  The 
most  plausible  excuse,  in  my  opinion, 
which  has  baen  given  for  the  atro- 
cities— I  can  use  no  less  a  word — 
revealed  in  this  Report  is  the  excuse 
that  no  revolutionary  movement  is  alto- 
gether free  from  crime.  The  fact  is  un- 
doubted. I  do  not  deny  it.  The  chequered 
History  of  Revolution  in  Europe  during 
the  last  300yeai-s  has  doubtless  be  en  stained 
by  many  episodes  of  treachery  and  many 
episodes  of  blood.  Yet  who  would  say 
that  the  History  of  Revolution,  how- 
ever disastrous,  has  been  in  the  main 
ignoble  ?  Ireland  herself  has  shown 
that  she  can  engage  in  revolution,  and 
can  show  heroic  resolve  to  do  heroic 
deeds  in  however  mistaken  a  cans?, 
still  in  a  manner  which  may  well  win 
the  admiration  of  those  who  study  her 
history.  But  every  revolution  of  which 
I  know  has  appealed,  whatever  its 
methods,  to  the  nobler  instincts  of  men. 
Is  that  true  of  the  revolution  that  is  said 
to  have  recently  taken  place  ?  I  say  that 
everything  in  that  revolution  which  has 
not  been  sordid  has  been  criminal,  and 
everything  not  criminal  has  been  sordid. 
I  am  not  attacking  the  motives  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  I  am  attacking 
the  methods  that  have  been  employed, 
and  their  unforgivable  offence  has  been 
their  attempt — however  disinterested  the 
majority  of  them  may  have  been — to 
found  their  power  upon  the  corruption  of 
society.  The  Irish  people,  with  all  their 
great  qualities,  have,  through  their 
unhappy  history,  inherited  many  weak- 
nesses, and  on  these  weaknesses  hon. 
Members  opposite  have  invariably  fas- 
taned.  It  is,  for  instance,  notorious  how 
difficult  it  is  to  get  an  Irish  tenant  to 
give  evidence  in  a  case  of  agrarian  out- 
rage. No  effort  has  been  made  by  any 
single  hon.  Gentleman  opposita  to 
diminish  this  unhappy  peculiarity, which, 
even  if  Home  Rule  were  granted  to- 
morrow, would  continue  to  be  one  of  the 


great  difficulties  in  Ireland.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers found  the  land  system  of  Ireland 
imperfect  —  imperfect,  not  because  of 
excessive  rents,  but  imperfect  because 
many  of  the  landlords  were  absentees, 
and  because  many  of  the  tenants  lived  on 
land  which,  by  no  possibility,  could 
support  them  in  comfort,  and  because 
there  was  an  absence  of  a  class  inter- 
mediate between  the  occupying  farmer 
and  the  landlord  which  might  hold  the 
balance  between  the  two.  Finding  that 
state  of  things,  they  aggravated  that 
state  of  things  for  their  own  political  ob- 
jects, and,  in  my  opinion,  generations 
must  elapse  before  the  spirit  of  immorality 
which  they  have  sedulously  inculcated  . 
can  be  eradicated.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  is 
never  weary  of  denouncing  the  Union. 
He  lias  succeeded  in  finding  for  that 
unhappy  Act  a  catalogue  of  the  severest 
adjectives  in  the  English  language. 

Mr.   W.  E.  GLADSTONE :    For  the 
means  by  which  it  was  carried. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  pledge 
myself  to  your  history.  But  what  is  the 
allegation  ?  That  the  owners  of  Irish 
Parliamentary  power  in  that  day  were  cor- 
rupted. But  what  is  the  pra«;titution  of 
a  few  borough-mongers  to  the  prostitu- 
tion of  a  whole  nation?  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  by  the  course  they  have 
pursued,  have  not  corrupted  a  few  indi- 
viduals, but  they  have  crrrupted  a  nation. 
The  motive  to  \v  h  ich  they  have  appeale  d  has 
been  the  motive  of  gretd.  The  methods 
they  have  employed  have  been  intimida- 
tion and  fraud.  Their  soldiers  have  been 
boycotters  and  moonlighters,  and  their 
paymasters  the  preachers  of  dynamite 
and  assassination.  Ireland  has  many 
dark  pages  in  her  history,  but  in  my 
judgment  there  is  no  darker  page  than 
that  which  tells  how  three-fourths  of  her 
population  were  led  astray  by  Mr.  Davitt 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  And 
surely  no  darker  page  has  ever  opened 
ill  tiie  history  of  England  than  that  which 
shows  us  a  great  historic  English  Party 
in  the  keeping  of  gentlemen  who  compel 
them  to  swallow  not  merely  their  politics, 
but,  what  is  far  worse,  their  morals.  Unless 
those  bonds  be  loosened,  unless  a  divorce 
is  effected  between  this  ill-matched  pair,  I 
see  but  a  dark  prospect  for  England,  and 
a  still  darker  prosp'jct  for  the  future  of 
the  country  whosa  destiny  has  been  so 
largely  influenced  by  the  respondents  in 
this  great  investigation. 
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{UM,)  8m  WILLIi4.M  HARCOUBT 
(Derby)  :  There  have  been  grave  charges 
tprou^ht  tcMiight  l»y  nn  boii.  Member  for 
Irebiiul^  one  of  the  lefwling  ropresL'iita- 
tives  of  the  Irisli  people,  against  the 
Gt>vertniieiit  of  the  Qneen,  We  have 
beai'd  the  answer  to  thit  charge 
att.'mptod  to  be  given  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thinks  that  that  violent 
and  vapouring  speech  will  be  r^'garded  by 
ilia  people  of  this  country  as  a  satisfac- 
tory answer  lie  is  greatly  nais taken.  Yoa 
have  taug h t  tli  ?  p  £*opl  e  of  th  i  s  con  n  t  ry  and 
the  Members  of  this  Hous^?  that  a  denial 
made  by  a  Member  in  his  place  of 
enlarges  of  the  gravest  kind  is  not  to  bi^ 
accepted,  and  I  see  no  reason  why  your 
denial  should  be  considered  as  of  any 
worth.  The  Mimbers  for  Ireland  have 
tk  perfect  right  to  say  to  yoa,  and  they 
prabttbly  will  say  to  yon,  **  You  deny 
these  things  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
but  we  do  not  accept  your  denial;  we 
think  your  st;itements  are  worthless  ;  go 
and  defend  yourselves  before  a  Court  of 
Justice,  or  before  aCommissiou  of  Judges/' 
The  answer  given  by  the  ri^rbt  hou. 
Gentleman  t »  tliese  charges  which  liavc' 
b^en  made  seem^  to  me  to  be  wholly 
unsatisfactory.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man comphiins  that  the  letter  from 
L?Caron  that  has  b^en  read  to-night, 
which,  if  it  be  true,  show^a  that  Le  Caron 
is  a  criminal  of  the  deepest  dye,  wan  not 
subject  to  crosiv-e lamination  Was  the 
for/ed  letter  published  on  the  morning 
of  the  Sec  I  aid  Readmg  of  the  Crimes 
Bill,  subject  t>  cross-examination  on  the 
day  when  it  was  published  to  iuiiaenc^  the 
decision  of  this  House  ?  The  right  htui. 
Gentleman  lias  referred  to  t}ie  case  of 
Thompson,  but  how  did  Thompson  get 
into  the  gaol?  I  know  th^t  he  could 
not  have  got  into  it  ^vithout  the  will 
and  the  wish  of  the  Government  These 
are  matters  that  will  have  to  be  inquired 
into.  Then  the  right  hoi».  Gentleman 
says  til  it  he  never  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  allegations  in  the  foi-ged  letters, 
that  he  never  made  us^  of  them,  and  that 
they  were  not  weapons  for  which  he  was 
ri:'sp;m8iblc— in  fact,  that  he  had  never 
alluded  to  them.  Welt,  we  are  accus- 
tomed to  the  audacity  of  the  statements 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman— an 
audacity  which  is  only  equalled  by  their 
persistent  inaccuriicy.  The  forged  letter 
was  published  'm  the  18th  of  April,  on 
the  day  of  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 


It  was  stated  in  the  leading  article 
was  publislied  tn  infiuencj  tlie  dceisio 
that  t  iie  C  i  J  i  f  S  ■  c  r  ^  tary  f  j  r  1  re  Ian  d,  ris  in 
at  the  cks-'of  the  deUite.  took  that  lettl 
and  made  it  the  main  argument  in  h 
sp:^ech  in  favour  of  the  Bill  What,  thei 
is  to  be  thought  of  the  statement  which  tli 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  makes  in  tl 
presence  of  the  House  of  Commons^  ai 
how  does  lie  suppose  that  we  are  ^ 
place  f^nj  faith  in  the  accunio 
of  his  statements  ?  How  long  was  : 
before  that  that  the  right  hon.  Gen  tli 
man  knew*  that  this  weapon  was  going  \ 
he  forged  r^ady  for  his  hand.  I  do  n< 
know;  but  the  moment  he  found  it  reac 
he  used  it  with  deadly  effect  against  k 
political  advfc^rsaries.  The  right  hoi 
Gentleman  sail  that  he  must,  in  repl 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  West  B.dfjia 
t^^ll  him  that  the  subject  which  had  bee 
touched  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Membi! 
for  North  Armagh — that  was  the  forge 
letter— was  entirely  relevant  to  th 
subject- matter  of  the  Bill  :  because  : 
dealt  with  the  leaders  who  had  had  th 
management  of  the  Land  League  and  c 
t!ie  National  Ijcague,  and  the  cbiracts 
of  thoss*  leaders  Ci^uld  not  be  a  matter  c 
indifference  when  they  were  diseussiu 
the  character  of  this  Organisation,  whic 
they  l)^Heved  to  bj  in  no  small  d^'gru 
responsible  for  the  then  existing  state  c 
things  in  Ireland.  Then  the  right  hoi 
Gentleman  ha.s  th**  audacity  U>  state  i 
tlie  presence  of  the  Housl*  tliat  he  iievc 
made  use  of  the  weapon.  Did  he  nc 
moan  that  the  letter  was  deserving  i 
credit  ?  [**  No;  *]  Tlien  why  did  he  sa 
that  it  was  relevant  to  the  subject- matt  € 
of  the  Bill  ?  When  the  First  Lord  of  th 
Treasury  opened  this  deViate  he  said  tha 
the  Government  were  impartial  parties  i 
this  matter — ^that  the  House  was  inooti 
petent  io  discuss  these  contention 
matters,  that  we  had  got  the  Report  < 
the  Jutlges  upt^n  those  matters,  and  thi 
we  must  adopt  that  Report.  But  th 
speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ii*elan 
has  lx*en  a  mere  repetition  of  thoa 
civlnmnies  and  those  insults  in  » 
aggravated  form.  The  right  hoi 
Gentleman  told  hmu  Meml^ers  acrofi 
the  House  that  they  had  Itocu  guilty  o 
crimes  inconsistent  with  their  personi 
honour ;  and  he  has  repetkted,  not  only  tk 
charges  that  have  been  found  proved  li 
the  Judges,  but  has  insinu^ited  and  evei 
stated  that  they  are  guilty  of  the  charge 
which  have  baen  found  to  have  been  dil 
prored. 
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•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  What  charges? 
'-  Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  Yon  quoted 
Boy  ton's  speech,  which  yon  say  instigated 
to  mnrder,  when  it  was  found  that  Mr. 
Pamell  did  not  know  that  Sheridan  and 
Boyton  had  been  organising  outrage. 

•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Let  me  correct 
some  errors  into  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  fallen.  The  Commission  did 
not  find  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
did  not  know.  It  is  a  not  proven  charge, 
f "  Oh,  oh  !"]  But  that  is  not  what  I  said, 
for  I  never  alluded  in  my  speech  to  the 
distinction  between  not  proven  and  dis- 
proved. I  quite  admit  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  did  not  know  that  these 
men  organised  outrage. 

Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork)  :  I  do  not  know 
it  now. 

•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Of  course  the 
Commission  found  that  he  did  know  of  the 
inflammatory  speeches  delivered  by  Boy- 
ton,  and  gave  Boyton's  speech  as  a  speci- 
men of  a  speech  inciting  to  assassination. 

SiB  W.  HARCOURT  :  What  is  the 
meaning  of  all  this  1  What  is  the  mean- 
ing of  that  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman's  speech  which  occupied  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour,  unless  it  was 
intended  as  a  palliation  for  the  publica- 
tion of  the  forged  letters  ;  unless  it  was 
intended  to  insinuate  that  though  the 
letters  were  forged  the  charge  was  true  ? 
If  that  part  of  his  speech  meant  anything 
at  all  it  meant  that.  All  the  calumnies 
put  forward  by  the  Times  have  been 
adopted  and  repeated  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. It  is  said  that  the  House  is  weary 
of  this  debate.  I  believe  that  is  perfectly 
true  ;  but  why  are  Members  weary  of  this 
debate?  They  are  weary  because  you 
have  chosen  to  force  upon  the  House  a 
discussion  which  has  no  practical 
issue.  If  there  was  anything  in  the 
speech  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  just  now,  action  ought  to  be  taken. 
If  these  men  are  traitors  why  do  you  not 
expel  them  ?  If  these  men  are  con- 
spirators why  do  you  not  prosecute  them? 
I  will  tell  you  why.  Because  you 
dare  not.  What  right  have  you, 
as  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James)  said  the  other 
night,  to  compound  felony  or  to  condone 
misdemeanours  ?  Either  these  things  are 
true,  and  then  you  are  bound  to  take 
cognisance  of  them,  or  they  are  false,  and 
you  ought  to  be  ashamed  of  yourselves 
for  repeating  them.  I  believe  that  the 
country     is     weary      of     this      debate. 
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I  believe  that  the  constituencies  are  dis- 
gusted with  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  Commissioners  had  power 
to  make  interim  Reports.  They  did  not 
make  interim  Reports  ;  but  we  are  gettin;? 
from  day  to  day  from  the  country  interim 
reports  upon  the  Report  from  the  Court 
of  Appeal  to  which  that  Report  will  hav  j 
to  go.  The  reason  why  the  House  is 
weary  of  this  debate  is  very  well  stated 
in  a  Unionist  journal.  I  will  ask  leavj 
fco  read  a  passage — 

"The  North  St.  PancraH  election  has  ended 
in  a  defeat  for  the  Unionist  Party,  and  it 
scarcely  increases  our  gratitude  to  the  Timei 
and  Sir  Richard  Webster  and  his  Colleagues 
who  were  simple  enough  not  only  to  link  our 
case  with  the  calumnious  forged  libels  against 
Mr.  Pamell,  and  who,  in  the  plenitude  of  their 
wisdom,  keep  on  day  after  day  abusing  a  group 
of  politicians  as  criminals,  whom  the  public 
now  consider  to  be  no  worse  than  their 
neighbours,  and  who  are  so  far  exonerated  that 
further  persecution  of  them  is  un-English  and 
vindictive." 

That  is  from  the  Chronicle,  and  it  is  the 
opinion  pronounced  against  you  in  your 
own  journals  day  after  day.  Perhaps 
you  would  like  to  have  some  more  of  it. 
Here  is  what  another  Unionist  journal 
says — 

**  We  have  from  the  first  maintained  that  the 
sole  point  of  interest  in  the  proceedings  of  the 
Commission  was  the  question  whether  Mr. 
Pamell  was,  or  was  not,  a  liar  and  an  approver 
of,  if  not  an  accomplice  in,  murder,  as  a  power- 
ful organ  of  public  opinion  has,  with  such  un- 
paralleled recklessness,  accused  him  of  being, 
lie  has  proved  to  be  neither ;  on  the  con- 
trary, he  has  been  shown  to  be  a  distinctly  and 
grievously  ill-used  man.  Nobody  really  cares 
how  much  or  how  little  moral  blame  to  attach 
to  certain  Irish  Members  for  what  they  have 
said  or  done  during  the  last  10  years  in  the 
hurly-burly  of  political  agitation.  Revolutions, 
however  mild,  are  not  made  with  rose-water." 

That  is  the  Daily  Telegraph,  Depend 
upon  it  these  are  the  opinions  of  the 
great  majority  of  your  countrymen. 
You  thought  those  forged  letters  were  a 
great  card.  They  have  broken  down, 
and  your  majority  is  breaking  down  with 
them.  You  had  an  opportunity  on  which 
you  might  have  acted  of  dealing  with 
this  Report  with  fairness  and  generosity. 
You  have  thrown  it  away.  Instead  of 
that,  you  think  it  will  serve  your  purpose 
to  go  about  the  country  glorifying  the 
Times  newspaper.  The  more  you  do  it  I 
assure  you  the  better  we  shall  be  pleased. 
You  first  of  all  sent  your  Attorney  General 
to  Oxford,  where  he  glorified  the  Times, 
which,  as  its  counsel,  he  was  bound  to 
do.     You    then    sent   the   Minister    for 
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Agriculture  t^i  Cambridge,  and  although 
lie  could  not  altogether  approve  of  forgery, 
yet,  on  the  whole,  he  tliought  the  Tinuts 
I lail  ac  ted  a  highly  pat **i  ot i c  part.  And 
then,  not  k)  be  b.'hiiid  tli:.*  Mirust^^r  for 
Agriculture,  the  Under  Secretary  t  >  the 
Local  Government  Board  went  to  the 
Drill  Hall  at  Wimbledon,  and  he  com- 
mended the  action  of  t!ie  Timf>t(  for  its 
courage  and  indipimdrnce^  and  declared 
tliat  that  journal  Wivs  deserving  of  the 
thanks  of  all  men  desiring  the  good  of 
their  country.  Thes?  arj  the  views  of 
the  organs  of  the  Government  upon  this 
question,  1  do  not  know  why  :  bet  there 
seems  to  b  *  something  in  the  particular 
jierfonnauces  of  hhe  Tinws  whicli  com- 
mends itself  to  the  country  gentlemen. 
I  do  not  til  ink  that  men  of  business  and 
ordinary  individuals  think  that  that 
conduct  has  been  supremely  admirable ; 
but  it  is  sijuires  from  Lincolnshire  and 
Somersetshire  who  think  that  there  can 
ba  nothing  more  admirable  than  tliat 
conduct  of  the  Times,  and  this  is  what 
they  desire  t.o  recommend  to  the  country. 
We  litive  had  some  new  revelations  in 
this  deviate.  We  have  had,  first  of  all, 
th'3  s^xtement  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  B-dfaiit,  and  we  have  tliose  tele- 
grams which  passed  between  the  7'imfs 
newspaper  and  Sheridan.  Who  was 
Sheridan  'I  In  the  •  opinion  of  the  Times^ 
who  communicated  with  him,  he  was  a 
villain  of  the  deepest  dye — ho  was 
a  murderer  ;  whether  he  was  so  or  not  I 
have  no  means  of  knowing ;  but  the 
Tim^g,  believing  him  to  be  one,  com- 
municated  with  him.  It  sent  over  a 
man  to  tiuffii"  with  Sheridan  for  his 
evidence.  When  I  was  at  the  Home 
Office  it  came  to  my  knowledge  that  the 
pntctice  of  offering^  rewards  was  liable 
to  the  danger  of  produciui?  false  testimony ; 
ii.ud  I  laid  down  a  rule  that  no  rewards 
should  bo  o^3red  in  the  ca^  of  great 
crimes.  That  rule  hfis  bi^en  followed  by 
three  successive  Secret4U*ies  of  State,  and 
the  present  Seci*etary  of  State  got  up  not 
long  ago  and  stated  in  this  House  that  it 
was  a  rule  at  the  Honxe  Office  that  no 
reward  should  be  offered,  and  that  this 
decision  was  taken  because  they  said  that 
if  yi>a  offer.d  lar^o  sams  you  got  false 
testimoay.  Yit^  with  the  knowledge'  of 
that,  Her  Mt4J.*sty's  Attorney  General 
has  got  up  in  this  House  and  defended  the 
Tltfws  in  offering  this  money  for  evidence ; 
he  lia.^  done  in  the  charactiT  of  Attorney 
General  what  subjects  him  to  the 
S*r  W,  Har court 


severest  official  censure.     Tn  my  opinioij 
a  transaction  more  scandalous  than  th 
which    passed   lietween   the    Times   and 
Sheridiiti  in  that  offer  of  enormous  bril: 
to   give   ev^id';^nce,    upon   one    eonditifl 
evidently,    which    was     that     She  rid 
would  l>e   prepared  to  swear  up  to  tli 
mark— that  transaction  and   thos:*   tel 
grams,  on   the  terms  of   which  couna 
advised,  were  as  infamous  as  the  forg 
letters    themselves.     There    is    anoth^ 
matter  in  your  public  conduct  which 
country  must  condemn,  and  that  is 
meanness  and  shabbiness  of  your  condt 
in    bringing    these    charges  against   tij 
Irish  Members.     1   refer  to  the   matt 
as  to  which  the  President  of  the  iJoa^ 
of  Trade  contradicted  me,  and  said  it " 
a  calumnious  charge.     Calumnious  is  iij 
an  agreeable  word  ;  but  as  it  has  bee 
sanctioned    by  authoritVr  it  is  likely 
become  acclimatised,  and  to  become  t^ 
measure  of  the  decorum  and  courtesy  i 
our  proceedings.     I  A\ill  not,  Sir,  hof 
ever,  use  the  word  calumnious;  but  wi| 
the  greatest  respect  for  the  President  ( 
the  Board  i>f  Trade  I  will  tell  him  that! 
accept  neitber  his  denial  nor  his  esphiB 
tion.      The   President  of    the    Board 
Trade  julmitted  that  the  leaders  of  tIj 
Ti^vy    Party  met  t  >gether  months  l)efoJ 
the  dissolution    and    deliberately   detej 
mined,  without  official  knowledge,   tb 
they  would  not  renew   the  Crimes  Ao 
And  not  only  was  it  admitted    by  the 
President  of  the  Biard  of  Tnide,  but   ' 
noble  Lord  the  Meml)er  for  Pa.ddingtq 
stated  it  the  other  night  most  distinctlj 
Why   did   they  come    to   that    decisio 
without    official    knowledge?        It 
perfectly  unnecessary  for  them  to  do 
There  is    this   other  fact — that   the  fir>t 
thing     the      Lord     Lieutenant    of    lre« 
laud  did  wns  to  seek  a  meeting  with  the 
hon.  Member  for   Cork.     Why    did    he 
meet  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  who  was 
subject  to  all   the   chai'ges    which  havg 
l)een  made   tonight  l>y  the  Chief  Seer 
tary  for  Ireland  ?      Why  did    be  meet  j 
man  who,  the  Chief  Secretiry  says,  ^ 
a  traitor  and  a  criminal   conspirator? 
do    not  ask  what  passed  at  that   meel 
ing,    but    what    was    the    meeting    fori 
Why,  it  has  been  admitted  it  was  to  dis- 
cuss the  condition  and  the  government 
of  Ireland.      WHiy  did   you  discuss  the 
condition  and  the  gov  rnment  of  Ireland 
with  traitors  and  criminal  conspirators 
Are  those  th:  p.^rsons  you  chose  to  tall 
into  vour  councils  'i      Then  we  are  told  i 
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was  not  sanctioned  by  the  Cabinet. 
That  is  jnst  the  sort  of  speaking  by  the 
card  which  we  find  when  people  are  try- 
ing to  deny  that  which  cannot  be  denied. 
I  ask  whether  Lord  Carnarvon  did  not 
meet  Mr.  Pamell  on  that  occasion  with 
the  sanction  of  Lord  Salisbnry,  the  Prime 
Minister  1  and  I  defy  any  hon.  Member 
on  that  side  to  deny  that  that  was  the 
case.  Evasions  of  that  kind  are  un- 
worthy— pretending  that  it  was  done 
without  the  sanction  of  the  Cabinet. 
A  great  many  things  are  done  without 
the  knowledge  of  this  Cabinet.  I  take 
it  that  it  was  done  with  the  sanction  and 
knowledge  of  Lord  Salisbury,  the  Prime 
Minister ;  and  if  that  is  not  true  let  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  get  up  and  deny 
it. 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  challenged  me  I 
will  tell  him  what  the  facts  are.  Lord 
Carnarvon  wrote  to  Lord  Salisbury  to 
say  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
desired  to  speak  with  him — ^Lord  Car- 
narvon— on  certain  matters  relating  to 
Ireland ;  and  Lord  Salisbury  said,  in  my 
presence,  and,  if  I  •  may  express  an 
opinion,  said  rightly,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  desired  to  see  Lord 
Carnarvon,  Lord  Carnarvon  must  see 
him ;  but  Lord  Carnarvon  on  his  pari 
was  to  listen  to  what  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  had  to  say,  and  to  say  nothing. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  no  doubt 
that  in  the  course  of  this  debate  we 
shall  hear  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  whether  the  Chief  Secretary  is 
more  accurate  in  that  statement  than  in 
the  others  he  has  made  to-night,  and 
whether  it  is  true  that  Lord  Carnarvon 
said  anything  on  that  occasion  as  to  hii^ 
instructions — that  Lord  Carnarvon  wafc 
told  not  to  say  a  word.  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  asks  me  to  retract 
what  I  have  said  and  to  make  an  apology. 
I  am  sorry  to  tell  him  that  I  can  do 
neither,  but  I  can  refer  him  to  Gentle- 
men upon  whom,  perhaps,  he  may  try 
his  hand  and  see  whether  he  will  succeed 
better.  No  man  who  sat  in  the  House 
in  1885,  and  who  was  present  at  the 
Maamtrasna  debate,  will  forget  the 
chastisement  inflicted  on  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Rossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington).     The  noble  Lord  went 
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down  to  his  constituents  in  August  and 
said — 

<*I  have  already  expressed  mj  opinion  as 
to  their  action  and  as  to  their  promises.  I 
think  that  the  conduct  of  the  Government  in 
regard  to  Lreland  has  dealt  a  blow  both  at 
political  morality  and  the  cause  of  order  in 
Ireland." 

That  is  the  opinion  formed  of  you  by 
the  noble  Lord ;  you  had  better  go  and 
iisk  him  for  an  apology.  There  is  another 
source  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
may  go  for  an  apology.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
H.  James)  said  to  his  constituents  in 
1885— 

<<  Losses  (that  is  losses  of  seats)  certainly  had 
occurred,  and  they  could  trace  them  directly 
to  a  cause  that  must  bring  discredit  and  dis- 
grace in  the  end  upon  the  great  Tory  Party  in 
this  country.  It  was  not  only  with  whom  but 
under  what  conditions  the  Tory  Party  had 
entered  into  that  alliance  that  made  it  disgrace- 
ful and  humiliating.  We  now  know  that  for 
some  purpose  the  then  Opposition  met  in  the 
month  of  May  and  secretly  agreed  that  they 
would  oppose  any  re-enactment  of  the  Cripies 
Act— the  Act  which  the  Tory  Party  had  in- 
sisted should  be  passed,  which  they  demanded 
should  be  made  more  stringent  than  the  Liberals 
ever  proposed.  It  was  not  denied  that  that 
resolution  was  communicated  to  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, although,  of  course,  we  must  accept  the 
denial  that  there  was  any  agreement  between 
the  parties.  When  he  heard  that  throughout 
Lsuicashire  the  arrangement  would  cause 
loss  of  seats  to  the  liberal  Party  he  asked  him- 
self whether  it  could  be  true  that  John  Boll 
was  dead." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  better  try 
whether  he  can  get  an  apology  and 
retractation  from  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bury.  If  he  fails  with  the  noble 
Lord  and  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
then  he  has  sitting  by  his  side  a  more 
promising  subject  still — the  neophyte  of 
the  Conservative  Party.  We  took  great 
interest  in  the  speeches  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  at  that  time.  He  had 
not  blossomed  into  a  neophyte  of  the 
Conservative  Party.  He  was  a  reclaimed 
although  an  erring  sheep,  who  had 
returned  to  the  Liberal  fold  just  at  that 
moment.  He  went  about  the  country, 
and  he  had  two  main  topics  in  his 
speeches,  admirable  and  able  as  they 
always  were.  The  first  topic  was  a 
denunciation  of  the  "  unauthorised  pro- 
gramme "  and  of  its  unauthorised  author. 
But  the  second  and  the  more  eloquent  topic 
was  the  wickedness  of  the  alliance  be- 
tween the  Tory  Government  and  the 
Irish  Party.      He  will  remember    the 
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speech  at  Edinburgh    m  which   lie  used 
the  tidminible  illtistration  of  the    wink 
whicli    is   given    by  an  auctioneer  to    a 
willing  bidder.     Could  not  the  right  hon. 
Gfentleman  the  President  of  the  Bcmrd  of 
Trade  extract  an  apology  from  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  ?     Perhaps  it  haw 
been      made      already.       Perhaps      the 
neophyte  appeared  at  the  door    of    the 
Cabinet  in  a  white  sheet— a   statuesque 
apparition — ^aud  made  his  apologT^^  for  the 
calumnious   charges   of    an  alliance  be- 
tween the  Tory  Party  and  the  Irish  Party, 
Now,  what  is  it  that  you  are  demanding 
of  this  House  1     You  ait*  demanding  that 
we  should  accept  as  final  and  conclusive 
the  finding  of  the  Judges  in  this  matter. 
I  decline  to  do  anything  of   the  kind,     1 
always  opposed    this   Commission    upon 
the  ground  that  the  Judges^  by  the  Con- 
stitution   of   the  country,  are  no  projx*r 
tribunal  to  find  a  verdict  on  crime,     No 
Judge  in  this  country  can  find  a  verdict 
upon  any  crime.     It  is  only  where  you 
have  suspended  the  Constitution,  as  you 
have  often  suspended  it  in  Ireland,  that 
Judges  find  verdicts  in  crime.     It  is  the 
jury,  and  the  jury  alone,  that  findsa  verdict 
of  gniilty  or  not  guilty.     Tlie  Judges  may 
lay  down  the  law,  but  the  jury  is  not 
bound  to  accept  it.     The  jury  has  found, 
happily  for  the  liberties  of  this  cc^untry* 
over  and  over  again  against  the  chaises 
and  against  the  directions  of  the  Judges, 
And  why  ?     Because  the  juiy  have  the 
power  of  looking  at  all  the  surronnding 
circumstances  which  the  Judges  are  in- 
capable of  appreciating  or  deah'ng  with. 
Why,  Sir,   where  should  we  have  been 
if  we  had   all'wed  the  Judges   in    this 
country  to  find   verdicts  in   matters  of 
treason  1     No  man*8  life  or  liberty  would 
have  been   safe.     For    genenitions    the 
Judges   have   always    found    in    former 
days  against  the  liberties  of  the  subject* 
I  will  not  say  always,  because  there  have 
been  one  or  two  conspicuous  exceptions. 
But    the    Judges   pronounced  for  ship 
money,  and  the  people  refused  fo  accept 
the  verdict  of  the  Judges  ;     tho  Judges 
found  for  the  dispensing  power  iu  the 
time  of  James  XL,  and  a  more  recent  and, 
perhaps,  quite  as  famous  an  example  was 
when,  by   the  Common  Law,  the  Judges 
had  the  power  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  political   and   seditious   libel  in  tliat 
immortal  contest  which   Erskine  waged 
against  Liord   Mansfield    and    the  great 
Judges  of  those    times.     It    was    then 
Sir  IF,  Ilarcouri 


declared  that  the  Judges  should  not  bt*  , 
allowed  to  determine  on  the  question  nf  j 
whether  a  publication  was  or  was  not  a 
libel.  The  Judges  by  the  law  of  the  land 
had  authority  to  determine  tlie  libel,  and 
the  jury  to  determine  the  publication. 
By  Fox's  Act  that  powder  was  taken  away 
from  the  Judges,  because  it  was  held 
that  the  Judges  were  not  a  proper 
tribumil  to  determine  questions  of  that 
kind.  After  that  the  Judges  were 
allowed  to  direct  juries  upon  questions  of 
political  libel,  but  the  Juries  were  allowed 
to  find  a  general  verdict,  and  over  and 
over  again  the  liberties  of  the  country 
would  have  been  in  a  very  bad  plight^ 
if  juries  had  not  refused  to  follow  the 
directions  of  the  Judges.  Again,  there 
is  that  great  case  of  Hone,  in  which  the 
jury  refused  to  follow  the  direction  of 
Lord  Ellenlx>rough,  who  was  as  eminent 
a  Judge  as  any  who  mit  on  this  Commis- 
sion. Lord  Ellenborough  went  once, 
twice,  and  thrice  to  the  London  jury  and 
instructed  them  to  find  the  prisoner 
guilfcj^  of  seditious  and  blasphemous  libeL 
He  said — 

*'  I  will  deliver  to  yon  my  solemn  opioion,  as^ 
I  am  required  by  Act  of  Parliament  to  do,  under 
the  Hiithonty  of  thfit  Act^  and  «till  more  in 
obedjeneo  to  my  eonacienco  and  my  God  I 
proDOUOCO  it  to  be  u  most  impious  and  profane 
libel,  and,  hoping  and  believing  that  you  are 
ChriBtiAns,  £  doubt  not  that  your  opinion  is 
the  same." 

That  might  have  been  drawn  up  by  the 
Attorney  Gene  ml  himself.  Wliat  did 
the  jury  do  ?  Did  they  follow  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Judge?  Not  at  aU.  They 
immediately  found  the  prisoner  not 
guilty  of  the  libel  with  which  he  was 
charged.  Looking  round  to  the  political 
circumstances  they  absolutely  refused  to 
follow  the  Judge's  ruling  in  that  matter. 
Then  we  may  come  to  still  later  times. 
You  t'llk  of  criminal  conspiracy. 
The  Judges  constructed  a  theory 
of  criminal  conspiracy  about  the 
Trades  Unions— about  the  relations 
between  employers  and  employed.  Whufc 
did  we  do  in  this  House  ?  The  right 
hon  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury 
(Sir  H.  James)  and  I  and  others  came 
down  here  and  denounced  the  law  of  the 
Judges,  who  were  no  doubt  most  impartial, 
according  to  their  own  conceptiona  of 
what  was  right  and  just.  But  we  re 
versed  the  opinion  of  the  Judges  and 
abolished  their  Judge-made  law  in  thia 
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matter.  Why,  then,  are  we  to  be  asked 
to  accept  as  conclusive  in  matters  of 
criminal  conspiracy  the  opinion  of  the 
Judges  ?  In  my  belief  it  is  not  a  sound 
opinion  at  all.  At  any  rate  it  is  most 
unjust  that,  as  the  Home  Secretary  told 
us  the  other  day  was  the  case,  that 
which  is  allowed  to  Trades  Unions  is  not 
permitted  to  agrarian  combinations.  It 
is  most  unjust  to  subject  the  Irish 
Members  to  a  law  which  you  have  deter- 
mined shall  not  be  applied  to  workmen 
in  England.  I  deny  ihskt  we  are  to  be 
bound  in  this  matter  by  the  opinion  of 
the  Judges.  In  the  matter  of  treason — 
well,  I  think  we  need  hardly  talk  about 
treason  in  this  case.  Solvuntwr  risu 
tabrdce  they  said  in  old  times,  and  the 
panegyric  upon  treason  as  a  respectable 
and  gentlemanly  vice  pronounced  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  has 
brought  the  thing  to  a  point  we  may 
afEord  to  laugh  at.  With  a  prescient 
prudence  he  has  made  an  apology  for 
hypothetical  treason,  and  when  he  has 
failed  to  die  in  the  last  ditch  of  Ulster, 
and  is  dragged  on  a  hurdle  through  the 
streets  of  Armagh,  I  will  sign  a  petition 
for  his  reprieve,  for  I  should  be  sorry  to 
see  his  brains  more  scattered  than  they 
are.  Now,  before  I  sit  down,  let 
me  ask  the  Government  what  they 
propose  to  themselves  by  adopting 
this  Report  ?  You  might,  if  you  liked, 
have  taken  a  dilEerent  course.  You 
might  have  said  that  you  were  glad  that 
the  foul  charges  against  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  Irish  people  were  disproved 
by  the  findings  of  the  Judges,  and  you 
might  have  disengaged  yourselves  from 
the  libels  of  the  Times ;  you  might  have 
put  Home  Rule  upon  a  nobler  and  a 
higher  basis  and  have  argued  the  matter 
on  Constitutional  grounds.  But,  on 
the  contrary,  you  have  chosen  to  go  on  in 
the  old  path  of  personal  detraction,  and 
with  the  charges,  repeated  to-night  by  the 
Chief  Secretary,  of  personal  dishonour. 
It  was  so  put  distinctly  in  the  conclusion 
of  the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bury.     He  said — 

"  We  parsue  theso  charges  in  order  that  no 
power  may  be  g^yen  to  snoh  men.'' 

No  power  to  such  men  !  Do  you  mean 
in  Ireland?  Why,  who  has  got  the 
power  in  Ireland  ?  The  people  who  have 
the  power — in  any  country,  at  least,  that 


pretends  to  be  free — are  the  people  who 
command  the  confidence  and  goodwill  of 
the  nation.  Have  you  that  confidence 
and  goodwill?  Are  you  able  to  take 
from  hon.  Members  opposite  the  power 
they  possess  ?  No  ;  by  your  shabby  and 
spiteful  persecution  you  have  increased 
that  power.  Have  they  no  power  in 
England?  Gro  and  ask  your  own  con- 
stituents. No  greater  change  has  ever 
taken  place  in  this  country  than  that  which 
has  occurred  in  the  attitude  of  the  con- 
stituencies towards  Irish  Members.  Wher- 
ever they  go,  there  they  are  welcomed, 
and  you  know  it  as  well  as  we  do.  If  they 
are  not  worthy  to  exercise  power  in  Ire- 
land, why  are  they  worthy  to  exercise 
power  here  ?  Have  85  Members  voting 
in  this  House  no  power  in  the  affairs  of 
this  great  Empire  ?  If  you  say  that  they 
are  not  entitled  to  exercise  that  power  in 
England  or  in  Ireland,  why  do  you  not 
tell  them  to  withdraw  from  those  seats 
and  go,  through  that  door  ?  I  will  tell  you 
why.  Because  you  dare  not.  You  know 
perfectly  well  that  the  people  would  not 
sustain  you  in  such  a  course.  Then  you 
say,  "  No,  you  must  stay  here."  WTiat 
are  they  to  stay  here  for  ?  They  are  to 
stay  here  in  order  that  you  may  vote 
them  down  and  insult  them  to  their 
&ces  and  tell  them  night  after  night 
that  they  are  men  devoid  of  personal 
honour.  That  is  your  conception  of  the 
Union.  That  is  your  idea  of  the  manner 
in  which  you  are  to  unite  two  peoples. 
The  Chief  Secretary  says  he  is  going  to 
introduce  a  remedial  policy  for  Ireland 
this  Session.  What  a  preface  is  this  to  a 
remedial  policy  was  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to-night.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  like  a  physician 
who  says  he  is  going  to  supply  a  soothing 
and  anodyne  treatment,  and  begins  by 
covering  his  patient  from  head  to  foot 
with  blisters.  What  a  sagacious  phy- 
sician is  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
with  remedial  treatment !  Why,  these 
men  are  human;  they  have  the  spirit 
that  we  all  have,  and  men  whom  you 
outrage  and  insult,  as  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary has  outraged  and  insulted  the  Mem- 
bers for  Ireland  to-night,  will  fling  back 
your  proffered  boon  in  your  face.  Well, 
Sir,  long  as  this  debate  has  been,  it  has 
at  least  had  one  useful  object.  It  has 
brought  before  the  public  eye — it  has 
been  a  faithful  mirror  of  two  opposing 
policies.     You   have    heard    one    voice. 
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one    policy,     in     the     fine     speech    of 
my  right  hon.    Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid   Lothian,    a   speech,    I   think,   un- 
equalled in  any  period  of  Parliamentary 
eloquence.     You  have  heard  the  same 
policy  set  forth  in  the  eloquence,  hardly 
inferior,  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir  0. 
Russell).  The  other  voice,  the  other  policy, 
you  have  heard  well  represented  in  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Antrim  and  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh, 
and  you  have  heard  it  out-Heroded  to- 
night in  the  speech  of  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland.     What  is  that  policy  ?    It  is  the 
insolent  language  of  a  dominant  race  to- 
wards a  subject  people ;  it   is  instinct 
with  class  hatred  and  with  religions  ani- 
mosity.    I  never  listen  to  speeches  like 
those  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  An- 
trim and  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North    Armagh    without  being  re- 
minded of  the  spirit  of  the  slave-owners 
of  the  Southern  States  of  America.    This 
is   the  way  in  which  they  regard,   in 
which  they  treat,  the  population  amongst 
whom   they   live.     In   the  days  which 
brought  disaster  and  disgrace  upon  the 
EngHsh   name,   the   days  of   the  great 
struggle  between  England  and  her  colo- 
nies, there  also  were  two  parties  and  two 
policies.     There   was  a   Government  in 
those  days  which  had  a  policy  like  yours, 
and  I  think  the  calibre  of  that  Govern- 
ment was  very  much  the  calibre  of  yours. 
They,   too,    had    an    Attorney   General 
whom  they  set  to  work  to  defend  Frank- 
lin   before    the    Privy     Council ;    they 
repented    of    their    Attorney     General, 
and    you    will    repent    of  yours.     But 
there    were    men    then,    as  there    are 
now,  who  represent  the  Liberal  Party, 
like  my  hon.  Friend  of  whom   I  have 
spoken.     There  were  men  like  Chatham 
snd    Burke,  who   preached  conciliation 
aven  to  rebels  in  arms,  and  who  showed 
a  statesmanlike  wisdom  in  their  endea- 
vour to  seek  reconciliation  even  with  men 
allied  to  a  foreign  foe.     I  think  it  was 
Chatham  who,  speaking  of  the  rebels  in 
America,  quoted  the  lines  of  Prior — 

"  Be  to  her  virtues  very  kind, 
Be  to  her  faults  a  little  blind. 
And  clap  a  padlock  on  the  mind." 

Those  were  words  of  wisdom  and  states- 
manship, and  that  is  the  statesmanship 
of  which  you  seem  totally  incapable. 
Your  policy  has  been  to  exasperate,  to 
Sir  W,  Hof  court 


irritate,  and  to  insult  the  Irish  nation  and 
its  Representatives.  That  is  not  the  road 
to  conciliation.  We  have  a  better,  we 
believe  a  wiser  and  a  nobler  policy,  and 
the  first  fruits  of  that  policy  we  show  in 
our  demand  that  you  shall  ofEer  to  the 
Irish  nation  and  the  Irish  leaders  the 
reparation  which  is  their  due  for  an 
admitted  wrong.  You  refuse.  Well,  the 
responsibiliiy  will  lie  with  you.  Youra 
is  a  policy  of  exasperation,  irritation,  and 
insult,  and  to  that  we  oppose  a  policy  of 
charity,  of  generosity,  of  forgiveness, 
and  of  conciliation.  [La/ughter.]  Oh ! 
you  may  laugh  at  it.  That  is  just  the 
way  men  laughed  at  the  contest  in 
America.  I  repeat  ours  is  a  policy  of 
generosity,  of  conciliation,  and  of  peace  ; 
and  on  these  two  issues  we  demand,  in 
the  language  of  your  criminal  tribunals, 
that  the  Irish  Members  shall  be  tried  by 
their  country,  upon  which  I  believe  they 
will  have  a  good  deliverance.  We 
demand  that  they  shall  be  tried  not  by 
three  Judges,  but  by  three  nations  of  the 
United  Kingdom. 

Question  put. 

(12.55.)    The  House  divided :— Ayes 
339 ;  Noes  268.— (Div.  List,  No.  23.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  arising. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

MOTION. 


TEACHERS    ORGANISATION    AND    REOISTRATIOI 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Riohard  Temple,  Bill  tc 
provide  for  the  Begistration  and  Orgamaatioi 
of  Teachers,  ordered  to  be  bionght  in  by  Si] 
Bichard  Temple,  Sir  Lyon  Playfair,  Viaoonai 
Lymington,  and  Sir  Albert  Bollit. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  178.; 

HoTiBe  adjourned  at  a  qnarte; 
after  One  o'dock 
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usual  counBe  of  cballenging  the  Third 
Beading.  I  do  not  the  least  complain  of 
that.  The  Bill  passed  the  Third  Beading 
by  a  majority  of  75  to  19.  Owing  to 
the  late  period  of  the  Session  and  the 
pressure  of  business  in  another  plane  the 
Bill  could  not  be  proceeded  with  any 
further  last  year,  and  I  confess  I  was  in 
hopes  that,  under  the  circumstances,  it 
might  have  been  allowed  to  proceed  this 
year,  and  that  the  opinion  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  might  have  been 
allowed  to  b3  obtained  upon  it  with- 
out further  trouble.  But  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  the  Master  of 
the  Bolls  appears  anxious  to  fight  the 
battle  over  again.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, I  think  it  will  be  unnecessary 
for  me  to  weary  your  Lordships  by  re- 
peating arguments  which  I  used  last  year. 
If  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  brings 
forward  any  new  arguments  on  his  side. 
I  shall,  bye  and  bye,  hava  an  opportunity 
of  replying  to  them.  At  present  I  will 
simply  remind  him  that  I  showed  the 
House  last  year  that  the  opinion  of  the 
learned  Judges,  when  consulted  on  this 
question  some  years  ago,  when  my  noble 
Friend  below  me  was  Home  Secretary, 
wa-s  all  but  unanimous  in  favour  of  the 
punishment  of  flogging  for  the  crime  of 
robbery  with  violence.  Amongst  those 
who  gave  the  opinion  that  that  punish- 
ment had  had  a  wholly  deterrent  and 
efficacious  effect  was  one  of  tlie  most 
learned  of  the  Judges,  for  whose  opinion 
I  should  have  thought  that  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  would  have  enter- 
tained at  any  rate  considerable  respect — 
Mr.  Justice  Brett.  Not  only  was  the 
opinion  of  the  learned  Judges  almost 
unanimous  (there  were  only  two  dis- 
sentients), but  that  of  the  learned  B«- 
corders,  the  Chairmen  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  Chief  Constables — ^in  fact,  of 
everybody  who  was  cognisant  of  the 
habits  of  the  criminal  classes — coincided. 
Well,  my  Lords,  public  opinion  -has  also, 
I  venture  to  state,  expressed  itself  in 
no  uncertain  manner  in  fevour 
of  this  Bill.  The  organs  of  public 
opinion,  with  some  exceptions  which  are 
hardly  worth  enumerating,  are  unani- 
mously in  favour  of  it.  I  do  not  think  I 
need  now  trouble  your  Lordships  by  again 
going  over  the  ground  traversed  last 
year,  but  that  I  may  content  myself  with 
simply  moving  that  this  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time. 


REPRESENTATIVE  PEERS  J  OR 
IRELAND. 

Earl  of  Longford — Petition  of  Thomrs 
Earl  of  Longford  in  the  Peerage 
of  Ireland,  claiming  a  right  to  vote  at 
the  elections  of  Bepresentative  Peers  for 
Ireland ;  read,  and  referred  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  consider  and  raport  there- 
upon to  the  House. 

Viscount  Frankfort  de  Montmorency 
in  the  Peerage  of  Ireland,  claiming  a 
right  to  vote  at  the  elections  of  Bepre- 
sentative Peers  for  Ireland;  read,  and 
referred  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  con- 
sider and  report  thereupon  to  the 
House. 

LARCENY  ACT,  1861,  AMENDMENT 

(USE    OF    FIREARMS)    BILL.— (No.  18.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Ordar  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Reading,  read. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  :  In  ask- 
ing your  Lordships  to  give  a  Sacond 
Beading  to  this  Bill,  I  may,  perhaps, 
remind  the  House  that  it  is  identically 
the  same  Bill  as  that  which  your  Lord- 
ships passed  last  year.  It  has  for  its 
object  the  rendering  liable  to  corporal 
punishment,  burglars  and  housebreakers 
who  of  malice  aforethought  provide  them- 
selves with  Hrearms,  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  out  their  designs.  Your  Lord- 
ships last  year  passed  the  Second  Beading 
of  this  Bill  in  April,  by  a  majority  of  59 
to  39.  It  was  then  referred  to  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Law  to 
which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
opposite  paid  so  high  a  tribute 
the  other  day.  It  was  then  most  care- 
fully considered,  almost  every  line  of  it 
was  more  or  less  contested,  and,  after  two 
sittings,  it  passed  through  that  ordeal  no 
doubt  considerably  inproved  by  some 
Amendments,  for  which  I  had  to  thank 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite, 
although  he  was  opposed  to  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  It  then  came  back  to  your 
Lordships'  House,  and  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  took  the  somewhat  un- 
VOL.  CCCXLII.    [third  series.] 
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Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*/' 
—{The  Earl  of  MilUown.) 

lAiitD  K8HKH  :  My  bonis,  I  fim 
sony  again  to  inflict  upon  your  Lordships 
my  objections  to  tbis  Bill.  The  Bill  is 
Crijuinal  Cod:?  of  tljiti  country  physical 
one  for  the  re-intraducitip:  into  the 
personal  pain  to  be  inflicted  on  criminals 
in  order  to  prevent  crime.  Your  Lord- 
ships are  all  aware  that  in  the  older  days 
flogging  of  pris*>ner3  was  a  punishment 
which  was  indicted  in  very  many  cas^s, 
for  the  parpos3  of  preventing  many 
crimes.  Flog^glng  was  also  used  in  the 
Army  and  Navy,  for  preserving;;  discipline 
and  for  the  punishment  of  crime  there. 
It  was  given  up  :  and  why  I  Because  it 
waa  detennined  by  the  country  and  by 
Parliament  that  it  was  a  cruel  and  brutal 
punishment,  and  a  futile  punishment. 
People  were  flogsjed  from  Newgate  to 
Tyburn  ;  people  w^ere  flogged  to  various 
extents;  ,in  the  Army  and  Navy  the 
floggings  were  tremendous.  Did  that 
put  an  end  to  the  crimes  for*  which  that 
punishment  was  used  1  It  most  cert  i inly 
did  not.  The  floggings  went  on,  but  the 
crimes  did  not  diminish,  and  the  punish- 
ment was  put  an  end  to  on  account  of 
the  horror  ^vkich  was  produced  on  every- 
body who  heard  of  its  infliction,  for 
everybody  did  not  see  it ;  and  also  on  the 
ground  that  it  had  not  prevented  the 
crimes  which  it  was  intended  to  prevent. 
Now,  by  this  Bill  it  is  proposed  to  i-e- 
introduce  that  punishment  in  the  case  of 
this  particular  class  of  crimes.  Will  that 
punishment  be  in  this  case  cruel  or  not  ? 
Will  it  again  induce  thos3  feelings  of 
horror  which  it  induced  before  1  I  do 
not  know  whether  your  L^rtUhips  have 
read  this  Bill,  but  let  us  see  what  the 
flogging  is  to  be.  A  man  convicted  of 
one  of  these  crimes,  and  there  are 
several  of  them  which  I  shall  presently 
notice,  may  be  oi^dered  to  be  flogged  with 
a  cat  three  times,  and  to  have  50  strokes 
administered  each  time ;  but  all  the 
floggings  must  take  placs  within  six 
months.  Let  us  see  what  the  prac- 
tical effect  of  that  is.  A  man 
is  fledged  with  50  strokes  of  the 
cat  directly  after  he  is  convicted.  How 
long  will  his  wretched  back  take  to  heal 
after  that  punisliment?  I  venture  to 
say  that  it  will  take  many  months  before 
his  wounds  are  healed.  But  only  two 
months  are  given  for  the  wounds  which 


have  I'esult^^d  from  the  horrible  puniatj 
ment  inflicted  on  that  man  to  heal, 
back  will  hardly  be  healed  ere  you  must! 
flog  him   again — you  must  flog  him   at 
the  end  of  the  second  month  or  else  yo« 
do  not  comply  with  the  Act.     But  wl 
will  bi3  the  st-it?  of  his  biek  at  the  enj 
of  the  second  flogging  1     When  you  ha\ 
come  to  the  end  of  the  second  two  montli 
and  have  to  flog  him  again  it  will  be 
dreadful    thing    to     contemplate, 
then  he  is  to  be  flogged  a    third  time 
His  c^mdition  then  wnll  be  &till  worse.  This 
Bill,  as  is  usual,  throws  the  responsibilitjj 
off  those  who  have   drawn   the  Bill- 
throws  the   responsibility  off  Parliameul| 
and  throws  it  upm  the  Judges.     It  sayt 
the  Judge  may  order  a  man  to  be  flogged 
with  50  strokes  three  times  in  six  month|| 
The  moment  one  piint-sout  the  cruelty  < 
that  punishment,  what  is   the  answer! 
Theansweris  -  *'01i,  but  the  Judge  willnof 
oixier   it — he    will   not   order    a    brut  " 
punishment.*'     Is  he  never  to  order  itl 
What  is  the  meaning  of  an  Act  of  Piir 
liament  w4iich  says  that  you  may  order  i 
criminal  to  be  flogged  to   that   extent  1 
Properly  speaking  it  may   be   said  thg 
mode  in  which  a  Judge  ought  to  intci 
prct  that  Act  of  Parliament  is  to  awar' 
the  light;.*st  punishment  for  the  lightea 
class    of    offences ;     and    the     hoaviea 
punishment   for   the    heaviest   offences^ 
and  f«>r  the  worst  class  of  offence  he  maj 
order  the  heaviest  punishment  and  maj 
inflict  the  w^hole  50  lashes  within  the  sij 
months.     For  the  worst  class  of  burglar 
a  man  is  now  sent  to  penal  servitude  foi{ 
life.     If  you  send  a  man   to  penal  servi-^ 
tude  for  life  you  put  him  out  of  the  way 
of  doing  further  miscliief,   and  yet  you 
are    proposing    to    administer    to    him 
the   dreadful   tortm^e    of    this  corpoml 
punishment     Is   not  that  a    retrc»grade 
movement  in   the  direction  of  things  \t 
old  days?     To  ray  mind  it  is  a  going 
Ixick    to    the     old     days,    and    thougfel 
you    do     not    flog    tha    criminal    from 
Newgate  to  Tyburn,  yet  you  flog 
in  a  way  which  gives  notliing  but  pain 
to  his  person.     Therefore,   I   say   it  is  \ 
retrograde  movement,  and  if  it  is  a  retro 
gnwle  movement  to  the  extent  which 
have  sfaitc'd,  what  would  be  a  sufficient 
ground  for  Parliament  introducing  sucfc 
a  state  of  things  ?     If   th'>   Government 
after  having  inquired  of  proper  source^ 
of  information,    that   is  to  say  of   thti 
Judges,    had   upon  their  responsibility 
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been  able  to  come  forward  and  S3ij, ''  this 
crime  or  this  new  phase  of  crime  is 
beating  the  old  law ;  the  old  law  cannot 
put  it  down,  when  administered  with  its 
full  power ;  it  has  b3en  tried  and  has 
failed;  there  mnst  be  somathing  new; 
and  we,  upon  our  responsibility,  bring 
forward  this  Bill  dealing  with  this  par- 
ticular class  of  crime,  and  sij  that  we 
cannot  conquer  this  new  phase  of  crime 
without  it,"  there  would  have  baen 
something  in  it.  But  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  is  obliged  to  go  back  years 
in  order  to  learn  what  was  done  in  the 
cas3  of  another  class  of  crime 
which  did  bacoma  so  frequent 
that  the  ordinary  punishmant  by  law 
could  not  conquer  it.  At  that  time  the 
Judges  were  asked  to  come  to  the  con- 
clusion from  their  exparience  of  what 
had  happenad  at  Assizas  that  they  could 
not  beat  the  new  phase  of  crime  then 
prevalent  without  having  that  additional 
power  given  them,  and  they  then  ad  vis  ad 
it.  But  no  such  thing  has  been  done  in 
this  case.  The  Judges  do  not  recom- 
mend it,  and  when  you  look  at  the  facts 
I  say  deliberately  that  this  crima  has 
not  beaten  the  law,  this  crima  is  not  in- 
creasing, and  that  you  have  not  yet  tried 
the  full  power  of  the  law  in  order  to 
prevent  it.  Now  what  would  prevent 
it  ?  There  was  a  sharp  sentence  passad 
some  time  ago  on  a  person  who  was  con- 
victed of  using  firearms,  and,  as  far  as 
I  can  see,  that  sharp  sentence  has  fright- 
ened the  criminals,  bacause  I  can  see  no 
increasa  of  this  crime,  but  on  the  con- 
trary, it  seems  to  have  ceased  for  a  time. 
The  Judges  have  not  been  asked  about 
it ;  there  is  no  statement  pat  forward  by 
any  authority  on  the  subject,  and  there 
is  nothing  to  show  that  severe  sen- 
tences as  the  law  stands  would  not  have 
checked  this  crime.  If  you  let  the  cri- 
minals know  that  if  they  go  with  arms 
to  commit  burglary  their  punishment 
will  be  the  most  severe  that  is  allowed  in 
each  particular  case — that  is  to  say,  in 
burglary  of  the  worst  kind,  panal  servi- 
tude for  life — there  is  nothing  to  show 
that  that  proper  punishment  to 
be  .  inflicted  by  law  will  not 
beat  this  crime.  Therefore,  I  say 
there  is  no  excuse  for  individual  Mem- 
bers bringing  before  this  House  a  Bill  of 
this  description,  without  inquiries  having 
been  made  which  the  Government  might 
and   could  have  made.     I  say  there  is 


not  sufficient  ground  or  reason  for  pass- 
ing such  a  Bill  as  this.     But  when  you 
come  to  look  at  this  Bill  it  contains  some 
very  strange  enactments.       It  says,  that 
if  a  man  commits  a  burglary  having  in 
his  possession  firearms,  although  he  has  no 
cartridges  with  him  with  which  to  load  the 
firearms,  and  it  is  therefore  clear  and 
obvious  that  he  never  intended  to  us  a 
them,    he  is  to  ba  flogged,  and  to  the 
extent  I  have  stated.    More  than  that,  if 
three  men  go  to  commit  a  burglary,  and 
one  of  them  stays  outside ;  if  it  can  be 
proved  to  demonstration  that  the  others 
did  not  know  that  he  had  a  pistol  in  his 
possession,  and  that  they  would  not  have 
gone  with  him  if  they  had  known  it; 
nevertheless,   because  he  had    a    pistol 
in    his  possession  and  escapes,   getting 
clear  away,  when  the  others  are  tried 
for  the  burglary  they  are  liable  to  be 
flogged    three     times    in    six     months, 
with  50  strokes  administered  each  time. 
It  saems  to  me  that  that  is  a  cruel  law. 
I  go  further;  to  my  mind  it   seems  a 
wicked  thing  to  pass  such  a  law  as  that. 
But  what  would  be  the  answer?     The 
answer  is  that  in  such  a  case  the  Judge 
will  not  inflict  the  punishment.     There 
again,  I  say  that  is  shirking  your  duty. 
It  is  throwing  upon  the  Judge  the  re- 
sponsibility of  saying — ^for  the  Act  of 
Parliament  enacts  it — "Though  this  is 
as  bad  a  burglary  as  could  be ;  though 
the  criminals  have  used  any  amount  of 
violence,   yet  because   they  had  not  a 
pistol  ill  their  possession,  and  the  other 
man  had,  I  will  not  flog  them."     That 
would  be   in  the   teeth   of  the  Act  of 
Parliament.     I  say,  in  such  a  case  under 
the  Act  of  Parliament  you  ought  to  flog 
them.     I  say,  therefore,  that  this  Bill 
has  not  been  drawn  with  the  care  which 
one  could  wish  when  its  object  is  the  re- 
introduction  of  so  strong  and  powerful  a 
punishment.     Then  another  observation 
which  I  think  ought  to  be  made  is  this. 
This  punishment  is  confined  to  a  man 
having  a  gun,  or  pistol,  or  other  firearm  in 
his  possession.     If  it  is  a  true  proposition 
that  those  burglars  using  weapons  of  that 
kind  ought  to  be  flogged,  what  do  you 
say  to  a  burglar  going  to  commit  a  burg- 
lary  with    .a   long   bowie-knife  shining 
like  silver — such  knives  as  I  have  seen 
used  by  robbers  and  other  people  ?    Why 
is  a   man   who  carries    a    bowie-knife 
for  the  purpose  of  stabbing  people  not 
to  be  flogged,  while  a  man  who  carries  a 
S  2 
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pmtiAy  even  witliout  cartridges,  is  to  be 
Hogged  T  If  you  re-introduce  this  kind 
o£  punishment  of  ptirsonal  pain  by  way 
of  preventing  crimet  a^t?  not  there  other 
crimes  which  equally  dsfserve  this  punish- 
montV  Ard  you  going  to  stop  here? 
What  say  you  to  the  lUc-n  who  defile  and 
desbnjy  young  children?  I8  nnt  that  a 
crime  which  is  more  frequent  than  this  f 
I  ask,  if  flogii^ing  would  be  n  deterrent 
fpora  Buc)i  crimes,  why  should  not  thes? 
men  be  Ho;a;ged'l  No  doubt  there  are 
aome  noble  Lords  who  w<nild  re- 
iutrodttce  the  whole  Penal  Code  of  the 
last  Cjutury.  Suppose  the  case  (it  is 
not  an  infrequent  claaa  of  crime  in  this 
csountry)  of  six  or  eight  men  taking 
hold  of  a  yoTing  girl,  and  every 
one  of  them  outra^^ing  her,  one 
after  another.  What  crrtild  V)e  a 
mora  horrible  crini3  than  that!  Why 
not  rj-intpoduce  flogging  in  that  caiie  t 
Suraly  you  should  tlog  in  that  case,  if 
you  are  going  to  flog  at  alb  1  will  not 
rofjfr  to  other  classes  of  crime  which  are 
familiar  to  us  all.  I  think  it  must  be  in 
the  minds  of  some  that  there  are  many 
otli^r  crimes  which  are  of  quite  as  fre- 
quant  Ciimmission  as  thi«,  and  if  you  ap* 
ply  this  putiiahment  to  thiscUissof  crime, 
one  would  think  you  would  also  apply  it 
to  thog?  crimes.  Then,  yon  conu  ti  this: 
Hupposin^r  you  do  flog  these  people,  is 
therj  anything  t>  show  us  that  it  will 
deter  them  I  It  did  not  dt?t?r  criminals 
from  stealing  in  the  old  diys,  when  they 
wrere  flogged  from  Newgate  tti  Tyburn  ; 
it  did  not  deter  people  from  committing 
robberies,  for  which  they  were  liable  to 
b3  flogg:?d.  It  did  not  det?r  soldiers  or 
aacilors  from  committing  crimes.  On  they 
wont,  and  the  crimes  did  not  diminish. 
What  ground  is  there  for  sayinar.  there- 
fore, that  it  will  prevent  crime  now  ?  1 
venture  to  say,  as  f^r  as  ray  judgment 
goes,  that  within  a  year  after  you  have 
recommenced  flogging,  burghiry  will 
go  on  to  as  gr^^at  an  extent  as  before, 
und  that  if  the  criminals  happen  to  have 
pistols  with  them,  they  will  shoot  police- 
men just  as  before.  I  say,  if  you  apply 
the  law  as  it  is,  with  determination,  and 
always  with  a  determitmfcion  to  prevent 
and  deter  criminals  from  using  firearms 
when  they  have  fi  rearms  in  thei  r  possession 
and  intend  to  use  them — I  would  not  go  to 
the  length  of  sapng  more  than  that,  not 
alone  Iiavifig  ihem  in  their  possession, 
but  where  there  xa  clear  ground  for  sup- 
Lord  Either 


posing  that  they  intend  to  use  the  fir 
arms — that  would  be  a  ground  for  inflio 
ing  severe  punishment.  My  noble  oq 
learned  Friend  has  gone  through  tH 
offences  which  are  called  burglaries  ;  2] 
has  taken  from  certain  collections  { 
different  Acts  of  Parliament  those  clas8< 
of  oft'ences,  and  let  us  see,  t)ierefore»  whi 
liis  use  of  firearms  means.  I  see  that  th 
first  refers  to  "  Whoever  shall  break  ixx\ 
or  enter  a  church  or  chapel,  or  place  i 
Divine  worship  with  a  pistol  in  his  pa 
session" — ^wlioever  shall  break  into  cj 
out  of  them,  If  a  man  breaks  into 
church  at  night  there  will  lie  nobod 
there.  He  gc>es  iu  to  rob  the  pxir  bo: 
or  to  steal  the  plate,  but  there  is  nobod 
upon  whom  he  can  us-  pistols;  bia 
because  it  is  called  burglary  the  man  i 
liable  to  be  flogged.  In  a  dwell  ing- housi 
no  doubt,  the  cass  is  more  serious ;  bu 
when  you  consider  what  the  burglary  i| 
and  that  the  punishment  tor  it  nmy  b 
penal  servitude  for  life,  it  is  open  to  wha 
I  said  before,  that  if  it  is  a  bad  bui 
glary  you  send  the  criminal  to  peui 
servitude  for  life,  and  why  on  eart 
you  should  tortui^  him  iu  additioi 
I  cannot  imagine.  It  is  a  tiling  to 
terrible  to  contemplate.  Then  there  an 
other  kinds  of  burglary,  such  as  bi'eal 
ing  into  a  warehouse.  If  a  man  break 
into  a  warehouse  at  night  the  chance 
are  very  much  the  same  us  in  the  caa 
of  a  church  or  a  chapel,  that  is  to  saj 
that  there  is  nobtjdy  iu  the  warehousl 
But  there  is  no  discrimination  made  i] 
any  of  these  cases ;  and,  with  grea 
deference  to  my  noble  and  leamel 
Friend,  I  say  that  this  is  a  carelessly 
drawn  Bill.  It  is  a  Bill  by  which  Pai 
liament  sliirks  its  duty  and  tluxjws  tb 
duty  upon  the  Judge,  It  is  a  Bill  drawl 
in  a  fit  of  hysterics,  and  I  say  it  is  a  byfl 
terictl  measure,  liecause  people  havi 
become  frightened,  and  have  not  trit^ 
whether  these  particular  cases  can  b 
met  by  the  proper  application  of  tl 
ordinary  law.  I  move  that  the  W 
read  a  second  time  tkis  day  six  moi 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave 
"  now "  and  add  at  the  end  of  th 
Motion  **  this  day  six  months." — \Th 
Lord  Esher,) 

•Lord  BRAMWELL:  My  noble  tm 
learned  Friend  has  said  that  this  moasup 
is  put  forward  in  a  fit  of  liysterics,  but '. 
think  the  fit  of  hysterics  has  been  ft  rer 
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long  one,  bscaose  the  Bill  was  in  exis- 
tence more  than  a  year  ago,  I  believe. 
I  do  not  think  thew  is  anything  hys- 
terical abont  it  at  all.  I  do  ask  yonr 
Lordships  to  consider  what  the  offence  is 
which  is  aimed  at  by  this  Bill.  It  is  the 
offencd  of  a  man  going  with  a  deadly 
weapon  to  commit  a  burglary,  a  most 
grievous  crime  in  itself,  creating  great 
alarm  and  terror  in  the  people  who  are 
the  victims  of  it,  and  almost  of  neces- 
sity when  discovered  leading  either  to 
violent  resistanca,  or  violent  attack, 
or  both.  It  is  the  case  of  a  man 
going  to  commit  a  crime  with  a  deadly 
weapon  in  his  possassion,  not  necessarily 
to  be  used,  for  I  dare  say  these  men 
would  rather  nofc  use  weapons,  but  to  be 
used  if  occasion  requires.  And  mind, 
this  is  not  an  offence  which  is  committed 
in  a  hurry,  it  is  not  like  the  cas3  of  a 
sudden  stabbing,  or  striking,  or  delivery 
of  a  blow,  but  it  is  a  thing  which  is 
delibsrately resolved  upon  by  the  offender 
before  he  starts.  Is  it  not  as  well  then, 
that  when  he  is  thinking  of  what  he  will 
do,  he  should  think  also  of  what  he  will 
suffer,  if  he  is  detected  in  this  most 
serious  offence  ?  I  declare  that  I  know 
scarcely  any  offence  which  is  great 3r  than 
this,  unless  it  be  murder,  aud  for  that 
you  can  hang  a  man.  I  am  very  much 
inclined  to  think  that  if  a  pisix>l  or 
firearm  be  fired  that  it  would  be  a  very 
proper  punishment  to  ba  given  to  the 
burglar  who  goes  forth  to  commit 
burglary,  and  resolved  to  fire  and  do 
murder  if  occasion  requires.  That  is  the 
offence  which  your  Lordships  have  to 
deal  with.  Then  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  asks — "  But 
has  flogging  preventad  crime?"  I 
answer  "  No,  nor  has  any  other  form  of 
punishment  prevented  crime."  Even 
capital  punishment  doas  not  prevent 
crime  altogether ;  certainly  fines  do  not 
prevent  it ;  penal  servitude  does  not  pre- 
vent it.  Nothing  prevents  it  altogether ; 
but  the  punishment  lessens  it.  It  is 
quite  impossible  to  say,  therefore,  that  this 
or  any  punishment  has  not  been  a  propsr 
one  because  it  has  not  been  efficacious 
for  putting  an  end  to  crime.  But 
the  question  is,  Does  the  punishment 
diminish  the  crimes?  My  noble  and 
learned  Friend  says  no,  and  that  the 
men  who  were  in  former  times  punished 
for  the  commission  of  offences  were  not 
deterred  thereby  from  committing  them. 


Upon  that  point  I  should  like  to  givo 
your  Lordships  an  opinion  which  I  have 
received  from  a  gentleman  named  France, 
who  had  experience  in  these  matters, 
and  who  was  one  of  the  Under- 
Sheriffs  for  Kent.  He  informs  me  that 
the  men  who  had  been  flogged  never 
appeared  in  prison  afterwards,  whereas 
other  offenders  constantly  re-appeared* 
Then,  again,  my  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
as  one  of  his  arguments  against  the  Bill, 
Siys — "  But  see  what  an  enormous  power 
you  give  to  the  Judges  of  inflicting  this 
severe  and  cruel  punishment ;  you  shirk 
the  responsibility  and  throw  it  upon 
them."  My  Lords,  you  cannot  help  it ;  you 
must  give  the  Judges  discrstionary  power 
in  the  infliction  of  punishment.  I  wish, 
for  the  sake  of  the  Bench  of  Judges,  of 
which  at  one  time  I  was  a  member,  that 
they  could  be  relieved  of  that  responsi- 
bility. I  most  heartily  wish  that  could 
be  done  :  because  of  all  the  different 
duties  I  had  to  perform  during  the  25 
years  that  I  was  a  Judge  the  worst  was 
that  of  fixing  the  amount  of  punishment 
of  offenders  who  were  brought  before 
me,  whom,  in  the  immense  majority 
of  cases,  I  could  punish  by  a  shilling- 
fine  or  imprisonment  up  to  penal 
servitude  for  life.  I  believe  if  there 
could  be  any  scale  fixed  which  could 
be  practically  worked  nobody  would 
be  more  desirous  that  that  should  be 
done  than  the  Judges  themselves  :  but- 
unfortunately  you  cannot  lay  down 
rules  which  shall  so  discriminate  be- 
tween one  set  of  cases  and  another,  that 
the  discretion  of  which  I  have  spoken 
shall  not  be  left  to  the  Judges.  Then 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  says — "  But 
the  pistol  may  not  be  loaded,  and  the  man 
m^y  have  no  cartridges  in  his  possession 
with  which  to  load  it,  and  yet  you  will 
be  inflicting  this  punishment."  But 
that  and  a  good  many  other  objections 
which  he  has  taken  are  objections  not 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill  but  to 
the  details  of  it.  Now,  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  is  the  repression  of  the 
armed  burglar ;  and  if  it  is  not  necessary 
to  extend  it  to  a  case  where  you  cannot 
find  that  there  is  a  charge  or  a  shot  in 
the  pistol,  then  let  the  Bill  be  so 
amended  in  Committee,  But  it  has 
already  been  before  a  Committee  of 
your  Lordships*  House,  and  is  now  pre- 
sented to  you  as  it  was  then  amended. 
Another  objection  which  my  noble  and' 
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learned  Friend  takes  is  this.  He 
says — *'  You  are  in  a  sort  of  dilemma 
in  confining  the  Bill  to  firearms. 
Is  it  right  that  a  man  should  be 
iiogged  if  he  has  a  pistol  in  his  posses- 
sion and  not  if  he  has  a  bowie-knife." 
Well,  my  Lords,  which  is  wrong?  If 
one  is  right  and  the  other  wrong  which 
is^  wrong  1  If  it  is  right  to  flog  them 
both  that  is  one  thing,  and  we  are  only 
seeking  to  do  half  what  we  ought  to  do. 
If  it  is  wrong  to  flog  them  both  let  those 
who  oppose  the  measure  prove  that  it  is 
so,  but  let  them  not  say  it  is  wrong  to 
do  this  particular  thing  because  if  it  is 
right  to  do  it  you  are  not  seeking  to  do 
something  else  which  is  right  on  the  same 
principle.  That  is  not  a  sound  objec- 
tion. However,  that  is  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend's  argument  upon 
that  point.  I  quite  agree  with  what  the 
noble  Earl,  who  introduced  this  matter  to 
your  Lordships,  said  that  you  ought  not 
again  to  be  troubled  with  long  speeches 
upon  this  matter,  because  you  have  really 
had  it  all  before  you  on  previous  occasions. 
What  I  ask  you  to  do  is  this  :  Consider 
what  a  grievous  offence  this  is,  and  ask 
yourselves  whether  there  is  a  more 
grievous  offence  in  the  calendar,  or  one 
which  moro  urgently  requires  stern 
repression.  It  may  be,  and  no  doubt  it 
will  be,  that  this  Bill  will  not  entirely 
put  a  stop  to  it, 'but  that  it  will  diminish 
this  class  of  offences,  and,  therefore,  I 
support  my  noble  Friend  in  asking  for  a 
Second  Reading  for  the  Bill. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  My  Lords,  I  am 
certainly  not  going  to  trouble  you  at  any 
length  with  observations  which  I  have 
made  before,  which  I  then  made  in  vain, 
and  shall  equally  make  in  vain  to-night. 
Nevertheless,  as  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  has  again  ex- 
pressed his  reasons  for  the  enthusiasm 
he  has  shown  for  this  particular  form  of 
punishment,  I  shall  once  more  shortly 
state  my  objections  to  its  infliction-  I 
think  he  has  himself  shown  the  danger 
of  the  course  upon  which  the  Bill  is 
entering.  "What  a  horrible  crime  thisis," 
says  my  noble  and  learned  Friend,  and 
there  I  quite  agree  with  him ;  but  he 
went  on  to  say  that  he  would  be  quite 
prepared  to  inflict  the  punishment 
of  hanging  for  such  an  offence  as  this, 
though  it  might  not  reach  the  point  of 
murder.  That  seems  to  me  to  show  the 
danger  of  entering  upon  a  course 
Lord  Bramtoell 


of  legislation  of  this  description,  because 
if  you  carry  it  out  to  its  logical  result 
you  will  probably  next  have  a  propotsal 
to  inflict  the  punishment  for  othei 
kindred  offences,  and  you  may  have  the 
punishment  of  death  inflicted  for  ever^ 
crime  of  which  people  may  happen  U 
become  alarmed,  and  which  they  maj 
describe  in  very  terrifying  terms.  Thai 
is  one  of  my  objections  to  the  re-intro 
duction  of  this  special  punishment  for  c 
particular  class  of  crime.  I  object  to  i1 
because  you  are  not  perfectly  assured  oj 
the  results  in  which  rt  may  land  jov 
when  once  you  have  commenced.  Now, 
I  entirely  agree  with  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  that  the  offence  of  carry 
ing  firearms  with  which  the  Bill  deals  it 
a  very  serious  one ;  I  do  not  think  iti 
seriousness  has  been  in  the  least  degree 
exaggerated;  but  I  cannot  agree  wit! 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  that  burg 
lary  itself  is  such  a  very  heinous  offence 
He  well  knows  in  his  experience  thai 
there  are  plenty  of  burglaries  conmiittec 
which  are  infinitely  less  serious  thai 
many  other  offences,  which  are  visitec 
with  slight  punishment. 

♦Lord  BRAMWELL:  I  think  I  saic 
so.  I  have  felt  that  strongly,  and  I  havt 
tried  to  send  such  cases  to  Quartej 
Sessions. 

Lord  HERSCHELL :  There  are,  o 
course,  other  cases  in  which  burglar^ 
becomes  a  very  aggravated  offence 
But,  my  Lords,  one  question  upon  whicl 
I  am  at  issue  with  my  noble  and  leamec 
Friend  is  this.  He  asserts  that  if  yoi 
add  this  particular  punishment  to  th< 
punishments  already  existing,  the  numbe 
of  these  cases  would  be  diminished, 
deny  that  there  is  anything  to  warran 
that  assumption.  We  have  no 
had  a  single  fact  placed  before  u 
which  warrants  that  assumption.  It  rest 
simply  upon  individual  ideas  as  to  wha 
is  likely  to  be  the  operation  upon  th< 
minds  of  burglars  of  a  particular  state  o 
the  law.  I  will  tell  your  Lordships  why 
do  not  believe  this  punishment  has  th< 
effect  which  many  suppose.  In  the  firs 
place  the  statistics  which  have  beei 
obtained,  so  far  as  they  can  be  obtained 
with  regard  to  the  offence  for  which  i 
can  at  present  be  inflicted,  certainly  d 
not  point  in  that  direction  at  all ;  but  i 
any  inference  can  be  properly  drawi 
from  them  it  would  be  the  contrary.  L 
the  next  place  you  have  this  fact :  crime 
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for  which  you  cannot  fiog  have  dimi- 
nished dnring  the  past  few  years  50  per 
cent.,  and  crimes  for  which  you  ^can  flog 
have  not  diminished  at  alL  Surely  that 
is  a  remarkable  fact  if  it  be  supposed 
that  this  punishment  has  such  a  deterrent 
effect  as  some  believe.  But  I  quite 
agree  with  my  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
Lord  Esher,  in  saying  that  before  such  a 
Bill  as  this  is  passed,  we  ought  to  have 
information  on  the  subject  from  the 
Government,  because  the  Government 
alone  can  give  us  the  official  information 
which  can  be  a  guide  under  these  circum- 
stances. I  will  tell  your  Lordships  why 
I  do  not  believe  this  punishment  is  likely 
to  be  deterrent,  and  I  am,  in  saying  this, 
fiimply  reasoning  as  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  reasons,  from  one's  knowledge  of 
kuman  nature  and  of  the  influences 
which  actuate  human  beings.  I  do  not 
dispute  that  by  the  prospect  of  flogging 
j-ou  might  deter  a  man  from  the  com- 
mission of  an  offence  if  you  are  stsi^nding 
at  the  moment  with  a  whip  ready  to 
flog  him  at  the  time  he  is  prepar- 
ing to  commit  the  act,  though, 
even  then,  it  may.  be  doubtful, 
as  in  the  case  of  sailors  committing 
offences  on  board  ship,  and  who  know 
that  they  cannot  escape — who  know 
that  there  is  no  question  of  their  being 
canght,  as  the  burglar  may  hope  to 
escape.  It  has  not  a  deterrent  effect 
there.  But  my  noble  Friend  supposes 
the  burglar  to  reason  thus — "I  do  not 
care  for  the  penal  servitude  for  life,  I  do 
not  care  for  that  deterrent  punishment, 
although  I  shall  suffar  the  deprivation  of 
my  liberty  for  long  years ;  that  does  not 
deter  me  at  all ;  I  will  risk  that ;  but  if 
j-ou  add  to  the  penal  servitude  the 
chance  of  the  addition  of  so  many 
strokes  of  a  cat-o'-ninetails  that  will 
stop  me ;  there  I  draw  the  line." 
The  one  punishment  will  stop  him  and 
the  ether  will  not  ;  that  is  the  supposi- 
tion. I  do  not  believe  that  if  a  man 
knew  he  was  going  to  be  caught  and 
was  going  to  receive  a  sentence  of  penal 
S3rvitude,  he  would  run  the  risk.  He 
does  the  act  because  he  does  not  believe 
he  is  going  to  be  caught  and  to  get  a 
sentence  of  penal  servitude.  Therefore 
he  will  think  he  is  not  going  to  get  the 
flogging  either.  He  will  not  get  the 
flogging,  of  course,  unless  you  catch  him, 
and  if  you  do  ncit  catch  him  he  will  be 
j^ast  as  free  from  the  flogging  as  from  the 


penal  servitude.  I  think,  therefore,  that 
the  chance  of  getting  an  additional 
flogging,  will  not  deter  a  man  who  thinks 
he  may  not  get  either  it  or  the  penal 
servitude.  But  1  think  there  is  a  greater 
evil  in  your  adding  this  punishment,  for 
this  reason.  A  man  does  not  like  to  get 
penal  servitude.  Why  does  he  carry 
a  weapon  now?  Because  he  thinks 
that  by  creating  alarm  with  it,  or 
possibly  by  the  use  of  it,  he  can 
get  free  or  can  diminish  the  risk 
of  capture.  That  is  why  he  carries  it. 
If  you  think  your  flogging  is  going  to 
have  this  deterrent  effect,  do  not  you 
think  it  is  possible  he  may  say,  "  It  is 
more  than  ever  necessary  for  me  to 
carry  a  pistol,  because,  if  I  am  caught,  it 
will  be  all  the  worse  for  me.  I  shall 
have  penal  servitude  for  life  even  if  I  do 
not  carry  the  pistol,  and  therefore  I  had 
better  carry  it  even  at  the  cost  of  a 
flogging  plus  the  penal  servitude."  To 
snppose  that  the  man  is  going  to  sacrifice 
his  chance  of  liberty  for  the  risk  of 
a  flogging  in  addition  is  futile.  I  do 
not  believe  he  would.  1  do  not  think, 
from  my  experience  and  knowledge 
of  human  nature,  that  is  the  way 
in  which  a  man  would  reason  at  all. 
The  truth  is  that  the  burglar  goes  out 
on  his  expedition  in  the  expectation  that 
he  is  not  going  to  be  caught,  and  that  is 
why  he  is  ready  to  take  the  risk,  and 
will  be  ready  to  take  it  with  this  punish- 
ment or  without  it.  I  will  only  say  this 
in  addition :  If  the  noble  Lord  had 
succeeded  in  passing  this  Bill  last  year, 
I  have  no  doubt  we  should  have  been 
told  in  most  eloquent  terms  that  he  had 
succeeded  in  putting  down  burglary 
with  firearms,  there  having  been  a  cause 
for  general  alarm  on  the  subject.  But 
during  the  past  year,  although  the  Bill 
did  not  pass  into  law,  there  has  been  a 
considerable  diminution  of  this  offence. 
We  have  heard  of  late  of  comparatively 
few  of  these  cases,  and  certainly  nobody 
can  say  there  has  been  an  increase  of 
these  crimes  beyond  what  they  have 
been  in  years  past.  That  is  one  of  my 
reasons  for  objecting  to  special  legisla- 
tion of  this  kind.  I  object  to  it  unless 
there  is  special  need  for  it,  and  where  has 
the  sp3cial  need  for  it  been  proved  on 
the  present  occasion  ?  My  noble  and 
learned  Friend  says  the  law  may  be  in- 
efficacious, but,  if  so,  you  can  alter  the 
law ;    you   can   bring   in   a   fresh    Bil 
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giving  a  proper  punishment.  I  agree 
that  you  can.  But,  surely,  it  is  an 
objection  to  any  law  being  passed  if  it 
makes  the  remedy  inefficacious,  and  if  it 
inflicts  a  punishment  in  respect  of  a  par- 
ticular ofEenc3  which  is  not,  upon  the 
hypothesis  of  the  moment,  alarmingly 
frequent,  and  if  it  omits  to  impoae  that 
punishment  for  a  similar  ofEence  which 
at  the  time  needs  to  be  just  as  much  if 
not  more  guarded  against.  I  say  that 
the  whole  case  for  this  Bill  goes  unless 
you  can  show  by  the  increase  of  alarm- 
ing cas2s  that  there  is  need  for  it. 
If  there  is  not,  then  surely  it  is  an  un- 
necessary measure  for  the  purpose  of 
dealing  specially  with  one  kind  of  ofEence, 
while  leaving  undealt  with  other  offences 
which  require,  on  the  same  principle, 
legislation  just  as  much.  I  will  not 
detain  your  Lordships  further  with  a 
repetition  of  observations  which  I  made 
last  year  in  opposing  this  Bill. 

♦Lord  NORTON :  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  has  just  sat  down  says  we  have 
no  right  to  introduce  a  punishment  un- 
less we  are  quite  certain  that  it  will  be 
deterrent  of  the  crime  against  which  it  is 
directed ;  and  he  seems  to  have  this  ready 
reckoner,  that  all  crimes  for  the  punish- 
ment of  which  flogging  is  not  inflicted 
have  diminished ;  but  that  those  crimes 
for  which  flogging  may  be  inflicted  have 
increassd.  According,  therefore,  to  this 
ready  reckoner  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  we  have  only  to  abolish 
the  last  remaining  vestige  of  corporal 
punishment  in  order  to  reduce  or  put  an 
end  to  crime  in  this  country.  But,  in 
the  flrst  place,  as  to  his  statement  that 
there  is  no  proof  that  flogging  would  be 
deterrent.  Is  there  no  proof  ]  I  would 
ask  him,  first,  on  grounds  of  philosophy 
what  does  deter  people  from  committing 
crime  but  something  which  meets  the 
motives  of  the  people  who  commit  it  ? 
Can  he  deny  that  there  are  cases  where 
people's  motives  to  crime  can  only  be 
dealt  with  by  the  fear  of  pain  ?  Can  he 
deny  that  the  fear  of  pain  is  the  only 
thing  which  deters  from  the  more  brutal 
kind  of  violence]  We  know  from  ex- 
perience what  has  been  the  result  in 
three  classes  of  ofEences  to  which  flogging 
has  been  applied  within  the  last  20 
or  30  years.  There  were  casts  of 
firing  at  the  Queen  by  half-crazy  indi- 
viduals, who  clearly  did  not  want  to 
murder  Her  Majesty,  but  who  had  only 
Lord  Herschell ' 


acted  from  a  morbid  wish  for  noiorieiy. 

Flogging  was  enacted,  and  the  offence 

absolutely    ceased.      Another    case    in 

which  the  threat  of  flogging  has  stopped 

a   miserable    itch  -for    mischief  is  the 

mutilation  of  works    of    art.      It   was 

found     that     some     wretched     fellows 

took  a  pleasure  in  mutilating  works  of 

art    in    the    British    Museum    and    in 

other  collections.     Flogging  was  enacted 

for  cases   of   that  sort   also,   and   they 

ceased  from  that   moment.     The  third 

class  of  cases  was  these  dealt  with  under 

the     Grarrotting     Act.      Flogging     was 

made  the  punishment,  and  garrotting  has 

almost  C3ased  since  that  Act  was  passed. 

I  know  that  it  was  disputed  in  the  last 

debates   upon  this  subject  whether  the 

Oarrotting  Act  had  stopped  garrotting. 

I  think  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  £sher 

himself  stated   that  there  were  certain 

severe    sentences   passed    by  the  noble 

and     learned    Lord     Bramwell     which 

were      efiicacions     at    that   time     and 

caused     the     cessation     of     garrotting. 

But  we  find  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 

himself  who  passed  those  severe  sentencee 

telling    us    to-njght    that   he   consideis 

particular  cases    of    crime  are  specially 

to  be  met  by  corporal  punishment ;  thsU 

neither  imprisonment  nor  penal  servitude 

will   meet  those  cases,  and  that  they  arc 

cases    in    which   punishment    must  b€ 

short  and  sliarp ;  and  he  states  tliat  the 

cases  most  requiring  this  kind  of  punibh- 

ment  are  the  very  cases   which  wo  arc 

dealing  with — that  is  tosay,casesofbrutaJ 

violence.     Put    the   noble   and   leamec 

Lord     the    Master    of    tlie    Rolls    hai 

said     that     floggings      had     failed      U 

reduce  crime,  and  then  he  described  tht 

kind  of  flogging  which   he  had  in    hit 

mind  at  the  time — that  is  to  say,  the  mosl 

cruel  and  brutal  kinds  of  flogging  whicl 

were  inflicted  in  former  days.     Dots  h< 

mean   to   draw   any   comparison   or   in 

ference  from  the   non-effect   of   punish 

ments  of  that  sort  and  the  more  mod^*at< 

use  of  coqx)ral  punishment  proposed^ 

this  Bill  ?     The   reason  why  those    floj 

gings  in  former  times  ceased  to  be  inflictet 

was    that    tliey    were     excessive,     aiK 

the    whole  feeling    of    the  country  >va 

against  them,  and  from  their  veiy  exces 

they    failed   to  have    the  effect  desiroc 

But   this  proposal  is   a  totally   differen 

thing,  and  what  the  noble  and  leanie< 

Lord  who  moves  the  Amendment  has  t 

show  is  that  this  is  a  punishment  whid 
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will  not  meet  the  case  of  these  offences.  I 
would  ask  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to 
tell  ns  plainly  what  is  his  alternative. 
He  admits  that  this  brutal  crime  of 
robbarjr  with  firearms  exists,  and  he  agrees 
that  the  punishment  which  we  now  use 
does  not  stop  it. 

Lord  ESHER  :  Indeed,  I  did  not  say 
that  our  present  law  cannot  stop  it ;  I 
said  exactly  the  contrary.  What  I  said 
was,  that  if  you  try  the  presant  law,  and 
unfailingly  inflict  the  proper  punishment 
which  the  law  allows,  you  will  put  an 
end  to  the  ofEencas 

♦Lord  NORTON  :  My  noble  and  learned 
Fiiend  admits  that  the  crime  exists,  but 
he  says  that  if  you  try  on  the  law  as  it 
is  it  will  cease.  That  is  to  say,  it  is  ex- 
isting, and  nothing  effectual  is  done  to 
check  it;  the  noble  Lord's  recommenda- 
tion, therefore,  is  to  let  it  go  on. 
That  is  really  his  recommendation.  Now, 
let  me  consider  whether  he  has  said  any- 
thing more  to  the  point  than  that.  In 
the  course  of  his  spaech  he  suggested 
longer  terms  of  imprisonment,  or  panal 
servitude.  Is  penal  servitude  with  its 
uncertainty  a  sort  of  punishment 
which  will  detar  men  who  hazard  bur- 
glary with  firearms?  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  Herschell  said  that  cer- 
tainty of  punishment  was  the  only 
thing  which  would  deter  from  this  sort 
of  crime.  I  would  ask  him  whether 
penal  servitude  is  not  the  most  un- 
certain punishment  which  we  have  in 
our  Code  ?  If  there  is  one  thing  certain 
about  it,  it  is  that  the  sentence  pro- 
nounced will  not  be  carried  out  ?  If  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  thinks  that  the  cer- 
tainty of  punishment  is  necessary  for  these 
criminals,  at  all  events  the  alternative 
for  corporal  punishment  is,  accord- 
ing to  his  own  showing,  the  most 
inappropriate  to  meet  the  cas3.  I  also 
say  that  certainty  is  of  the  greatest 
possible  importance,  and  that  it  should  be 
inflicted  as  near  to  the  occurrence  of  the 
crime  as  possible  in  cases  of  this  sort ; 
and  therj  is  no  punishment  so  certain  as 
a  definito  infliction  of  pain.  The 
noble  Lord  who  moves  this  Amendment 
has  given  his  opinion  as  a  Judge  that  this 
is  not  a  deterrent  punishment  for  crimes 
of  this  sort.  As  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  Bramwell  has  said  in  former  debates 
upon  this  subject.  Judges  and  lawyers 
are  not  the  best  fitted  to  give  opinions 
upon  such  a  matter  an  this.     I   prefer  to 


take  the  opinions  of  the  Governors  of 
our  gaols,  and  they  say  that  this  is  tha 
only  punishment  for  which  a  certain 
class  of  criminals  will  never  coma 
again  if  they  can  help  it.  What  can 
be  a  greater  proof  of  its  fitness 
than  that  ]  Surely  if  a  man  will  never 
come  again  for  the  punishment  if  he 
can  help  it,  that  is  a  proof  that  ib 
is  exactly  what  a  punishment  should 
be,  namely,  a  deterrent  from  the 
crime.  That  is  the  general  opinion  of 
the  Grovemors  of  our  gaols.  We  know 
from  the  answers  given  to  a  Circular 
sent  out  by  my  noble  Friend  Viscount 
Cross,  after  the  Ghirrotting  Act  had  been 
tried  10  years,  that  with  the  sole  excep- 
tion  of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  Lord  : 
Esher,  and  perhaps  Lord  Coleridge,  all 
the  Judges,  Magistrates,  Recorders,  and  • 
Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions  throughout 
the  whole  Kingdom  —  England  and  • 
Scotland — are  in  favour  of  corporal 
punishment  in  special  cases.  I  desire 
to  draw  your  Lordships'  attention  to 
the  ineflicacy  of  our  present  mode 
of  imprisonment.  I  allow  that  our 
prisons  have  been  greatly  improved 
during  the  last  20  years,  and  yet 
so  ineflBcacious  is  that  mode  of  punish- 
ment that,  liaving  carefully  investigated 
the  condition  of  matters  in  the  prisons 
of  Warwickshire  and  Staffordshire — ^the 
two  counties  with  which  lam  connected — 
during  the  last  winter,  I  can  inform  your 
Lordships  that  the  number  of  first  con- 
victions in  those  two  prisons  is  compara- 
tively small ;  and  considerably  more 
than  half  of  the  prisoners  are  cases  of 
re-commitment,  and  it  is  not  for  the 
second,  or  third,  or  fouth  time  only,  but 
sometimes  for  the  tenth  or  twentieth 
time  that  they  have  been  re-committed 
to  prison.  Nothing  can  be  more  danger- 
ous than  an  undeterrent  system  of 
punishment.  You  had  better  have  no 
punishment  at  all;  bettar  agree  with 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  when  the  abolition  of 
flogging  in  the  Array  was  proposed,  he 
said,  "  Crime  is  gradually  vindicating  its 
own  impunity."  Undeterrent  punish- 
ment is  useless  cruelty.  Burglary,  with 
murderous  violence,  will  certainly  con- 
tinue if  we  go  on  with  present  punish- 
ments, only  adding  t-o  them  further  terms 
of  imprisonment.  You  may  by  long  im- 
prisonment keep  men  out  of  the  way 
of  doing  harm.  It  is  the  idea  of  noble 
and  learned  Lords  who  oppose  this  measure 
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tliat  by  SBntencing  men  to  long  terms  of 
penal  aervitudejoti  keep  themout  of  harm  *8 
waj.  What  a  notion  of  punishment  in  a 
civilised  country,  to  shut  up  criminals 
without  making  the  slightest  attempt  at 
reclaiming  them  or  using  clEeotive  mean  a 
of  turning  them  out  fts  useful  citizens  ! 
Shut  them  up  for  life  and  they  will  do 
you  no  further  harm,  and  let  their 
wives  and  children  Ixj  mBintained  in 
w^orkhouseii.  The  result  will  Ix?  to  inflict 
npon  ourselves  the  feeding,  housing, 
and  clothing  of  criminals  for  their  lives, 
and  to  support  in  workhouses  their  wives 
and  families*  That  is  to  say,  we  are  to 
meet  the  crimes  of  robbers  by  robbing  our- 
selves to  a  much  greater  extent,  and  to 
always  keep  some  20,000  able-bodied  men 
who  should  be  adding  to  tlie  strength 
of  the  countiy  sliut  up  in  prison 
instead  of  trying  to  reclaim  them  fnjm 
crime  to  industrj^  for  tlie  benefit  of 
sf>ciety.  My  Ivords,  I  cannot  believe 
tliat  the  arguments  which  are  adduced 
4o-day,  ah  tliey  were  adduced  last  year, 
against  this  measure,  will  have  more 
effect  with  your  Lr>rdships  now  than  they 
htwl  then,  and  I  hope  that  the  Bill  which 
we  have  before  us  will  be  jmssed  by  a 
large  majoritv. 

Tufi  EAiiL^OF  KIMBERLEY:  I  only 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  one  point,  and  I  shall  do  no  in  very 
few  woi-di?.  I  do  not  wish  tu  tn^uble 
yamr  Lordships  upon  tlie  arguments 
which  have  been  adducc'd  on  one  side  or 
the  other  ;  but  I  d«)  wish  to  make  one 
remark  upon  our  present  system  of  penal 
servitude.  1  was  astonished  Uy  hear  ray 
noble  Friend  opposite  state  that  our  system 
had  been  a  failure,  and  I  do  not  think 
he  van  liave  looked  into  the  Rei>oi-t-  upin 
the  Convict  System  lately  as  I  have  done 
or  he  would  probably  not  have  made 
that  Btatement. 

•Lord  NORTON  :  I  did  not  say  it  was 
a  failur<^.  I  said  it  was  uncertain  in  ita 
n.per»tion. 

The  Earl  OF  KIMBERLEY:  I  thought 
ilio  noble  Lord  went  a  little  further  than 
that.  I  am  glad  my  noble  Friend  has 
referred  to  that,  because  it  gives  me  the 
opportunity  of  asking  the  House  to 
ctmsider  what  the  result  of  our  system 
of  criminal  punishment  hafi  been.  Of 
cMDurse,  I  do  not  suppose  for  a  moment 
that  the  diminution  of  crime  has  been, 
or  ever  wHll  be,  caused  entirely  by  any 
i?ystem  of  the  kind  ;  but  I  do  say  that, 


concurrently    with    the    introduction   of 
our   svstem,  there    hxis   lie  en    the   most 
extraordinary  diminution  in  crime  that 
has    ever   been   seen    in    any   countrj'. 
Now,  I  have  here  the  6gures  which  are 
given  in  the  last  Re[jort  from  the  Con*  J 
victor  Prison  Commissioners  of  England, 
and    I   could  give    your   Lordships   for 
every  year  the  number  of  sentiences  for 
all  serious  crimes  from    1836   down    in 
1888  ;  that  is,  for  a  period  of  52  years. 
What  do  your  Lordships  suppose  thedimi* 
nutii>n  has  been  during  that  period  ?  The 
number  of  such  sentences  has  diminished 
year  by  year  from  3,^11  in  1836  to  924 
in  1888,  and  that,  observe,  concurrently 
w^ith  an  increase  of  population  in  Eng- 
bind  and  Wales  not  very  far  off  double, 
llierefore,  you  have  had  a  diminution  in 
crime  of  75  per  cent,  concurrently  with 
an  increase  of  population  of  50  per  cent. 
Then  we  have  been  t^}ld  that  our  system  1 
of    prison    management    is    a    failurts ; 
on    the    contran%  I    think    if   there   is 
one  thing  upon    which    we    may    con- 
gratulate ourselves    more   than  another  i 
it      is    that     our     t^-stem     of     convict  I 
management  has  been  a  sigfial  success « 
When    my    noble    and    learned    Friend 
seems  to  regret  that  we  have  not  gODt»  j 
back  to  our  old   system  of  shorter  and  | 
sharper  punishments,  I   say  experience  | 
has  shown  us  that  our  present  system  isH 
more  deterrent  than  the  old  system.     If 
I  really  thought  that  this  form  of  punisli- 
ment — flogging— would  be  more  deter- j 
rent  than  our  present  system,  much  as  1 1 
should    regret   the   re -in  trod  net  ion  of  at 
brutal  system  of  punishment^  I  might  i 
consider  chat  if  our  present  system  had 
failed,  we   ought   to   have    recourse   to 
flogging ;  but   why  we  are  to  have  re- 
course to  flogging  and  bring  it  again  intol 
our  penal  system  when  we  have  the  most  I 
indisputable   proofs  that  without  it  we  I 
have  had  a  decrease  of  crime.  T  am  at  ul 
loss   tct   conceive.     It   is   not   a    merely! 
tern  porn  ry  outbreak  of  a  ]:^iaT'tieular  class] 
of  crime   at   a   particular  periotl    which  j 
would  justify  the  re-introduction  of  sucli^ 
a  form  tjf  punishment.     My  noble  Friend 
has  said  that  whenever  there  is  a  serious 
outbretik  of  brutal  crime,  such  as  beatingi 
women,    and    others    which   have  beenj 
mentioned,  or  wherever  there  has  beonj 
an  increase  of  it  during  even  one  year,^ 
we  should  re-introduce  flogging.     But  i( 
we  were  to  do  that  we  should  break  dov 
the     whole     system     which    has    beenJ 
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iaboriously  built  up  now  for  so  manyy^ars, 
and  I  am  convinced  that  far  from  having  a 
diminution  of  crime  by  the  re-introduc- 
tion of  the  old  and  bad  system  there 
would  be  an  increase  of  crime.  For  that 
reason  I  do  earnestly  hope  that  the  House 
will  re-consider  and  reject  a  Bill  which  is 
really  an  attempt  to  re-introduce  a  system 
which  was  a  failure,  and  which,  I  believe, 
will  be  a  failure ;  a  system  which  is 
wholly  inconsistent  with  the  whole 
spirit  of  our  present  Criminal  Law. 

Lord  WATSON  :  There  is  one  passage 
in  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
spoke  from  this  side  of  the  House  upon 
which  I  desire  to  make  an  observation. 
I  was  somewhat  astonished  to  hear  that 
the  Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions  and 
others  in  Scotland  are  all  agreed  in 
favour  of  some  such  measure  as  this  Bill 
tends  to  promote.  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions  in  Scotland 
or  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  have 
anything  to  do  with  crimes  of  this  de- 
scription, which  are  entirely  dealt  with 
by  the  Public  Prosecutor  and  the 
Supreme  Criminal  Court  of  the  country. 
I  can  only  say  this,  that  I  trust  the  noble 
Lord's  statistics,  which  he  gave  with 
regard  to  England,  have  something  more 
of  substance  in  them  than  his  statements 
with  regard  to  the  country  from  which  I 
hail.  So  far  as  I  know,  the  sentiment 
of  those  who  have  come  in  contact  with 
this  class  of  crime  in  Scotland  is  that 
there  will  be  a  feeling  of  satisfaction  that 
there  they  are  by  the  last  clause  ex- 
empted from  the  operation  of  the  Act. 

Lord  COLERIDGE:  I  should  not 
have  addressed  your  Lordships  but 
for  the  mention  of  my  name  and 
the  reference  which  has  been  made 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  to  an 
opinion  which  I  am  said  by  a  noble 
Lord  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  to 
liave  given  on  this  subject.  I  am  sorry  to 
say  I  do  not  know  exactly  what  it  is  I 
am  accused  of  having  said  or  done,  be- 
cause one  noble  Lord  said  I  had  sifted 
one  thing,  and  another  noble  Lord  stated 
that  I  had  said  another.  They  could  not 
both  have  been  accurate  ;  but,  as  far  as  I 
can  gather,  the  accusation  is  that  some 
time  ago  I  gave  my  opinion  in  favour  of 
the  deterrent  effect  of  flogging.  My 
Lords,  that  must  have  been  a  very  long 
time  ago;  it  must  have  been  before  I 
was  appointed  a  Judge.  I  think  I  re- 
collect the  circumstances  under  which  I 


made  that  statement,  if  statement  it  is 
to  be  called.  I  think  it  was  in  answer  to 
a  letter  addressed  to  me  by  Lord  Cross, 
and  probably  he  will  bear  me  out  in  my 
recollection  that  what  I  said  was  that  I 
had  at  times  seen  cases  in  which  even 
capital  punishment  seemed  to  be  an  in- 
adequate lex  talionis,  or  a  reasonable 
public  revenge  for  the  intolerable  suffer- 
ings which  the  criminals  had  inflicted 
upon  their  victims ;  and  that,  giving  ex- 
pression to  a  somewhat  natural  feeling  of 
indignation,  I  thought  I  should  have 
liked  te  give  the  criminals  something  of 
the  misery  and  torture  they  had  inflicted 
on  others  before  they  were  banged. 
But,  my  Lords,  that  was  not  intended  to 
be  given  as  a  fixed  sentiment,  or  as  being 
really  an  expression  of  opinion  upon  a 
matter  of  legislation.  It  was  a  long  time 
ago,  and  since  that  time  if  I  have  not 
become  wiser  I  have  become  a  great  deal 
older.  I  must  now  frankly  admit  that  if 
that  ever  was  my  opinion  I  have  changed 
it,  and  I  shall  now  vote  with  all  my  heart 
for  the  Amendment  of  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  on 
the  ground  that  I  consider  the  Bill  of 
the  noble  Earl  would  be  retrograde, 
anomalous,  and  useless. 

Lord  MORRIS :  I  hope  the  House 
will  excuse  me  for  venturing  to  intrude 
in  this  debate  ;  but  as  I  have  served  for 
some  years  as  a  Judge  in  the  Sister 
Country,  I  think  it  may  be  of  use  to  ex- 
press my  own  opinion  in  the  matter.  I 
regret  to  find  myself  entirely  opposed  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls,  not  alone  in  the  opposition  which 
he  has  given  to  the  Bill,  but  in  regard 
to  a  good  many  of  the  reasons  which  he 
has  assigned  for  that  course.  There 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  great  deal  of  con- 
fusion of  thought  in  his  remarks,  if  I  may 
say  so  with  respect  to  him.  Most  of 
them  would  have  gone  to  the  complete 
abolition  of  all  punishment.  He  began 
with  a  dissertation  upon  his  objections 
to  the  infliction  of  personal  pain.  I  do 
not  very  well  understand  what  would  be 
impersonal  pain.  I  have  always  under- 
stood that  all  forms  of  punishment  were 
certainly  not  meant  for  pleasure,  but  for 
pain.  He  wound  up  by  stating  that 
these  who  would  support  this  Bill  should 
be  discredited  as  a  hysterical  party ;  and, 
as  if  for  a  living  commentary  upon  that 
observation,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
Bramwell,  whom  I  do  not  look  upon  ex- 
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3 icily  as  having  a  liystsrical  nature,  got 
op    and    Bupprt^d   the    Bill      In    my 
opinion,  tho  hysteria  and  the  sham  sen  ti- 
me nt4ility  lies  much  more  with  those  who 
would  get  rid  of  all  pnnifiLunent,  and  who 
suggest  that  we  should  adopt  a  grand- 
motherly  mixlo    of    treating    criminals, 
when  anyh*jdy,  w^ith  far  less  than  the  22 
years'    expLTieneo    which    I    hicve    had, 
well  knows  there  is  nothing  that  will  deter 
criminals  but  th-j  fear  of  p^rsinal  pain. 
As  I  undorstimtl,  tlie  noble  Lord  wliohiis 
brought  in  this   Bill   introduced  it  at  a 
time  when  this  crime  of  burglary  and 
tiriug  at  the  p^licj  when  endeavouring 
to  arrest  the  burglarb  beciime  so  common 
tliat  there  was  a  sort  of  panio  about  it  in 
society.     Well,  of  course,  at  presi^nt  that 
may  h*ive  cease d,  iva  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite  said.      But  that  statement 
may    be    opsn    to    this   comment,    that 
{K)Bsibly  this  Bill  whicli  was  then  pending 
in  your  Lordships*  Honso  may  have  had 
80m?  effect  in  the  matter*     That  may  be 
said    to     be    a     Bornevvliat     farfetched 
observation,  but  I  think  it  is  not  half  so 
far-fetched  as  the  remarks  which  I  have 
heard  offered  against  tho  Bill.       Persons 
wera  no  doubt  hangjd  formerly  for  very 
slight  offvfnces,  snch  as  stealing  a  small 
amount  of  property  ont  of  a  house,  and 
ifc  was  found  necessarj'  to  abolish  capital 
punishment  for  thtjse  offences  ;  but  is  that 
a  reason  for  abolishing    banging  in  all 
cases?     Is  not  the  question,  not  whether 
this  is  a  brntal  ptinlshnunit,  but  whether 
it   is   the  punishment  which  alone  will 
dster    brutes '/      Punishment    mnst   be 
adequate    for  its    object,    which    is    to 
prevent    crime  ;    and    1   can  only   offer 
against  what  the  noble  Lord  has  said  the 
observation  that  this  will  deter  for  the 
simple  reason  that  tlierj  are  persons  who 
can  be  deterred  by  nothing  else   but  the 
fetir  of  physical    bodily   pain.      Tliat   is 
welhknown  ;   and   in   ca^es   where   they 
will    not    be  det?rred  by  anything  else, 
that   must  ba  the  punishment  resorted 
to.    We  ha  v. 3  b.^en  asked  by  tlu*  noble  and 
learned  Lord  why,  in  the  Citsc*  of  attacks  on 
womcnand  young  chiklren,  should  not  the 
criminals  be  tlt^ged  ]    I  can  only  say  that 
there  is   very  g<xxi   reason    for  it,  and  if 
he  will  bring  in  antither  Bill  for  that  pur- 
pos:?  I  will  second  it.     We  all  know  that 
even  in  what  is  called  scK.M"ety  th^^re  are 
persons  who  are   only   prevented    fn»m 
annoying  ladies  by  the  fear  of  receiving 
summary  chastisement,    which   is   oftsu 
Lord  Morris 


admin ister^^d  in  snch  cases  without,  any 
law  at  all  in  the  matter.  That  reminds 
me  of  a  story  which  1  heard  from  one 
of  the  most  experienced  pohce  magis- 
trates in  Dubhn,  who  had  acted  there 
for  40  or  50  years.  There  had  been  a* 
man  who  had  been  continuously  annoy- 
ing a  lady,  an  offence  which  sometimes 
occurs,  1  Ixdieve,  on  this  side  of  St, 
Georges  Chtnnel,  and  nothing  would 
prevent  liim  from  continuing  his  offence. 
H  '  had  been  frequently  sent  to  prison 
for  it,  but  ho  did  not  cire  about  that. 
Fortunately,  the  lady  had  a  brother, 
who,  on  the  next  cHsca^iou,  inflicted  sum- 
mary chastisement  npon  the  man.  He 
was  brought  up  for  it  before  my  friend 
the  magistrate,  who,  as  he  was,  of  course^ 
bound  to  do,  read  him  a  homily  upon 
the  impnjpriety  of  taking  the  law  into 
his  own  hands,  telling  him  tliat  no 
provocation  would  justify  an  assault. 
After  iciuiing  him  that  lecture,  in  vindi- 
cntiou  of  the  law,  the  magistrate  told 
him  that  he  would  fine  him  6d.,  and  gave 
him  a  c  mtion — 

**Itold  Mm,*'  said  he,  **if  the  prosecutor 
aDtioya  your  siHter  ugaio,  and  you  givw  way 
to  pasifriiju  itnd  Hgpaia  cooiuiiL  tbeaame  oflfeuce, 
if  you  nre  brought  up  before  me,  I  will  be 
obliged  to  double  the  penalty/* 

ily  Lords,  I  need  not  say  that  the  lady  was 
left  unmolested  for  the  future.  The  noble 
rind  learned  Lord  who  sits  below^  me  says 
this  Bill  recit-s  S'ventl  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  think  it  recites  only  one,  the 
«4th  and  25th  Viet.,  but  several  sectiona. 
All  his  observations  have  b.?en  atidressed 
aa  if  this  were  a  punishment  awarded 
by  the  Judge.  It  is  a  cumuhitive  punish- 
ment, which  is  left  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Judge,  who,  in  the  words  of  the 
section,  **may  in  his  discretion"  add 
this  Hngging.  But  it  is  s^id  this  ia  a 
discretion  which  ought  not  t(>  be  left  to 
him.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  should 
ba  said  to  b^  left  to  them  or  imposed 
upon  thorn  ;  but  us  the  law  sxands  at 
present  great  discretion  is  left  U*  the 
Judges.  Is  it  not  a  wide  range,  fur  in- 
stance, in  case's  of  a.ssauHs  and  man- 
slaughter, where  the  discretion  vested  in 
the  Judge  extends  from  a  fine  of  fid.  to 
Ijsrnal  servitiuie  for  life  i  Therefore, 
leaving  the  punishment  in  tlio  disc*retion 
of  the  Judge  is  no  obj Lection  to  this  Bill 
which  the  Housj  will  pay  attention  to. 
It  is  to  lie  presumed  that  every  Judge 
will  perform  his  duty  and  will  exerciso 
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proper  discretion ;  and  this  is  only  a 
power  given  to  him  which  he  will  not 
object  to  if  he  isik  S3n8ible  man,  and,  of 
cours3,  all  Jndges  are  sensible  men.  I 
think  Jndges  may  be  trn8t3d  not  to  in- 
flict this  pnnishmeht  in  a  case  where  a 
man  simply  had  an  old  pistol  in  his 
pocket  nnloaded,  for  which  he  had  no 
ammunition,  and  which  there  was  not 
the  slightest  probability  of  his  using. 
This  measure  is  not  intended  to  be  ap- 
plied in  exceptional  cases,  and  in  those 
cases  where  the  punishment  ought,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Judge,  to  be  given, 
why  should  not  it  be  awarded,  unless 
we  are  to  allow  criminals  to  go  un- 
checked and  get  rid  of  punishment 
altogether  ? 

♦Lord  BRABOURNE  :  My  Lords,  I 
last  year  opposad  this  measure,  and  I 
wish  shortly  to  state  the  reasons  why  I 
intend  now  to  persevere  in  the  same 
course.  My  noble  Friend  invites  u«  to 
enter  on  the  path  of  retrogression.  What 
is  the  proof  of  that?  Say  for  the 
moment  that  my  noble  Friend  has  intro- 
duced this  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
inflicting  a  particular  form  of  punish- 
ment for  this  one  offence.  Several  other 
noble  Lords  have  immediately  suggested 
that  they  are  quite  ready  to  carry  it 
out  in  other  directions.  There  is  no 
logical  reason  why  you  should  stop  at 
this  particular  offence.  My  noble  Friend 
Lord  Norton  stated  that  he  objected  to  the 
punishment  of  penal  servitude,  because 
he  said  it  was  not  a  re-claiming  punish- 
ment. Does  my  noble  Friend  believe 
that  the  lash  is  a  re-claiming- punishment  ? 
Is  the  man  who  has  had  his  back  lashed 
and  who  comes  out  of  the  punishment 
with  every  atom  of  self-respecfc  flogged 
out  of  him  re-claimed  1  Does  the  punish- 
ment have  a  deterrent  effect  upon  him  ? 
We  have  been  told  that  certainly  there 
has  been  no  increase,  but  that  a  decrease 
in  these  offences  has  occurred  during  the 
past  year.  I  cannot  endorse  the  view  of 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend,  whom  we 
have  all,  I  am  sure,  heard  for  the  first 
;time  to-night  with  so  much  pleasure, 
when  he  says  that  the  fact  of  this  Bill 
being  even  threatened  may  have  been 
efficacious.  If  the  threat  has  been  so 
.  efficacious,  for  goodness'  sake  let  us  bo 
cpijitent  with  the  threat,  and  not  carry 
out  the  Bill  as  proposed  by  my  noble 
F^end,   But  there  is  one  other  argument 


which  1  will  venture  to  submit  to  yoiir 
Lordships.  When  I  heard  the  enthusias- 
tic advocates  of  the  lash  cheering  just 
now  every  allusion  to  this  particular 
punishment,  I  asked  myself  whether,  if  we 
were  a  representative  House,  and  those 
noble  Lords  had  been  representing 
popular  constituencies,  the  same  cheers 
from  the  same  men  would  have 
been  heard,  and  whether  those  men  who 
cheered  would  wish  to  stand  before  any 
public  meetingof  their  countrymen  and  say 
that  they  desired  to  enter  upon  a  course 
of  retrogression  from  the  legislation  which 
has  characterised  this  country  for  years 
past.  If  there  is  one  truth  greater  than 
another  in  this  matter,  it  is  that  the 
gradual  abolition  of  this  barbarous  punish- 
ment has  been  endorsed  by  the  people ;  and 
I  venture  to  say  that  if  you  are  going  to 
enter  upon  this  course  which  is  suggested 
by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend,  it 
would  be  wise,  and  it  would  be  your 
duty,  to  make  the  fullest  inquiry,  con- 
ducted with  the  authority,  and  by  the 
agency  of  the  Government,  before  you 
venture  upon  such  a  path.  I  do  not 
suppose  that  anything  I  can  say  is  likely 
to  influence  your  Lordships.  The  advo- 
cates of  the  lash,  I  know,  are  strong  in 
this  House.  It  is  possible  as  time  goes 
on  that  they  may  not  be  so  strong.  If  you 
enter  upon  this  path,  where  are  you  to 
stop?  I  do  not  pretend  to  discuss 
whether  one  punishment  or  the  other  is 
more  deterrent ;  but  of  this  I  am  certain, 
that  the  men  who  go  out  to  commit 
burglaries  do  not  weigh  these  things 
very  nicely.  The  one  thing  that  does 
prompt  them  to  crime  is  the  idea  that 
they  will  not  be  detected.  They  will  have 
that  belief  whatever  punishment  is  to  be 
inflicted  upon  them,  and  I,  myself,  believe 
that  the  infliction  of  this  particular 
punishment  will  not  have  the  effect  of 
deterring  criminals  from  this  particular 
crime.  I  do  sincerely  hope  that  your 
Lordships  will  take  into  consideration 
the  fact  that  there  is  no  urgent  public 
demand,  or  indeed  any  real  demand,  from 
any  quarter  for  his  Bill,  and  that  you 
will  not  pass  so  retrograde  a  measure. 
It  is  a  measure  which,  in  any  case,  the 
House  ought  not  to  sanction  without 
inquiry,  and  which  it  would  be  a  great 
pity  that  your  Lordships  should  pass. 

On  Question,  whether  the  word  "  now ' 
shall  stand  part  of  the  Motion,  the  Housa 
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divided  : — Contents    64 ;    Not-Contents 
17. 

Bill  read  2»  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
Honse  on  Thursday  next. 

PRESENTATION  TO  BENEFICES  BILL.— 

(No.  13.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

The  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD:  My 
Lords,  this  Bill,  for  which  I  ask  a 
Second  Reading  to-night,  needs  no 
lengthened  explanation.  Yonr  Lordships 
are  no  doubt  aware  that  there  are  a  very 
considerable  number  of  benefices  in  this 
country  of  which  the  advowsons  are  in 
the  hands  of  parishioners  or  other  per- 
sons ;  and  on  the  occasion  of  a  vacancy 
occurring  there  are  frequently  very  un- 
seemly circumstances  attending  the  elec- 
tion of  the  new  incumbent ;  in  fact,  the 
election  is  conducted  and  attended  with 
all  the  excitement,  if  not  with  the  bitter- 
ness, of  a  Parliamentary  election.  .The 
Bill  proposes  that  the  parishioners  or 
freeholders,  or  whoever  the  class  of  per- 
sons may  be  who  have  the  advowson  in 
each  case  or  shall  have  the  appointment, 
shall  meet  together  for  the  purpose  of 
electing  a  body  of  Patronage  Trustees  to 
exercis3  from  time  to  time  the  right  of 
presentation.  It  proposes  that  they 
shall  have  the  power  of  filling  up 
their  numbers.  After  the  comple- 
tion of  the  election  of  Patronage 
Trustees  all  rights  of  the  advowson 
owners  to  choose  or  present  a  minister 
shall  cease  to  be  exercisable  by  them, 
and  shall  be  vested  in  and  exercised  by 
the  trustees.  On  the  occurrence  of  a 
vacancy  in  the  benefice,  they  shall  pro- 
ceed to  appoint  an  incumbent,  and  it 
shall  be  the  duty  of  the  chairman  to 
summon  a  meeting  of  the  trustees,  when 
a  minister  will  be  chosen  or  nominated 
for  presentation  to  the  Bishop,  so  that 
they  are  to  have  the  right  of  appoint- 
ment when  the  living  becomes  vacant. 
The  provisions  of  the  Bill  are  so  simple, 
its  objects  so  plain,  and  the  scandal — for 
it  is  nothing  else  than  a  scandal — which 
it  is  intended  to  remove  is  so  great,  that 
I  think  I  may  content  myself  by  simply 
asking  your  Lordships  now  to  give  a 
Second  Beading  to  the  Bill. 

Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
oommitted  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  General  Bills. 


COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION  FOR 

STANDING  COMMITTEES. 
Report  from.  That  the  Committee  have 
added  the  Lord  Hillingdon  to  the  Stand- 
ing Committee  for  Bills  relating  to  Law, 
&c.,  for  the  consideration  of  the  Partner- 
ship Bill,  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

« 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEE  BILL.— (No.  1 9.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  <fec.,  with 
amendments:  The  Report  thereof  re- 
ceived; and  Bill  re-committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

TRUST  COMPANIES  BILL.-(No.  21.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &c., 
with  amendments  :  The  Report  thereof 
received ;  and  Bill  re-committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Monday  next. 

COLONIAL  COURTS  OF  ADMIRALTY 
BILL.— (No.  29.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  <fec.,  with 
amendments :  The  Report  thereof  re- 
ceived; and  Bill  re -committed  to  & 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Tuesday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock, 

to  Ihursday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF      COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  11th  March,  1890. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

TOTTENHAM    AND     FOREST    GATE 
JUNCTION    RAILWAY    BILL. 
[By  Order.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
•Mr.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romford) : 
I  beg  to  move  that  this  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  this  day  six  months. 
It  is  a  Bill  which  proposes  to  construct 
a  small  line  six  miles  in  length,  but  it  is. 
objected  to  by  very  nearly  all  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  district,  including  the  East 
Ham  Local  Board,  the  Walthamstow  Local 
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Board,  the  Walthamstow  School  Board, 
the  West  Ham  Corporation,  the  Leyton 
Local  Board,  the  Vestry  of  Wanstead, 
the  inhabitants  of  Leyton,  the  Trustees 
of  the  Bishop  of  St.  Alban's  Fund,  the 
Rev.  Henry  Barber,  the  Commissioners 
of  Sewers  for  the  levels  of  Havering, 
Dagenham,  «kc.,  and  numerous  private 
individuals.  The  ground  of  opposition 
is  that  it  is  proposed  to  build  it  on  a 
viaduct  and  to  carry  it  over  the  roads  by 
brick  arches  instead  of  by  iron  girders. 
Many  of  the  best  houses  in  the  locality 
overlook  Wanstead  Flats,  and  the 
proposed  railway,  by  intervening  be- 
tween Wanstead  Flats  and  the 
space  which  is  now  pres3rved  as  an 
open  space  will  cut  off  the  view  from 
the  existing  houses,  and  also  prevent 
the  free  access  of  air  to  Wanstead 
and  West  Ham.  If  the  line  were  con- 
structed on  the  level  or  in  a  cutting 
there  might  have  been  no  objection  fo  it, 
but  it  is  to  be  made  on  a  high  embank- 
ment which  forms  the  principal  objection 
to  the  Bill.  The  Local  Authorities  have 
been  told  that  the  promoters  would  give 
way  in  consequence  of  the  opposition  of 
the  scheme,  but  I  hear  from  the  clerk 
of  the  East  Ham  Local  Board  that  they 
have  not  given  way,  and  therefore  I  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  on 
this  day  six  months. 

Major  BANES  (West  Ham,  S.) :  I 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  seconding  the 
Amendment,  and  I  do  so  on  behalf  of 
the  Corpwation  of  West  Ham.  Thirty 
years  ago  West  Ham  was  a  marsh  lying 
under  high  water  mark  with  15,000  in- 
habitants. It  has  since  been  intersected 
by  a  great  sewer  and  by  two  railways, 
but,  nevertheless  it  has  grown  and 
been  incorporated,  and  now  possesses  a 
population  of  from  180,000  to  200,000, 
and  enormous  sums  of  money  have  been 
spent  in  endeavouring  to  overcome  the 
disadvantage  of  being  intersected  by 
these  railways  and  sewers.  The  only 
part  of  the  borough  adapted  for  residen- 
tial purposes  is  that  very  portion  which 
this  Bill  now  sacks  to  disturb  by  the  con- 
struction of  a  new  railway  running  upon 
arches.  I  cordially  second  the  Amend- 
ment for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 


Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  this  day  six 
months."— (^ifr.  Thec^ld,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  pf  the  Question." 

•Mb.  round  (Essex,  N.E.,  Harwich)  r 
As  my  name  is  on  the  back  of  the  Bill, 
I  hope  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  a  few 
words.  I  think  that  the  objections  which 
have  been  urged  by  the  hon.  Members, 
are  such  as  can  only  be  properly  dealt 
with  by  a  Committee  upsfaars  where 
similar  matters  are  usually  dealt  with  by 
this  House.  Those  who  object  to  the 
details  of  the  measure  are  petitioners 
against  the  Bill,  and  will,  in  Committee, 
have  a  full  opportunity  of  getting  their 
objections  inquired  into.  I  submit,  there- 
fore, that  no  reason  has  been  given  to 
justify  opposition  at  this  stage,  but  that 
the  Bill  should  bo  committed  in  the 
usual  manner. 

•Mr.  F.  FULTON  (West  Ham,  N.)  :  I 
trust  that  my  hon.  Colleague  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Romford  Division  (Mr.  Theo- 
bald) will  not  divide  the  House  on  the 
Second  Reading.  It  is  no  doubt  a  Bill 
upon  which  there  is  a  great  difference 
of  opinion,  but  all  questions  concerned 
in  it  can  be  better  discussed  in  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs  than  upon  the  floor 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  R.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Islington, 
N.)  :  As  my  name  appears  on  the  Paper 
in  opposition  to  the  Bill,  I  wish  to  say 
that  my  only  objection  to  it  is  that  it  wiD 
intersect  certain  common  land  and  inter- 
fere with  the  enjoyment  of  public  rights. 
As  the  promoters  have  agreed  to  make 
compensation  for  any  such  interference, 
I  propose  to  withdraw  my  opposi- 
tion. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Romford  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment? 
•Mr. THEOBALD:  Yes, Sir. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put^  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  corn" 
mitted. 


491 


L(yi*d  A$1ibourm8 


Qf/ESTIOXS. 


{COMMONSV 


Act. 


4^ 


IRELAND— EJECTMEKT    FOR  NOX- 

PAYMENT  OF  RENT. 
Mr.  MARUM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  :  T  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lientenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  certain  psrpetnity  leases,  snch 
SH  leases  for  lives  renewable  for  ever, 
whether  converted  nnder  the  Renewable 
Leasehold  Conversion  Act  or  not,  and 
fee-farm  grants  executed  since  the  Ist  of 
January,  1861,  are  evictable  interests 
within  the  Ejectment  for  Non-payment 
of  Rent  Code,  and  are  not  in  the  nature 
of  purchase  transactions ;  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  upon  occasion  of  amendments 
to  the  Land  Bill  of  1887  (now  "The 
Land  Law  (Irdland)  Act,  1887")  with 
the  view  to  include  such  evictable 
inter3sts  within  the  Section  1  affecting 
leaseholders,  tliat  in  a  future  contem- 
plated Purchase  Bill  such  leaseholds 
would  be  taken  into  favourable  considera- 
tion ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  several 
leaseholders  of  the  above  character  have 
been  evicted  for  non-payment  of  rent  in 
Ireland ;  and  whether  in  the  proposed 
Land  Bill  such  leaseholds  will  be  in- 
cluded amongst  the  holdings  to  be  pro- 
vided with  further  facilities  for  the 
purcha83  of  land,  or  otherwisa  favourably 
considered  1 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  am  advised  that  certain  perpetuity 
leases  referred  to  in  the  question  are  in 
the  same  position  as  regards  eviction  as 
leases  for  terms  of  years.  The  considera- 
tions referred  to  by  the  lion.  Member 
appear  to  be  equally  applicable  to  long 
leaseholds  as  to  the  class  of  tenure  men- 
tioned. I  have  no  information  as  to  the 
matter  of  fact  referred  to  in  the  third 
paragraph.  As  regards  the  inquiry  in 
the  last  paragraph,  the  lion.  Member  will 
see  the  impropriety  of  my  making  a 
statement  bearing  on  the  Land  Bill 
before  its  introduction. 

Mr.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.) :  May  I  ask 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  any 
facilities  for  the  passing  of  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  on  this 
subject  ? 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  When  «ha 
Bill  comes  on  for  discussion,  I  shall  hay 
to  state  the  views  of  the  GoyemmeD 
upon  it    • 

CATHOLIC  JURORS. 

Mr.  0*KEBFFE  (Limerick  City) : 
bag  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lop 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  attentio; 
has  been  directed  to  the  fact  that  onl; 
thr^e  Roman  Catholics  were  summone 
on  Grand  Jury  for  County  of  Limerick  a 
present  Assizes,  although  its  populatioi 
142,000,  are  mostly  all  Catholics,  an 
that  one  Grand  Juror  protested  agaim 
such  selection ;  and  if  the  Governmen 
would  intimate  to  High  Sheriffs  i 
Ireland  to  exercise  their  right  t 
summoning  properly-qualified  tenan 
farmers  and  traders  of  counties  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  impanel 
ing  of  Grand  Juries  is  regulated  b 
Statute.  I  have  no  information  as  to  th 
religious  belief  of  the  persons  impanellec 
The  Government  would  have  no  titl 
to  make  the  intimation  to  High  Sherifl 
suggested  in  the  second  paragraph. 

MR.  JOHN  SLATTERY. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  th 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  it  tm 
that  a  letter  written  from  Cork  Gaol  l 
Mr.  John  Slattery,  as  President  of  th 
South  of  Ireland  Pig  Buyers'  Associatioi 
in  favour  of  the  proposed  Cork,  Fermoi 
and  Wexford  Railway,  was  stopped  h 
the  Governor,  and  its  publication  dii 
allowed  ;  whether  Mr.  Slattery,  being 
bail  prisoner,  is  entitled  to  publish  sue 
letters;  and  whether  Mr.  Davitt,  M 
Healy,  and  other  bail  prisoners  i 
Richmond  Gaol  in  1883,  were  permitte 
to  publish  letters  on  topics  far  more  ooi 
troversial  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Genen 
Prisons  Board  report  that  this  questic 
which  appears  in  this  morning's  Papt 
without  previous  notice  necessitates 
local  reference.  They  are  therefore  m 
in  a  position  to  furnish  a  reply  to-day. 

LORD  ASHBOURNE'S  ACT. 
Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  : 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tl 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whethi 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  tl 
destruction  of  woods  and  plantatioi 
which  have  in  many  cases  followed  tl 
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sale  of  landlords'  estates  in  Ireland  under 
Lord  Ashbourne's  Act;  whether  it  is 
the  fact  that  in  consequence  of  a  recent 
sale  in  the  County  Cork  (Lord  Egmont's 
estate),  an  extensive  tract  of  country 
will  ite  denuded  of  timber,  the  trees 
having  bsen  sold  by  the  landlord  to  a 
timber  merchant ;  and  whether,  in  any 
further  measure  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion of  land  purchase  in  Ireland,  pro- 
visions will  be  introduced  to  prevent  the 
general  destruction  of  Irish  woods  and 
plantations  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  My  att^atfifton 
has  been  called  to  the  serious  qdestion 
raised  in  the  first  piragrapii.  I  am 
informed  that  131  acres  iiiv«  been  sold 
to  contractors,  some  bsdfore,  some  after, 
negotiations  for  sale^were  commenced. 
Forty-five  acres  ar^fciU  unsold. 

Mr.  M.  HEAfiT:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  awar^  that  what  has  occurred 
on  Lord  Egmom's  estate  has  also  occurred 
on  other  estates  ;  and  is  there  any  danger 
of  the  practice  extending  ? 

Mr.  a.  3.  BALFOUR  :  I   hava    not 
heard  of  rmy  other  instance  on  a  laige 
estate.     / 
/ 
DISPENSARY    DOCTORS. 

Mb:  O'HAOTjON  (Cavan,  E.) :  I  beg 
toas'^  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Liep^ienant  of  Ireland  whether  a  dis- 
pensary doctor  has  the  right  to  order  for 
y?  dispensary  washstands,  gas  fittings, 

?Ld  other  furniture  ;  and  whether   the 
uardians  are  bound  to  pay  the  amount 
*vlien  handed  in  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  A  dispen- 
sary medical  officer  has  no  right  to 
order  for  his  dispensary  gas  fittings  and 
other  furniture  without  the  authority 
of  the  Board  of  Guardians,  with  whom 
the  responsibility  rests  of  providing  a 
dispensiry  with  the  necessary  fittings. 

MASTERS  OF  WORKHOUSES. 
Mr.   O'HANLON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Loi-d  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  master  of  a  work- 
liousj  can  prosacuto  inmates  for  insu- 
bordination; without  the  assistance  of  a 
solicitor,  before  the  magistrates  at  Petty 
Sessions  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Local 
Government  Board  have  been  advised 
that  if  the  Guardians  of  a  Union  direct 
the  summons  to   Petty   Sessions   to   be 
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brought  in  the  name  of  one  of  their 
officers  he  can  personally  conduct  the 
prosecution  ;  but  if  the  Guardians  are 
themselves  named  as  complainants  in  the 
summons  they  must  appear  before  the 

Court  by  Attorney. 

•  *' 

LONDON  SfEWAGE. 
Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  :  I   beg 
to  ask  .^jftrvi^fterfdent  of  the  Local  Goyern- 
wh  ether  he  is  aware  that  by 

!e  Tender  for  the  removal  of  Sewage 
"  e,  page  8,  section  13,  issued  by  the 
Louden  County  Council,  the  contractor  is 
empowered  on  the  authority  of  the  en- 
gineer to  deposit  sewage  in  places  other 
than  the  mouth  of  the  Thames,  presum- 
ably at  his  discretion,  on  the  Essex  Coast ; 
and  whether  the  Local  Government  Board 
will  permit  such  action  on  the  part  of  the 
London  County  Council  ? 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  RiTcpiK, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  ain 
informed  that  the  London  County  Council, 
in  advertising  for  tenders  for  the  removal 
of  sewage  sludge,  do  not  contemplate 
that  the  sludge  shall  be  discharged  into 
the  sea  at  points  nearer  to  the  shore  than 
the  places  where  it  has  been  discharged 
hitherto  from  the  vessels  belonging  to 
the  Council.  The  object  of  advertising 
for  tenders  is,  that  pending  the  con- 
sideration of  the  whole  question  of  the 
disposal  of  the  London  sewage,  temporary 
arrangements  may  be  made  for  the 
removal  of  the  sludge  without  the  large 
expense  of  providing  new  vessels  for  the 
purpose.  It  was  considered  nece8.sary 
to  provide  in  the  tender  for  the  discharge 
of  the  sludge  at  such  points  as  the 
engineer  of  the  Council  should  indicate  ; 
but  the  places  named  will  be  subject  to 
the  direction  of  the  Trinity  House,  and 
there  will  be  no  change  in  this  respect 
from  the  course  pursued  throughout  the 
last  six  months. 

ALLEiSKD  RIOTING  AT  ROHTAK. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  he  mil  cause  inquiries 
to  be  made  as  to  the  circumstances 
unJer  which  the  police,  in  September 
last,  fired  upon  the  Hindu  population  bt 
Rohtak,  when  one  Hindu  was  killed  and 
12  other  Hindus  were  severely 
wounded;  and  especially  whether  the 
T 
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police  officer  giving  the  order  to  fire  has 
been  called  upon  for,  and  has  given,  any 
explanation  of  his  reason  for  firing  ;  and 
"whether  the  Secretary  of  State  will  call 
for  a  full  Report  of  the  whole  facts, 
including  the  origin  of  certain  alleged 
rioting  arising  out  of  the  desecration  of 
Hindu  Temple  Cars,  in  August  and 
September  last ;  the  arrest,  and  summary 
trial,  of  a  large  number  of  persons ;  the 
conviction  and  imprisonment,  by  order 
of  Major  Ren  wick.  Deputy  Commissioner, 
of  35  of  the  accused,  and  the  subsequent 
reversal  of  such  conviction  by  the  Court 
of  Appaal,  and  the  liberation  of  the 
imprisoned  men  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
POB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham)  : 
The  question  of  the  hon.  Member  has 
already  been  sent  to  India,  and  on  the 
^rcceiptof  a  reply  to  his  various  queries  the 
;Secretary  of  State  will  communicate  the 
jresult  to  him.  All  such  riots  as  those  at 
Rohtak  are  invariably  inquired  into  by 
the  Local  Grovernmenis  as  a  matter  of 


TYPHOID  FEVER  AMONG  THE  TROOPS 
IN  INDIA. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  typhoid  fever  has 
been  vary  prevalent  amongst  officers  and 
men  of  the  British  troops  in  India  during 
the  years  1887,  1888,  and  1889; 
whether  he  can  state  the  number  of 
deaths  for  each  of  those  years  ;  whether 
the  deaths  have  been  most  numerous 
amongst  the  young  soldiers ;  and 
whether  aiiy  steps  are  being  taken  to 
stop  the  ravages  of  this  preventable 
disease  ? 

•The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  Typhoid  or  enteric  fever 
has  be3n  very  prevalent  in  India  during 
the  last  three  years,  and  was  specially 
fatal  last  year.  The  deaths  from  this 
disease  were  247  in  the  year  1887  ; 
267  in  the  year  1888;  and  429 
last  year,  as  to  which  year  how- 
ever, the  figures  must  ba  regarded  a« 
appropriate  only.  The  deaths  have  been 
most  numerous  among  young  soldiers. 
All  possible  precautions  are  taken  to  pre- 
vent the  insanitary  conditions  which  are 
believed  to  induce  the  disease.  Can- 
tonments and  barracks  in  the  neighbour- 
ing towns  and  bazaars  are  strictly 
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supervised,  and  the  purity  of  the  water, 
milk,  and  food  generally  is  secured  by 
all  means  practicable.  During  the  last 
year  a  Special  Commission  investigated 
the  sanitary  state  of  Lucknow  and 
Meerut  with  particular  reference  to 
enteric  fever.  The  liability  of  young 
soldiers  to  this  disease  is  a  principal 
reason  for  not  allowing  men  under  20 
years  of  age  to  proceed  to  India. 

COLONIAL  AND  INDIAN  POSTAL 

CHARGES. 
Mh..  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  any  representations  have  been 
made  by  either  Colonial  or  Indian 
Governments,  expressing  a  desire  for  a 
reduction  of  the  postal  charges  to  those 
Colonies  ;  whether  he.  is  aware  if  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  postal  services  of  the 
colonies  now  result  in  heavy  losses  to 
them ;  and,  whether  it  is  competent  for 
the  Government  to  reduce  the  ocean 
postal  charge  to  one  penoy  per  letter 
without  retiring  from  the  Postal  Union, 
and  thus  destroying  existii^g  postal 
arrangements  with  other  countries  ? 

♦The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridg'e)  :  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  I  m^  say 
that  no  representations  have  been  pade 
to  me,  either  by  Colonial  or  Iildian 
Governments,  expressing  a  desire  fdr  a 
reduction  of  the  postal  charges  to  Vhe 
Colonies  or  to  India.  I  am  inform^ 
that  the  postal  services  of  the  Australian 
Colonies  now  result  in  heavy  losses  ta 
them,  amounting  last  year  to  not  less 
than  £380,000,  and  in  the  case  of  Canada  \ 
I   see    from   a    recent    Report    of    the  \ 


see 
Dominion  Postmaster  General  that  there 
is    a    loss    on    postal    services  of  over  I 
700,000  dollars,  or  more  than  £150,000   \ 
a  year.     Although  the  question  has  not    \ 
yet  been  definitely  decided  there  is  great     ^ 
reason  to  doubt  if  it  would  be  competent      * 
for   this   country    to    reduce   its    ocean      \ 
postal  charge  to  its  colonies  to  one  penny       ^ 
per  letter  without  withdrawing  from  the 
Postal  Union  and  thus  destroying  all  the 
existing  postal  arrangements  with  other 
civilised  countries. 

INTERNATIONAL    MONETARY  \ 

CONFERENCE.  ( 

Mr.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey-  ^ 
wood)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  | 
the  Treasury  if  he  is  aware  that  there  is 
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A  widespread  and  increasing  public 
opinion  in  favour  of  the  Motion  in  my 
name  which  stands  as  the  first  on  the 
Paper  to-day.  There  have  been  a  large 
number  of  petitions  presented  in  favour 
of  it,  and  I  wish  to  know  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  does  not  think  it 
right  to  meet  that  public  opinion  which 
has  found  expression  in  public  meetings, 
and  by  the  action  of  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce, by  giving  an  early  day  for  the 
discussion  of  the  question  ;  whether  the 
evils  which  have  resulted  from  the 
divergence  in  the  relative  volume  of  silver 
and  gold  following  the  monetary  changes 
which  took  place  in  1873  cannot  best  be 
dealt  with  by  a  conference  to  consider 
whether  a  Bi-metallic  system  cannot  be 
established  by  International  agreement 
in  the  interest  of  all  the  nations  con- 
cerned ? 

Sib  W.  HOULDSWORTH  (Man- 
chester, N.W.) :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  some  70  or  80 
petitions  have  already  bjen  presanted  to 
the  Housj  in  favour  of  this  Resolution, 
and  that  tharj  is  a  widespread  desire 
among  the  commercial  and  agricultural 
intarasts  in  favour  of  the  discussion  of 
the  subject? 

♦Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster)  : 
I  have  not  followed  the  patitions  which 
have  been  presjnted  t3  the  House,  but  I 
have  no  doubt  that  a  great  many 
petitions  have  been  received.  But  I  am 
aware  that  there  is  an  organisation  which 
affords  facilities  to  h')n.  Members  and 
others  interested  in  the  question  for 
repres3nting  their  views  to  the  House. 
In  answer  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  I  trust,  seeing  that  the 
Session  is  still  young,  that  he  will  avail 
himself  of  the  opportunities  which  will 
be  afforded  to  him  by  the  Ballot  for 
securing  a  day  for  the  consideration  of 
the  subject.  CFnfortunately  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  afford  it  any  portion  of 
the  small  amount  of  time  devoted  to  the 
business  of  the  Government.  I  am  sure 
that  if  I  were  to  do  so  I  should  only 
accumulate  on  myself  claims  that  it 
would  ;be  utterly  impossible  for  me  or 
the  House  to  entertain.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  cause  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
advocates  will  suffer  from  the  slight 
delay  which  is  now  imperatively  im- 
posed. 


ELEMENTARY  SCHOOLS— THE  TEACH- 
ING  OF  ARITHMETIC. 
Mr.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  following  resolution 
passed  by  the  Associated  Chambers  of 
Commerce  at  their  Exeter  meeting : — 

*'  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Association, 
the  place  held  by  decimals  in  the  presnt  system 
of  teaching  arithmetic  materially  impedes  the 
introduction  of  a  decimal  currency,  weights, 
and  measures,  by  giving  an  idea  of  their  diffi- 
culty it  is  therefore  highly  desirable  that 
terminating  decimals  should  be  removed  from 
the  sixth  to  the  third  standard  in  the  ourri. 
culum  of  elementary  schools,  so  that  they 
should  follow  the  four  simple  rules ;  *' 

and  whether  any  steps  have  or  will  be 
ba  taken  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Associated  Chambers  of 
Commerce  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  Terminating  decimals  conld 
be  easily  taught  in  the  third  or  fourth 
standards  so  far  as  addition  and  subtraction 
are  concerned,  and  would  be  very  us3ful 
if  they  entered  into  the  common  arith- 
metical questions  of  everyday  life,  but 
anything  further  would  involve  great 
difficulty ;  nor  does  it  se  ?m  expedient 
entirely  to  separate  terminating  from 
recurring  decimals.  In  the  Latin  Union 
of  coinage,  weights,  and  measures,  a 
series  of  mental  problems  within  the 
range  of  the  scholar's  knowledge  are 
always  at  hand,  and  the  rules  can 
ba  easily  taught  on  sound  principles; 
but    fchis    is    not  the  case    in    England. 

THE  ALLOTMENTS  ACT. 
Mr.  SEALE-HAYNE  (Devon,  Ash- 
burton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  how  many 
Sanitary  Authorities  have  provided  allot- 
ment grounds  under  **  The  Allotments 
Act,  1887,"  and  the  total  acreage  of  such 
grounds  ? 

*Mr.  RITCHIE:  I  have  not  the  in- 
formation  necessary  to  enable  me  to  give 
a  statement  as  to  the  number  of  Sani- 
tary Authorities  that  have  provided 
allotment  grounds  under  the  Allotments 
Act,  1887,  and  the  total  acreage  of  such 
grounds.  If,  however,  it  be  the  object 
of  the  hon.  Member  to  ascertain  the 
effects  of  the  Act,  I  may  say  that  such  a 
T  2 
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statement  would  bo  entirely  misleading. 
The  object  of  the  Statute  was  to  provide 
a  means  for  securing  the  provision  of 
allotments  where  there  waa  a  failure  by- 
voluntary  agreement  to  obtain  such  pro- 
vision. Those  who  are  interested  in  this 
question  must  be  well  aware  that,  since 
the  passing  of  the  Act,  the  cases  where 
such  provision  has  been  made  voluntarily 
are  very  numerous. 

In  answer  to  a  further  question  by 
Mr.  Skale-Hayne, 

*Mr.  RITCHIE  said  :  It  is  hoped  that 
by  voluntary  arrangements  sufficient  pro- 
vision will  be  made  for  allotments  to 
render  it  unnecessary  to  apply  the  com- 
pulsory powers. 

AMERICAN  CATTLE. 

Mr.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Minister  for  Agriculture,  in 
view  of  the  scarcity  of  store  cattle  in 
this  country,  if  he  will  take  measures  to 
ascertain  authoritatively  whether  the 
cattle  in  the  Western  States  of  America 
are  free  from  contagious  disease  ;  and,  if 
so,  will  he  further  inquire  whether  such 
cattle  might  not  be  conveyed  to  this 
country  without  risk  of  coming  in  con- 
tact with  animals  in  the  Eastern  States 
among  which  disease  may  exist  ? 

♦The  president  of  the  BOARD  op 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin,  Lincoln, 
Sleaford)  :  It  would  not  be  practicable  for 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  to  institute  an 
inquiry  in  the  Western  States  of  America 
with  a  view  to  determine  whether  the 
cattle  of  that  extensive  territory  were 
free  from  infectious  disease.  It  is  well- 
known  that  about  two  years  ago  pleuro- 
pneumonia existed  to  an  alarming  extent 
in  Chicago  and  the  surrounding  districts, 
and  that  in  the  State  of  Illinois  alone 
1,425  cattle  were  found  affected,  quite 
irrespective  of  more  than  1,000  head  of 
cattle  found  diseased  in  the  distilleries  of 
Chicago.  In  view  of  these  facts,  it  would 
seem  hardly  probable  that  the  disease 
can  have  been  entirely  eradicated  from 
the  Western  States.  As  regards  the 
second  part  of  the  question,  it  would 
appear  to  be  very  undesirable  that  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  should  accept  the 
responsibility  of  suggesting  the  means 
by  which  healthy  cattle  nre  to  be  con- 
veyed through  infected  districts  abroad, 
in  order  that  they  may  be  exported  to 
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this  country,  more  espacially  as  the 
Government  intend  to  proceed  with 
legislation. 

.  POLLUTION  OP  LOCH  LONG  AND 
LOCH  GOIL. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
reference  to  the  oontemplatad  pro- 
ceedings as  to  the  pollution  of  Loch  Long 
and  Loch  Goil  whether  the  indemnity 
required  by  the  Board  of  Trade  from 
the  residents  complaining  is  unlimited  in 
amount,  and  whether  it  woujd  be  suffi- 
cient to  require  a  guarantee  for  costs- 
limited  in  amount  to,  say,  X250  ? 
♦The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.):  The  indemnity  in  this  case  must 
of  necessity  be  unlimited,  as  the  inten- 
tion is  to  protect  the  general  taxpayer 
and  to  prevent  the  expense  of  any  pro- 
ceedings that  may  be  taken  for  the 
benefit  of  private  individuals  being 
charged  to  public  funds.  The  sum 
named  is  not  likely  to  cover  costs  if  legal 
proceedings  are  commenced. 

THE  LENZIE  BOARD  SCHOOL. 
Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Rollox)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  school  fee» 
actually  collected  for  Lenzie  Board 
School  amounted  to  £930  in  1887-8, 
and  to  £900  in  1888-9,  whilst  there  was 
only  an  average  attendance,  during 
these  years,  of  200  children  ;  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  Return 
84,  from  which  it  appears  that  the 
average  attendance  for  the  four  weeks 
ended  21st  February  last  is  given  as 
151*6,  tliat  the  school  fees,  based  on 
such  average  attendance,  amount  to 
X6  13s.  weekly,  or  to  under  £350  per 
annum  of  52  weeks,  as  against  £900 
truly  received,  and  that  **the  school 
does  not  earn  grants  above  Standard  VI.,'' 
and  the  column  for  attendance  "over 
Standard  VI."  is  left  blank ;  whether  it 
is  allowable  to  exclude  subjects  taught 
over  Standard  VI.  and  specific  subjects, 
in  making  the  Retnrn  of  school  fees, 
required  from  School  Boards,  and  in 
calculating  the  9d.  per  week  limit ; 
whether  this  course  had  the  sanction  of 
the  Scotch  Education  Department ;  and 
whether  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General  was  informed  that  the  amounts 
I  were  made  up  on  that  principle.     The 
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hon.  Member  also  ask  3d  whether  it  is 
the  cas3,  as  stated  in  page  12  of  the  Six- 
teenth Annual  Report  by  the  Accountant 
for  Scotland  to  the  Scotch  Education 
Department,  for  year  ended  15th  May, 
1888,  that  the  school  fees  recaived  for 
Lenzie  Board  School  for  that  year 
amount  3d  to  £944  15s.;  whether  it  is 
the  cas3,  as  stated  in  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  in 
Scotland,  for  year  ended  30th  September, 
1888,  page  383,  that  the  average  attend- 
ance at  that  school  for  the  year  was  only 
176,  showing  an  income  of  £5  Ts.  4d.per 
annum  per  pnpil  in  average  attendance  ; 
and  if  he  will  explain  how,  in  such 
circumstances,  Lenzie  Board  School  is 
on  the  list  of  State-aided  schools  in 
receipt  of  Government  grant,  notwith- 
etanding  the  provisions  of  tho  Statute 
limiting  such  grant  to  schools  where  the 
school  fees  do  not  excied  9d.  per  pupil 
per  week? 

The  solicitor  GEN^ERAL  for 
SCOILAND  (Mr.  Moer  T.  Siormonth 
DARLiXG,Edinburgh  and  Aberdeen  CJniver- 
isities)  :  The  hon  Member  has  two  ques- 
tions on  the  Paper  relating  tj  Lenzie 
Academy,  which  he  will  perhaps  allow  me 
to  answer  jointly.  The  fees  collected  in 
that  school  amounted,  according  to  the 
Accountant's  Report,  to  £950  14s.  8d. 
in  1887,  and  to  X944  15s.  in  1888.  But 
this  does  not  agree  with  the  Return 
made  to  thrf  D apartment,  and  doubtless 
includes  the  fees  paid  in  the  Upper  De- 
partment of  the  School,  which  is  quite 
4separate,  and  for  which  no  grants  are 
claimed.  The  average  attendance,  ac- 
cording to  the  Returns  to  the  Depart- 
ment was  176  in  1888  and  201  in  1889. 
The  Department  had  some  doubt  as  to 
the  scale  of  fees  beiog  in  conformity 
with  the  Code,  and  thought  it  necessary 
to  inquire  carefully  into  the  matter. 
But  the  combination  Board  was  able  to 
fihow  that  the  average  fee  in  the  grant 
earning  Department,  calculated  on  the 
basis  laid  down  by  the  Pablic  Accounts 
Committee,  was  under  9d.  a  week.  The 
eligibility  of  the  school  for  annual 
grants  must  be  determined  upon  the 
Returns  for  the  school  year,  and  not  for 
the  four  weeks  included  in  the  Return 
(No.  84)  for  which  the  hon.  Member 
moved.  Bat  the  Board  has  been  warned 
that  the  conditions  as  to  fees  must  be 
43trictly  interpreted,  even  should  this 
in  vol  re    loss    of  grant   to    the    school. 


There  is  nothing  to  prevent  school 
managers  from  excluding  the  fees  paid 
over  the  Sixth  Standard  from  these 
Returns  to  the  Department  if  no  grant 
is  claimed  above  that  limit.  All  the 
data  upon  which  the  grant  was  calcu- 
lated and  paid,  and  the  correspondence 
connected  with  it,  have  been  submitted 
to  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General. 

SCHOOL  FEES. 

Mb.  CALDWELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether,  in  Return  84, 
the  "  scale  of  fees  per  week  "  are  per 
week  the  sjhool  is  op3n,  or  the  amount 
of  fee  per  annum  divided  by  52 ;  and 
whether  the  school  fees  are  payable 
weekly,  monthly,  or  quarterly  ? 

Mr.  M.  T.  S.  darling  :  In  ob- 
taining information  for  the  Return  from 
the  School  Boards  concerned,  the  Depart- 
ment asked  for  the  weekly  fees,  as  this 
seemed  to  be  what  was  desired  by  th^ 
hon.  Member,  and  the  fees  have  been 
entered  exactly  as  they  were  supplied 
to  the  Dapartment.  It  would,  however, 
appear  that  quarterly  faes  are  charged 
in  most  of  the  schools,  and  that,  in  order 
to  comply  with  the  request  for  weekly 
fees,  the  quarterly  fees  have  been 
divided  by  11  or  12.  But  I  cannot  say 
with  certaint^y  what  number  of  weeks 
each  Board  considers  the  quarterly  fee 
to  cover. 

SWAZILAND. 

Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camb^rwell,  Peck- 
ham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  can 
now  state  when  Sir  Francis  de  Winton's 
Report  on  Swaziland  will  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  ? 

Tub  UND  ER  secretary  of  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de  Worms, 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  still  in  communication 
with  the  High  Commissioner  for  South 
Africa  with  regard  to  certain  points 
raised  in  the  Report,  and  no  day  can  be 
named  for  presenting  it,  but  it  is  hoped 
that  it  will  be  possible  to  give  it  to 
Parliament  shortly. 

BALBUnmAN  HOSE. 

Mr.  peter  Mcdonald  (siigo,  n.) 

I  bog  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  following  article  in 
the  British  Trade  Journal,  namely  : — 


503 


The  Berlin 


{COMMONS} 


Conference, 


604 


"  A  French  firm  are  now  exporting  their 
own  manufactures  with  an  Irish  name.  Bal- 
briggan  underwear  and  hosiery  has  long 
poBsefsed  a  fame  unapproached  by  any  other 
description.  Its  success  has  led  French  houses 
to  maxe  full  lines  of  hosiery  in  all  grades  and 
qualities,  and  to  stamp  them  as  *  Balbriggan ; "' 

and  whether  the  manufacture  so  carried 
on  by  this  French  firm  is  in  contraven- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1887,  in  case  the  goods 
so  stamped  are  imported  into  this 
country  ? 

♦Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH  : 
This  is  a  subject  which  would.  I  appre- 
hend, be  governed  by  Section  18  of  the 
Merchandise  Marks  Act.  The  interpre- 
tation of  the  section  as  applied  to  any 
particular  case  is  a  matter  upon  which  I 
cannot  express  an  opinion,  and  must  rest 
with  the  Courts. 

THE  DIRECTOR  OP  CONTRACTS. 

Mr.  wood  all  (Hanley) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  for  War  whether  the 
Director  of  Contracts  had,  in  1886,  any 
responsibility  for  the  technical  details 
relating  to  proof  and  tests  for  steel  which 
were  included  in  the  contract  for  guns, 
beyond  seeing  that  they  exactly  corre- 
spond with  those  furnished  to  him  by 
the  technical  advisers  of  the  Depart- 
ment? 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  think  that  the 
statement  contained  in  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Member  correctly  defines  the 
responsibility  of  the  Director  of  Contracts 
in  1886. 

PARISH  VESTRIES. 
Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  what 
authority  the  ratepayers  of  a  vestry 
should  appeal,  in  a  case  of  dispute  with 
their  clerk,  as  at  Newington  ;  and  if  it 
is  legal  for  one  vestry  to  take  contracts 
from  another,  as  in  the  cas3  of  Newing- 
ton and  St.  George-the  Martyr,  South- 
wark? 

*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  In  the  case  of  the 
Parish  of  Newington  the  members  of 
the  vestry  are  electad  by  the  ratapayers. 
If  the  dispute  is  between  ratepayers  and 
the  clerk,  they  should  appeal  to  the 
vestry.  If  it  is  between  the  vestry  and 
the  clerk,  the  vestry  have  the  power  in 
their  own  hands,  as  the  vestry  clerk 
holds  office  at  their  pleasure.  As  regards 
Mr.  Peter  M'Doncdd 


the  power  of  vestries  to  make  contracts 
with  one  another.  Section  149  of  the 
Metropolis  Management  Act,  1855,  gives 
a  general  power  to  vestries  in  the 
Metropolis  -  of  entering  into  such  con- 
tracts as  they  may  think  necessary  for 
carrying  the  Act  into  execution.  The 
Local  Government  Board  have  no  juris- 
diction as  to  the  contracts  entered  into 
between  the  parishes  referred  to.  I  have 
no  information  with  respect  to  the  con- 
tracts, but  assuming  that  I  had,  I  could 
not  undertake  to  express  any  opinion  as 
to  their  legality. 

STRIKE     OP    RAILWAY     SERVANTS. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  it  is  the  case,  as  alleged,  that 
owing  to  the  strike  of  platelayers  on  the 
North  British  Railway,  the  travelling 
public  is  in  some  danger  on  that  line^ 
especially  near  the  Goatbridge  district  ; 
and  if  he  proposes  to  take  any  action  to- 
avoid  accidents  ? 

♦Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH  :  I 
have  no  information  on  this  matter,  The 
working  of  railways  is  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  companies,  and  the  Board 
of  Trade  have  no  power  of  interference. 

*Mr.  C.  graham  :  As  a  strike  is 
pending,  and  there  may  be  danger  to  the 
public,  owing  to  the  action  ^f  the  plate- 
layers, will  the  Government  interfere  on 
behalf  of  the  public  ? 

♦SfR  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  I  have  no 
authority  to  interfere,  and  if  I  did  so  I 
would  be  interfering  with  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Railway  Companies. 

THE  BUDGET. 
Mr.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.)  :  I  beg- 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
on  what  day  he  will  bring  in  the  Budget  % 
♦The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's,Hanover 
Square)  :  I  do  not  propose  to  make  the 
Budget  statement  before  Easter,  and  I 
shall  have  to  confer  with  my  hon.  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  as  to  the 
exact  date. 

THE  BERLIN  CONFERENCE. 
Mr.   CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury if  it  is  contemplated  to  send  to  the 
Berlin  Conference  a  representative  of  the 
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working  classes,  in  order  that  the  ex- 
pression of  opinion  from  this  country  be 
not  confined  exclnsively  to  officials  and 
statisticians  ? 

Mr.  W  .H.  smith  :  It  is  not  intended 
to  appoint  as  Her  Majesty's  representa- 
tives representatives  of  any  particular 
class,  but  to  select  persons  fully  qualified 
to  consider  the  important  questions  which 
will  b3  submitted  to  the  Conference. 

REVISION  OF  THE  STATUTES. 
Mr.  HOWEIJj  (Bethnal  Green,  N.B.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Tresr 
sury  when  the  Committee  will  be 
nominated  on  the  Revision  and  Consolida- 
tion of  the  Statute  Law  ;  whether  he  can 
state  to  the  House  the  names  of  the 
members  of  such  Committee  :  and, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Bills  will  be 
immediately  before  this  Housa  from 
another  place  which  it  is  desirable  should 
be  considered  by  such  Committee  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  My  Colleagues 
who  are  charged  with  the  duty  of  select- 
ing Committees  will  at  ones  put  them- 
selves in  communication  with  hon. 
Members  opposite,  in  order  that  no  time 
may  be  lost  in  the  nomination  of  a  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Will  the  Govern 
ment  suspand  the  sale  of  the  existing 
7s.  6d.  volumes  of  the  Statutes,  seeing 
that  a  large  number  of  them  are  proposed 
to  be  rep:;aled  this  Session  ? 

*Mr.  HOWELL  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
two  large  volumes  (Vols.  IV.  and  V.) 
are  awaiting  the  passing  of  a  Bill  before 
they  can  be  issued  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  able  to 
answer  that  question.  As  to  suspending 
the  sale  of  the  Statutes  in  force,  I  appre- 
hend that  it  would  be  improper  to  refuse 
to  supply  the  public  with  them. 

TURKISH  AND  EGYPTIAN  LOANS. 
Mr.  MONTAGU :  I  bag  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether, 
in  cas3  of  the  Conversion  of  Turkish  or 
Egyptian  Loans,  he  will  take  steps  to 
convert  or  pay  off  the  Turkish  four 
per  cent,  loan,  guaranteed  jointly  by 
England  and  France,  of  which  bonds  to 
the  extent  of  nearly  two  millions  sterling 
have  been  drawn  for  repayment,  but  on 
which  this  country  and  France  still  piy 
this  high  rate  of  interest  ? 


*Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Any  announcement 
made  with  regard  to  a  proposed  opera- 
tion in  connection  with  conversion,  if 
made  before  the  time  is  ripe  for  an 
actual  decision,  ssems  to  me  to  be  better 
avoided  in  view  of  the  speculation  which 
is  likely  to  take  place  according  to  the 
terms  of  that  statement.  I  will  only 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  such 
an  operation  can  only  be  carried  out 
jointly  with  France.  The  consent  of 
France  to  any  scheme  of  conversion 
would  be  indispensable. 

TIME  FUSES. 
Mr.  CUNINGHAMB  GRAHAM : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  any  person  received  a  reward  for 
the  invention  of  time  fuzes  from  Govern- 
ment, and  has  Lord  Armstrong  received 
anything  for  these  fuzes  from  Govern- 
ment ] 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  There  were 
extensive  financial  transactions  with  the 
Els  wick  Company  in  regard  to  the  intro- 
duction, 30  years  ago,  of  the  Armstrong 
system  generally,  of  which  time  fuzes 
formed  a  part ;  but  since  the  introduction 
of  that  system  no  reward  has  been  paid 
to  any  person  for  time  fuzes. 

Mr.  C.  GRAHAM:  Was  not  the 
person  who  received  the  reward  ten 
years  ago  either  Lord  Armstrong  or  a 
representative  of  that  firm  ? 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Yes,  I  suppose 
that  was  so. 

KELIGIOUS  DISABILITIES  BILL. 
Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs)  :  May  I  ask  whether  an 
opportunity  can  be  given  for  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Religious  Disabilities  Bill, 
which  stood  first  on  the  Paper  on  Wed- 
nesday last,  but  could  not  be  taken 
owing  to  the  action  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  debate  on  the  Report 
of  the  Special  Commission  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  cannot  under- 
take to  offer  an  opportunity  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  a  Bill  which  is  not  a  Govern- 
ment measure.  I  may  repeat  that  the  Ses- 
sion is  still  young,  and  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  may  have  another 
opportunity  in  the  course  of  the  Session 
of  taking  the  opinion  of  the  House  on 
the  Bill  in  question. 
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much  to  say  that  over  100  men  are  in 
the  mine,  and  the  number  of  deaths  is 
still  uncertain. 


THE  MORFA  COLLIERY  ACCIDENT. 

Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS  (Glamorgan,  Mid.): 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  whether 
he  can  state  the  number  of  lives  lost  in 
the  Morfa  Colliery  disaster ;  how  many 
bodies  have  been  recovered  ;  and  whether 
he  has  any  information  as  to  tbe  cause 
of  the  explosion? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Maithews, 
Birmingham,  E.) :  I  regret  to  say  that 
when  I  left  my  Office  1  had  not  received 
the  telegrams  I  asked  for  this  morning, 
which  would  give  the  hon.  Member  the 
information   he   seeks.      I   regret  very 


Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  one  of  the  ex- 
plorers, in  his  efforts  to  save  his  comrades, 
has  lost  his  life  ;  and  can  he  do  anything 
to  obtain  pecuniary  assistance  for  the 
relatives  of  the  deceased  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  the  question. 

Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS  :  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  will  allow  me  to  re- 
peat my  Question  as  to  the  facts  to- 
morrow. 


METROPOLITAN  VESTRIES,  &c.  (EMOLUMENTS  OF  OFFICERS). 
Return  ordered — 

"  Of  Salaries,  Fees,  or  other  Emolaments  received  by  the  Officers  and  their  Assistants  in  the 
employment  of  the  various  Metropolitan  Vestries  and  District  Boards  and  the  Woolwich  Local 
Board  of  Health,  during  the  year  ended  on  the  25th  day  of  March,  1889,  in  the  discharge  of 
their  official  duties  under  the  Metropolis  Management  Acts,  or  of  any  duty  imposed  on  them  by 
any  other  Public  or  Local  Act,  in  the  following  form  ;— 


Name  of 

Officer  or 

Assistant. 

1. 


Office  held! 

by  the 

Officer  or 

Assistant. 

2. 


Nature 
of  Duties. 


Acts  under 

which 

remuneration 

was  paid, 

4. 


Amount 
of  Salary. 

5. 


'(Mr.  Webster,) 


£    s.     d. 


Amount 
of  Fees. 


£    s.    d. 


Amount  of 

other 

Emoluments. 

7. 


£    s.    d. 


Total. 

8. 

£     s.     d. 


INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  LICENCES    I 
(IRELAND).  [ 

Returns  ordered —  | 

♦*  Of  the  number  of  Licences  for  the  Sale  of  , 
Intoxicating    Liquors    issued     in   each    City, 
Municipal  Borough,  and  Petty  Sessional  Divi-  I 
sion,   respectively,   in    Ireland,   in    the    year  i 
ending  Slst  day  of  December,  18S9  . —  I 

(1.)  Persons  licensed  for  sale  of  beer,  spirits,  i 
&c.,    for  consumption    on     or     off     the  ' 
premises ; 
(2).  Persons  licensed  for  the  sales  of  wine 
for  consumption  on  the  premises,  but  not 
beer  or  spirits;  I 


(3.)  Persons  licensed  as  spirit  grocers  having 
the  spirit  Licence,  and  also  the  beer  retail 
Licence  for  consumption  on  the  premises ; 

(4.)  Persons  licensed  as  spirit  grocers  having 
the  spirit  Licence  for  consumption  off  the 
premises  only ; 

(o.)  Persons  having  the  beer  retail  Licence 
for  consumption  off  the  premises  only ; 

(0.)  Persons  licensed  as  wholesale  beer 
dealers  only ; 

(7.)  Persons  licensed  as  spirit  dealers  (whole- 
sale) only ; 

(8.)  Persons  holding  any  other  description  of 
Licences  for  the  sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors,  and  not  included  in  the  fore- 
going.** 
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'  And,  of  the  number  of  Licences  iBsued  for 
every  thousand  of  the  population  and  in  each  MO  T  I  0  N  S. 

City,  Municipal  Borough,  and  Petty  Sessional 

Division,  respectively—  PLACES  OF  WORSHIP  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  ]Mr.  Evans,  Bill  for  the 
.Enfranchisement  of  Places  of  Worship, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Air.  Evans,  Mr. 
Lawson.  Mr.  Abraham,  Mr.  Handell,  Mr. 
Alfred  Thomas,  and  Mr.  Halley  Stewart. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  lime.  [Bill  ISO.] 


Namn  of  City,  Municipal  Borough, 
or  Petty  Ses^iooal  Division. 


Population,  Census  1881. 


I 


Persons  licensed  for  the  rale  of 
beer,  spirits,  &c.,  for  consumption 
on  or  off  the  premises. 


Persons  licensed  for  the  sale  of  wine 
tor  coo  sumption  on  the  premises, 
but  not  beer  or  spirits. 


Persons  licenced  hr  ppirit  grocers 
h  iving  the  spiiio  Liuunce,  and 
also  the  beer  retail  liicence  for 
consumption  off  the  premises. 


Persons  licensed  as  spirit  grocers 
having  the  spirit  Licence  for 
consumption  off  the  premises 
only. 


Persons  having  the  beer  retail 
Licence  for  consumption  off  the 
premises  only. 


Persons  licf»nsed  as  wholesale  beer 
dealers  only. 


Persons  licensed  as  spirit  dealers 
(wholesalo)  only. 


Persons  holding  any  other 
description  of  Licence  for  the 
Sile  of  Intoxicating  Liquor<i, 


Total  number  of  Licences  issued. 


Number  for  each  thousand  of  the 
population. 


— (Mr.  Johnston.) 

STATUT>J    LAW  REVISION    BILL 
[LORDS]. 

Bill  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  179.] 


GENERAL   POLICE     AND    IMPROVEMENT    (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT  (1862)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  General  Police  and  Improvement 
(Scotland)  Act,  1&62,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour,  Mr.  Hosier,  Mr. 
Caldwell,  and  Mr.  James  Smith. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  181.] 

HOP  INDUSTRY  COMMIITEE. 

Ordered,  That  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  be  dis- 
charged  from  the  Select  Committee  on  Hop 
Industry. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Thomas  Henry  Bolton 
be  added  to  the  Committee. — {Mr,  Arnold 
Morlty.) 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  ACT,  1887. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1887,  do  consist  of 
Seventeen  Members. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated 
of, — Baron  Henry  de  Worms,  Colonel  Hill, 
Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  Hozier,  Colonel  Makins,  Mr. 
Giles,  Mr.  Frank  Hardcastle,  Mr.  Mundella, 
Mr.  Colman,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Hoyle,  Mr. 
M*Ewan,  Mr.  Richard  Chamberlain.  Mr. 
Jasper  More,  Mr.  Blane,  Mr.  0*Keeffe,  and  Mr. 
Howard  Vincent. 

Ordered.  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  pnpers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  bo  the  quorum. — {Mr, 
Howard  Vincent.) 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


SPECIAL  COMMISSION  (1888)  REPORT. 
[adjourned   DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [3rd  March], 

**That.  Parliament  having  constituted  a 
Special  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  charges 
and  allegations  made  against  certain  Members 
of  Parliament  and  other  persons,  and  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  having  been 
presented  to  Parliament,  this  House  adopts  the 
Report,  and  thanks  the  Commissioners  for  their 
just  and  impartial  conduct  in  the  matters 
referred  to  them  ;  and  orders  that  the  said 
Report  be  entered  on  the  Journals  of  this 
House."— (J/r.  fnUiatn  Hthry  Smith.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 
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(4.5.)  LoBD  R.  CHURCHILL  (Pad- 
dington,  S.)  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
continuiDg  the  debate. 

♦Mr.  DE  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
I  want  to  ask  yon,  Sir,  whether,  a  Divi- 
sion having  taken  place  last  night,  and 
my  name  being  first  on  the  Paper,  it  is 
not  now  my  privilege  to  address  this 
House  ? 

*Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  and  I  understand  the  noble  Lord 
wishes  to  speak  ou  the  Main  Question. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  I  was  going 
to  say  1  was  very  desirous  to  make  some 
remarks  to  the  Housa  on  the  Main  Ques- 
tion bafore  it  was  complicated  by  the 
additions,  one  of  which  seems  to  be  very 
wise  and  another  seems  t')  be  very  much 
the  reverse.  The  House  may  not  be 
aware  that  I  have  watched  these  pro- 
ceedings, which  we  are  now  asked  to 
sanction  by  a  final  vote  to-night,  with 
sorrow  and  apprehension  from  their 
inception  in  1888  down  to  the  present 
day  ;  and.  Sir,  that  sorrow  and  that 
apprehension  have  grown  deeper  and 
stronger  as  the  proceedings  have  been 
themselves  developed.  We  are  asked  by 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  give  a 
final  sanction  to  the  proceedings  which 
commenced  by  the  passing  of  the  Special 
Commission  Act  by  adopting  tiie  Resolu- 
tion which  the  riirht  hon.  Gentleman 
has  submitted  to  the  Hous?.  But,  Sir, 
before  1  can  give  such  a  sanction,  I  feel 
bound  to  consider,  and  to  ask  the  House 
to  consider,  what  was  the  nature  of 
those  proceedings  we  are  called  upon  to 
approve.  Sir,  I  find,  to  begin  with,  a 
general  assertion,  that  these  proceedings 
from  beginning  to  end  are  tainted  and 
vitiated,  thoroughly  and  hopelessly 
tainted  and  vitiated,  by  their  utterly  un- 
constitutional character.  If  that  asser- 
tion is  true — and  I  trust  to  adduce  certain 
arguments  which  I  think  it  will  be 
cUflBcult  to  reply  to — I  think  it  is  an  asser- 
tion which  ought  to  commend  itself 
especially  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House  who  have  arrogated  to 
themselves  of  recent  years,  and  I  am 
prepared  to  assert  with  much  justice, 
the  title  of  the  Constitutional  Party. 
May  I  be  allowed  to  give  a  brief 
re-capitulation  of  the  nature  of  the 
proceedings  we  are  asked  to  sanction? 


In  1888  Her  Majesty's  Government 
came  to  the  'conclusion,  and  finally 
decided,  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  ascertain  the  truth  of  certain  charges 
and  allegations  which  had  been  made 
against  certain  Members  of  this  House, 
and  for  this  purpose  Her  Majesty's 
Government  decided  that  they  would 
discard  and  set  aside  the  ordinary 
tribunals  of  the  land.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  must  have  held  that  in 
these  charges  and  allegations,  and  in  the 
manner  in  which  they  were  put  forward, 
there  was  a  primd  facie  case  against  the 
parties  incriminated.  I  lay  down  the 
thesis  that  where  a  Government  holds 
that  there  is  a  priind  facie  case  against 
parties  incriminated  on  criminal  charges 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Executive  Gk)vem- 
ment  to  proceed  by  a  criminal  prosecution 
in  the  ordinary  manner.  But  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  was,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Government,  a  primd  facie  case  to 
justify  proceedings  against  the  parties, 
I  say  a  fortiori  there  must  have  been  a 
primd  facie  case  to  justify  the  Govern- 
ment in  asking  the  House  to  cont^titute 
an  extraordinary  tribunal.  If  there  was 
no  primd  facie  case  for  a  prosecution 
there  could  not  be  a  primd  facie  case  to 
justify  Parliament  in  the  creation  of  an 
extraordinary  tribunal.  Therefore,  what 
does  it  come  to  ?  It  comes  to  this,  that 
the  first  stop  of  a  British  Gt>vemment,  a 
Government  proud  of  being  a  Constitu- 
tional Government,  the  first  step  which 
they  take  in  order  to  ascertain  the  truth 
of  criminal  charges  against  individuals, 
ay,  and  not  only  against  individuals — 
and  this  will  be  to  a  great  extent  the 
burden  of  my  remarks — but  against 
political  opponents,  is  to  discard  and  set 
aside  the  ordinary  Law  Courts  of  the 
land.  What  was  the  second  step  ?  The 
second  step  was  that  the  Government 
decided  to  constitute  by  means  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament  a  Special  Commission, 
consisting  of  three  Judges  of  the  land, 
and  these  Judges  were  to  accumu- 
late the  functions  of  Judge  and  jury 
for  the  purpose  of  trying  individuals 
on  a  criminal  charge.  There,  again, 
what  does  that  mean  ?  It  means 
this  —  that  they  decided  to  place  political 
opponents  on  their  trial  on  a  criminal 
charge  without  giving  to  those  political 
opponents  the  protection  which  a  jury  is 
supposed  to  give.  I  attach  enormous 
importance,  and  I  cannot  help  attaching 
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enormous    importance,    to    this  matter, 
that  in  all  these  concerns  a  British  Go- 
vernment    is     dealing     with     political 
opponents  ;  because  the  House  will  see, 
both  sides  must  see,  that  what  one  Go- 
vernment  may  lawfully   do  in  dealing 
with  political  opponents,  another  Govern- 
ment may  do  with  equal  legality.     What 
was  the  third  step  in  these  proceedings  ? 
The  third  step  was,  having  compelled  these 
individuals,  these  political  opponents,  to 
stand  their  trial  on  a  criminal  charge, 
the   Executive    of    the    day    proceeded 
themselves  to  nominate  the  members  of 
that  tribunal.     Sir,  the  meanest  criminal 
in  the  land,  when  placed  upon  his  trial 
on  a  criminal  charge,  has  a  voice,  and  a 
large  voice,  in  the  selection  of  the  jury. 
He  has  a  considerable  right  of  challenge ; 
but  in  these  proceedings  a  British  Go- 
vernment allowed  the  individuals  placed 
on   their    trial,    individuals    who    were 
political  opponents,  no  voice  in  the  selec- 
tion of  the  jury,  and  no  right  of  challenge. 
But  perhaps  it  may  be  urged,  I  think  most 
f  utilely  urged,  that  this  was  not  placing 
individuals   on   their  trial  on  a  criminal 
charge ;  suppose  you  tell  me  it  was  in  the 
nature  of  an  arbitration,  then  1  ask,  in 
the  whole  history  of  arbitrations  did  you 
ever  hear  of  ah  arbitration  where  one  of 
the  parties  had  no  voice  whatever  in  the 
selection  of  the   arbitrators  ?     No,  Sir ; 
the  third  step  was  this — that  the  Execu- 
tive   Government   of   the   day,  by    the 
weight   of  a  Party  majority,  established 
on   a  tribunal  to  try  criminal  charges 
their      own      nominees.       There      was 
a    fourth     step.      It     was,     indeed,     a 
natural     consequence      of     the      three 
former     steps.       The    Government,    by 
forcing  these   proceedings   through   the 
House,  inflicted,  in  anticipation  of  the 
finding,    a     heavy   penalty    upon    their 
political   opponents   in  the  shape   of    a 
heavy  pecuniary  fine*     The  House  will 
realise   that  much    injustice,   gross   in- 
justice, was  the  consequence  of  such  an 
Act;   because    by   the   offer   which  the 
Gt)vernment  had  made  to  the  Irish  Party 
in  1887  to  institute  a  criminal  prosecu- 
tion against  the  newspaper  which   had 
made  the  charges  in  the  name  of  their 
own  officers  and  at  the  public  expense — 
that  was   a  perfectly  fair  offer,  and   I 
greatly  regret  it  was  not  accepted  by  the 
Irish  Party — by  making  that  offer  the 
Government  indicated    clearly  that  in 
their  view  at  that  time  it  was  not  fair  or 
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right  that  in  order  to  ascertain  the  truth 
of  these  matters  the  Irish  Party  should 
be  put  to  considerable  and  heavy  cost ;. 
but  by  the  procedure  under  your  Special 
Commission    Act    you  have   practically 
levied  upon  your  political  opponents   a. 
large  pecuniary  fine,  which  amounts,  I 
am  informed,  to  something  like  £40,00(X. 
Now,  1  am  arguing  this  matter  on  Con- 
stitutional   grounds    alone.     Your    first 
step  was  to  discard  the  tribunals  of  the 
land  appointed  to  find  out  the  truth  of 
criminal  charges ;  the  second  step  was. 
to  institute  a  special  tribunal,  in  which 
you  cumulated  on  three  individuals  the 
functions  of  both  Judge  and  jury ;  the 
third  step  was  to  allow  the  persons  im- 
plicated no  voice  in  the  constitution  of 
that  tribunal ;  and  the  fourth  step  was 
to  levy  upon  them  a  very  heavy  pecuniary 
fine.     I  fearlessly  assert,  and  1  defy  any 
lawyer  in  the  House  to  contradict  me,, 
that  for  not  one  of  those  steps  can  you 
find  a>ny  precedent  or  parallel  in  English 
history,  or  anything  even  approximating 
to  a  precedent.     We  are  therefore  asked 
to   give    a    final   sanction   to-night,   by 
agreeing     to      the       Motion      of      the 
First      Lord      of      the      Treasury,      to 
a    proceeding    unique,    unprecedented, 
and      utterly     un-Constitutional.      But 
that   is    not   all;    I   wish    it  were.     I 
have  sketched   the    nature  of  the  pro- 
cedure  which  we    are    called   upon   to 
approve  ;  I  must  also  refer,  on  the  same 
Constitutional  grounds,  to  the  methods 
by  which  this  procedure  gained  the  sanc- 
tion  of   the   Legislature.      At   first  the 
Gk)vernment    offered   the   Special   Com- 
mission as  a  free  gift  to  their  opponents, 
to  be  taken  or  to  be  rejected  according  to 
their  will.      Now,   this   did   not    for   a. 
moment   destroy   the    un-Constitutional 
character  of  the  proceeding ;  but  it  un- 
doubtedly imparted  a  gloss  of  fairness  to 
an  unprecedented  proposal.     But  when 
those  who   were  behind  Her  Majesty's. 
Government,  when  their  organs  in  the 
Press  perceived,  or  thought  that  they 
perceived,  that  the   Irish  Party  quailed 
before  the  investigation  which  was  pro- 
posed— and  if  they  had  quailed  I  should 
not    have    been     surprised,    because    I 
declare  that  in  the  last  century  or  cen- 
tury and  a  half  no  public  men  have  been 
exposed  to  such  a  trial  and  test  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  his  Colleagues 
have    been    exposed    to  —  when    those 
behind  the  Government  imagined  that 
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the  Irisli  Party  quailed  before  the  pro- 
posed proceeding  they  put  such  pressure 
upon  the  Government  that  the  free  gift 
character  of  the  proposal  utterly  dis- 
Appaared,  and  it  then  became  a  measure 
which  was  to  be  forced  upon  the  House 
of  Commons,  no  matter  at  what  cost. 
Every  single  clause  in  this  Bill,  except 
the  first,  was  forced  through  Committee 
without  discussion  by  a  n.ost  ruthless 
misuse  of  the  Closure — a  ase  of  the 
Closure  so  ruthless  that  nothing  but  the 
zuoso  urgent  considerations  of  public 
safety  could  possibly  justify  it.  When 
I  ratiect  upon  that  use  of  the  Closure, 
and  racall  the  opinions  held  by  the 
Constitutional  Party  in  1882 — when 
I  recall  the  able,  the  forcible, 
the  eloquent  speeches  which  were 
then  made  by  the  Members  of  the  Tory 
Party,  by  its  rank  and  file,  and  by  its 
leaders,  against  the  dangers  which  must 
inevitably  accrue  in  the  direction  of 
Parliamentary  tyranny  and  oppression  in 
consequence  of  what  was  then  an  inno- 
vation, I  cannot  understand  that  a  Party 
that  made  thoss  declarations  in  1882 
should  sanction  this  misuse  of  the 
Closure  in  1888.  Who  would  have  sup- 
posed that  a  short  period  of  seven  years 
would  work  such  a  change  in  the  feelings 
of  the  Constitutional  Party  with  respect 
to  the  Closure.  I  have  often  been  re- 
proached for  inconsistancy ;  but  now  it  is 
no  longer  open  to  any  Member  of  the 
Front  Bench,  unless  it  be  to  the  Chan- 
callor  of  tha  Exchequer — [laughter  from 
the  Home  Rule  Members] — I  do  not  make 
that  exception  in  any  jocular  way ;  I 
except  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  because 
he  was  not  a  Member  of  the  Tt>ry  Party 
fit  the  time  to  which  I  am  referring — it 
is  no  longer  op3n  to  any  Member  of  the 
Front  Bench  to  reproach  me  with  incon- 
sistency in  public  matters  after  the 
enormous  inconsistency  of  which  they 
have  been  guilty,  in  declaring  in  1882 
that  the  Closura  was  the  most  un-Con- 
fititutional  and  dangerous  innovation  that 
could  be  imagined,  and  in  using  in  1888 
that  most  un-Constitutional  and  dan- 
gerous innovation  in  a  most  un-Constitu- 
tional and  dangerous  manner.  I  say 
that  this  Closure  was  used  in  a  unique 
and  extraordinary  manner  for  the  purpose 
of  forcing  down  the  throats  of  the 
minority,  the  political  opponents  of  the 
Government  of  the  day,  an  unprece- 
dented and  unparalleled,  and,  I  think. 
Lord  E.  Churchill 


tremendous  instrument  of  oppression, 
namely,  the  procedure  which  we  are 
called  upon  to  stamp  with  our  approval 
to-night.  It  is  a  procedure  such  as  would 
undoubtedly  have  been  gladly  resorted 
to  by  the  Tudors  and  their  Judges.  It  is,  I 
think,  in  every  sanso  of  the  word  an 
Elizabethan  procedure.  It  is  procedure  of 
an  arbitrary  and  tyrannical  character, 
used  against  individuals  who  are  the 
political  opponents  of  the  Government  of 
the  day,  procedure  such  as  Parliament 
has  for  generations  and  centuries  struggled 
against  and  resisted,  procedure  such  as 
we  had  hoped  in  these  happy  days 
Parliament  had  triumphantly  overcome. 
It  is  procedure  such  as  would  have 
startled  and  alarmed  even  Lord  Eldon  ; 
it  is  procedure  snch  as  Lords  Lyndhurst 
and  Brougham  would  have  protested 
against;  it  is  procedure  which,  if  that 
great  lawyer.  Earl  Cairns,  had  been  alive, 
the  Tory  Party  would  never  have  carried. 
But  a  Nemesis  awaits  a  Government 
that  adopts  un-Constitutional  methods. 
What  has  been  the  result  of  this  up- 
rootal  of  Constitutional  practices  ?  What 
has  been  the  one  result  ?  Pigott !  What 
has  been  the  result  of  this  mountainous 
parturition  ?  A  thing,  a  reptile,  a  mon- 
ster— Pigott!  What,  with  all  your 
skill,  with  all  your  cleverness,  has  been 
the  result?  A  ghastly,  bloody,  rotten 
foetus— Pigott!  Pigottl!  Pigott!!!  Thisis 
your  Nemesis,  and  I  hope  a  similar 
Nemesis  will  always  inevitably  await 
the  British  Government  when  they  de- 
part flagrantly  from  Constitutional 
courses.  To  sum  up  the  whole  of  this 
matter — Why  do  I  bring  these  things 
before  the  House  of  Commons?  [An 
hon.  MEMiiER  on  the  Ministerial  Benches 
laughed  derisively.']  Yes  ;  I  know  there 
are  lots  of  high-minded  and  generous 
Members,  who  not  long  ago  were  my 
friends,  who  are  ready  to  impute — much 
more  likely  to  impute  than  openly  to 
assert — that  I  am  animated  by  every 
evil  motive.  I  bring  thess  matters 
before  the  House  of  Commons  because  I 
look  forward  to  times  and  apprehend  the 
times,  which  I  trust  may  be  remote,  but 
which  I  sometimes  fear  may  be  nigh, 
when  the  Party  which  vaunts  itself  as 
the  Constitutional  Party  may  possibly, 
by  the  vicissitudes  of  fortune,  find  itself 
in  a  position  of  political  inferiority  simi- 
lar to  that  which  it  occupied  in  1832 — 
I  look  forward  to  times  when  the  rights 
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of  the  minority  may  be  trampled  upon 
and  overridden,  when  the  views  of  the 
minority  may  be  stifled,  when  individual 
political  opponents  may  be  proceedsd 
against  as  you  have  proceeded  against 
your  political  opponent.  I  can  conceive 
of  no  tyrannical  interference  with  free- 
dom of  political  speech  and  freedom 
of  political  action ;  I  can  imagine  no 
excess  of  Parliamentary  oppression 
by  a  majority  of  a  minority,,  which 
could  not  be  palliated  and  covered, 
ay,  and  justified,  by  this  precedent 
which  you  have  yourselves  created. 
I  have  no  doubt  many  hon.  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House  are  ready  to  form 
a  most  unfavourable  opinion  of  what  I 
am  saying.  These  views  of  mine  have 
not  been  formed  as  a  consequence  of  what 
has  been  going  on.  They  were  formed 
the  moment  this  Commission  was  pro- 
posed. And  what  course  did  I  take  ? 
1  might  have  opposed  the  Government. 
I  believe  I  ought  to  have  done  so.  But 
I  knew  the  storm  of  calumny  and  impu- 
tation which  would  break  out  from  gen- 
tlemen of  passionate  and  unreflecting 
minds  if  I  did  so.  I  thei*efore  took  a 
different  coursa,  and  I  embodied  these 
views  which  I  have  laid  before  the  House 
in  a  written  document,  which  I  respect- 
fully submitted  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  be  laid  before  the  Govern- 
ment. Therefore,  they  are  not  the  views 
formed  according  to  the  way  things  have 
gone.  They  are  the  views  which  I 
exprassed  privately,  but  as  strongly  as  I 
could,  to  the  Government  when  the  Bill 
was  in  contemplation,  and  which  I  feel 
I  must  express  publicly  in  the  Hou83  of 
Commons  before  these  things  are  finally 
sanctioned  by  Parliament.  May  I  ex- 
amine the  Motion  itsalf  also  from  a  Con- 
stitutional point  of  view  ?  I  think  I 
have  a  fatal  objection  to  adduce  to  the 
Motion.  The  Government,  in  my  opinion, 
strayed  most  woefully  and  most  diref ully 
from  what  I  will  not  call  the  path  of  the 
Constitution,  but  from  the  broad  high- 
road of  the  Constitution  when  they  con- 
stituted by  Act  of  Parliament  the  Special 
Commission.  By  that  Act  of  Parliament 
they  violated  the  Constitution  ;  but  by 
this  Motion  I  hold  they  are  violating  their 
own  law.  The  Special  Commissioni  Act 
procseded  on  the  supposition  that  Par- 
liament was  incompetent  to  ascertain 
the  truth  of  these  charges.  Parlia- 
ment, by  tliat  Act,  delegated  the  duty 


to  a  Special  Commission  of  three  Judges, 
whose  judgment  was  to  be  undoubtedly 
a  final  judgment  so  far  as  the  House  of 
Commons  was  concerned.  Why  do  I  say 
that  ?  Because  if  hon.  Members  will  look 
at  the  Act  they  will  find  that  Parliar- 
ment,  acting  under  the  guidance  of  the 
Government,  deliberately  constituted  a 
tribunal  for  the  purpose  in  view,  which 
was  to  be,  for  that  purpose,  a  branch  of 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature.  They 
conferred  upon  that  tribunal  by  their 
Act  of  Parliament  all  the  powers,  rights, 
and  privileges  such  as  are  vested  in  Her 
Majesty^s  High  Court  of  Justice  or  in  any 
Judge  thereof.  They  had  a  precedent 
before  them  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  Sheffield 
outrages.  They  set  aside  that  precedent ; 
they  deliberately  gave  to  this  Court  all 
the  privileges  and  powers  of  the  High 
Court,  such  as  had  never  before  been 
conferred  npon  a  Special  Commission. 
What  is  the  privilege  of  the  High  Court, 
without  the  strict  observance  of  which 
its  life  and  vigour  must  fail  and  perish  ? 
1  hold  that  the  first  and  most  essential 
privilege  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  is 
that  its  proceedings  in  the  administration 
of  the  law  shall  not  be  interfered  with  by 
Parliament — shall  not  be  brought  under 
review  by  Parliament,  either  for  the 
purpose  of  blame  or  praise  ;  and  that  its 
findings  and  judgments  cannot  under 
any  consideration  whatever  be  questioned 
in  Parliament.  Parliament  can  make  a 
law.  Parliament  can  alter  a  law.  But 
in  the  administration  of  the  law  the  High 
Court  of  Justice,  or  any  of  its  branches, 
is  co-equal  with  Parliament,  and  in  some 
sense  superior.  But  what  does  the 
Government  do  by  this  Motion,  asking  the 
House  to  adopt  the  judgment  of  a  branch 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  ?  They  set 
up,  not  Parliament,  but  a  branch  of 
Parliament— the  House  of  Commons — 
as  a  Court  of  review  and  of  appeal  from 
the  findings  of  a  tribunal  with  equal 
rights  and  privileges  with  the  other  tri- 
bunals of  the  High  Court  of  Justice. 
Now,  who  does  this  ;  who  sets  up  the 
House  of  Commons  as  a  Court  of  review 
from  the  findings  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  ?  Not  a  private  Member  ;  not  an 
Irish  Member.  Often  have  I  heard  Irish 
Members  attempt  to  bring  under  the 
review  of  this  House  the  proceedings  of 
the  High  Court  of  Justice,  but,  na 
matter   whether    the    Government  has 
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been  ConBervative  or  Liberal,  tliey 
have  been  sternly  rejectetl  and  Par- 
liamentarj  sanction  has  been  refused, 
Bnt  now  we  have  a  British  Government 
inviting  the  House  of  Commons  to  affirm 
a  judgment  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice, 
nud  naturalJy,  bj  that  Motion,  inviting 
and  challenging  their opponej its  to  reject 
the  judgment  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice.  After  this  precedent — and  I 
-submit  this  impt>rtant  jjoint  to  the  Legal 
Advisers  of  the  Government-  I  dmibt 
whether  it  is  an  exaggeration  to  state  - 
indeed,  I  state  it  on  a  high  legal  authority 
— that  ther^  is  hardly  any  judgment  or 
finding  of  any  Judge  or  jury  atlmin- 
istering  the  law  under  the  High  Court 
of  Justice  which  might  not  be  brought 
under  the  notice  of  Parliament^  either 
to  be  questioned,  or  adopted,  or  con- 
demned. What  I  want  to  know  is  thij^ 
—what  is  to  become  of  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  in  this  country  ?  How 
are  you  to  hxik  for  an  independent 
judiciary  if  the  findings  and  judgments 
of  Judges,  no  matter  whether  they  are 
permanent  or  temporary  and  created  for 
a  special  purpose,  are  to  be  subjected 
to  Parliamentary  debate,  censure,  or 
approval?  What  is  to  become  of  the 
iidministration  of  justice  if  the  juilgments 
of  the  High  Court  are  to  be  adopt^ed  by 
Xk  Party  or  majority  when  they  huppen 
to  ba  convenient,  and  to  be  rejected  by  a 
Party  or  by  a  majority  when  they  happ^jn 
to  be  inconvenient  and  troublesome  ? 
Why  is  the  House  of  Commons  to 
acquire  and  possess  these  sfiecial  prer*> 
^tives  which  Government  by  their 
Motion  have  given  to  it  ?  I  Avant  to 
know  this.  Has  the  Sovereign  adopted 
the  Report  I  The  Sovereign  is  a  branch 
of  Parliament,  and  a  vor^'  impKijrtivnt 
branch.  Has  the  House  of  Lords 
adopted  the  Hepirt?  The  House  of 
Lords,  we  understand,  or  some  of  its 
headers,  ara  waiting  to  see  what  the 
House  of  Commons  is  going  to  do.  But 
there  are  undoubtedly  great  lawyers 
fitill  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  I  shall 
be  surprised  if  some  of  these  great 
lawyers,  and  probably  nearly  all  these 
•great  lawyers,  do  not  warn  their  Lord- 
ships against  emb irking  on  the  un-Con- 
stitutional  course  to  which  this  Motion 
invites  us.  The  Judges  under  the 
Special  Commission  Act  were  directed 
to  inquire  into  the  truth  of  certain 
icharges  and  allegations.  The  direction 
Lo7'd  R,  CImr chili 


!,  was  similar  to  the  direction  of  a   juryl 
They  were  "  well  and  truly  to  try  and  maki 
true  deliverance.'*     Has  the  truth  beei 
found  or  not  ?  If  it  had  been  founds  what 
need  of  this  Motion  ?  If  i  t  has  not  been  f  oundii 
where  do  you  find  in  the  Constitution  oi 
in  your  special  Act  any  right  to  appe 
to  the  House  of  C^^mmons  ?  The  Judge^ 
were  not  directed  to  make  any  Report 
any  person.     Such  was  what  I  can  onlj 
call  the  reckless   haste   with  which  this 
Act  was  passeti  into    law  that,   although^ 
in  one  clause  the  Judges  are  directed   to 
inquire  and  report,   no  person   or  bodj 
is    mentioned   to  whom    the   Report    ifl 
to  be  made,     I  do  not  know  why  the  Re«l 
port  has  been   addressed  t<j  the  CroT 
I  find  nothing  in  the  Act  to  justify  it. 
the   Judges  had  chosen  to  deliver  thei^ 
judgment  in  their  own  Court,  and  if  thei 
judgment  had  been  embodied  in  a  Blue 
book   as    the   judgment   of   the   Judged 
which  we  luive  now  before  us,  then  I  saj 
the     utter    un-CoiTstitiitionality  of   the 
Motion  would  have  been  apparent  to  the 
meanest      intelligence?.       Now,      Sir,     I 
respectfully   submit   that  this  objection 
is  fatal  to  the  Motion  of  the  First  Lor 
of  the  Treasury ^fiital,   that  is   to  sayJ 
if  Constitutional  courses  are  to  be  at  alf 
adhered    to   or  at    all    respected.     Th€ 
Government  broke  the  spirit  of  the  Con* 
stitution  by  appointing  the  Commission^ 
Thpy  broke  the  letter  of  their  own  lav 
by  submitting  this  Motion  t»)  the  Hous0 
of  Commons.     As  their  original  Act  waa 
without  any  precedent  in  English  historyJ 
so  I  say  delibeititely  and  fearless  of  con- 
tradiction   that  this   Motion   is   without! 
any   precedent   in    the     annals    of    the 
House  of  Commons,     And  just  as  thfl 
Act    creates  a  precedent   of    most   evilj 
omen  to  the  rights  of  minorities  and  th€ 
rights  of  political  r»pponenta  in  the  future  J 
so  does  this  Motion  create  a  precedent  OB 
evil    omen    and    great     danger     to   ^e 
administration  of  justice  in  t\\e  futureJ 
I  have  tried  the  origitial  Act  by  elemen«^ 
\a\vj  Constitutional  Law,  and  I  find  it  t<] 
be  wrong,  and  I  defy  any  one  to  prove  it 
is  right.     I  have  tried  the  Motion  by  th 
original    hiw    of   the   Government^     fo 
which  they  are  responsible,  and  I  asser 
that  the  Motion  is  as  wrong  as  the  Act 
itself.      The    Government    by   the    Acti 
deliberately   surrounded    their   tribunal 
with  all  the  protection  and  privileges  ot 
the   High    Court    of    Justice.     By  ihii 
Motion     they     are     obliged    to     break 
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ddwn,  destroy,  and  shatter  all  the 
protection  and  privileges  which  thej 
accorded  to  that  Conrt.  What  does 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  mean? 
He  assumes,  and  asks  us  to  support 
kim,  to  S3t  up  the  House  of  Commons 
as  a  Court  of  Appeal  and  a  Court 
of  Review  upon  a  judicial  finding,  and 
he  ass3rts  that  in  such  a  course  he  is 
dealing  out,  t^  oise  his  own  words, 
ab3olut3  justice  to  all.  Now,  let  me  just 
examine  that  proposition.  He  asks  the 
House  of  Commons  to  adopt  the  Report. 
What  do  we  do  if  we  adopt  that  Report 
and  make  it  our  own?  We  condemn 
certain  persons  on  certain  charges,  and  we 
acquit  certain  persons  on  C3r tain  charges. 
Thatis  what  we  <Jobj  adopting  the  Report. 
But  do  we  condemn  all  the  guilty  parties 
concerned  in  this  matter?  Do  we  con- 
demn all  the  parties  who  have  been 
found  guilty  of — to  use  a  very  mild  ex- 
pression— misdemeanour?  We  condemn, 
it  is  quite  tru3,  the  Irish  members  on 
certain  charges  and  for  certain  acts. 
But  do  we  condemn  the  Times  news- 
paper ?  The  Times  newspaper  has  been 
found  guilty  of  an  atrocious  libel  against 
Members  of  this  House.  But  there  is 
not  a  word  in  the  Report  or  in  the 
Motion  now  before  the  House  condemning 
this  convict3d  delinquent,  who  is  certainly 
in  this  matter  as  important  as  the  Irish 
Members.  Can  you  call  that  dealing 
out  absolute  justice  to  all  ?  If  the 
Government  insist  on  this  Motion,  if  they 
compel  their  majority  to  assent  to  it,  then 
I  also  insist  on  ray  right,  as  a  Member 
of  this  House,  to  record  my  vote  in  favour 
of  the  condemnation,  not  only  of  the 
Irish  Party,  but  of  the  Timss  newspaper, 
found  guilty  of  an  atrocious  libel  on 
Members  of  this  House — found  guilty  of 
a  slander  unexampled  and  without  foun- 
dation. I  hope  that  issue  is  yet  to  be 
discussed  ;  but  I  cite  it  as  an  illustration 
of  the  danger  when  once  you  intc^ere 
with  the  indifferent  and  independent 
administration  of  justice  by  the  ordinary 
tribunals  of  the  land.  No  doubt  much 
of  what  I  am  saying,  and  very  likely  all, 
is  most  displeasing  to  those  who  sit 
around  me,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  a 
plentiful  crop  of  misunderstandings  and 
imputations  will  result.  But  the  matter, 
I  felt,  was  too  grave  for  me  to  keep 
«ilent.  The  precedent  was  too  serious 
and  too  horrible.     I  do  earnestly  invite 


and  coiinsel  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  even  at  this  eleventh  hour, 
to  do  something  towards  retracing  the 
steps  which  have  been  taken  by  them 
along  this  dangerous  road.  I  invite  any 
one  of  tkem  who  has  doubts  as  to  the 
prudence  of  the  course  which  is  being 
pursued  to  press  the  Government  to 
abandon  this  Motion.  There  was  a  time, 
not  very  long  ago,  when  my  word  had 
some  weight  with  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  and  in  recalling 
that  time  I  cannot,  and  will  not,  refrain 
from  the  remark  that  the  prospects 
of  the  Party  were  then  brighter  by  far 
than  they  are  now.  When  1  had  the 
honour,  the  memorable  honour,  of  coun- 
selling hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  the  Unionist  majority  in  this 
House  was  over  100.  It  has  now  fallen 
to  about  70.  It  cannot  be  denied  that 
bye-elections,  though  dangerous  if  you 
gather  too  much  deduction  from  one  or 
two,  cannt)t  be  disregarded  if  you  take 
them  as  a  whole.  Bye-elections  do  show 
a  great  shifting  of  public  opinion,  which 
I  fear  will  not  be  favourable  to  the  pro- 
spects of  the  Unionist  Party.  At  any 
rate  that  was  not  the  case  when  I  had 
the  honour  of  counselling  the  Party.  If 
there  are  any  lingering  memories  on 
these  Benches  of  those  days,  when  I  think 
our  fortunes  were  better,  it  is  by  those 
memories  I  would  appeal  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House  to  give  a 
fair  and  impartial  and  unprejudiced 
consideration  to  the  counsels  which  I 
now  lay  before  them.  But  if  my  words 
are  to  fall  on  deaf  ears,  if  the  counsels  I 
most  honestly  submit  are  to  be  spumed 
and  scorned,  then  1  declare  that  I  also 
look  forward  to  the  day  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Fife  (Mr. 
Asquith),  in  his  most  brilliant  speech, 
when  a  future  Parliament  shall  expunge 
from  the  Journals  of  this  House  the 
record'  of  this  melancholy  proceeding, 
and  in  taking  such  action,  inspired,  I 
trust,  not  by  Party  pMsion,  Party  vin- 
dictiveness,  or  Party  rancour,  but  acting 
on  Constitutional  grounds,  and  on  those 
alone,  it  will  administer  to  its  predecessors 
a  deserved  and  wholesome  rebuke  for 
having  outraged  and  violated  Constitu- 
tional liberty,  and  will  establish  and  set 
up  a  sign-post  full  of  warning,  instruction, 
and  guidance  to  the  Parliaments  yet 
unborn. 
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Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  the  House  has 
just  listened  to  a  Constitutional  speech 
on  a  grave  subject,  couched  in  moderata 
language,  and  if  I  am  unable  to  accept 
all  that  is  in  that  speech  I  hope  I  shall 
not  fail  to  deal  with  it  in  the  manner 
which  it  deserves.  The  noble  Lord,  I 
think,  need  not  fear  from  me  or  any 
Member  of  this  House  that  we  shall  scorn 
his  advice.  We  may  not  all  agree  with 
him,  or  be  able  to  accept  the  assumption 
that  underlay  the  lattsr  part  of  his  speech, 
that  if  we  accepted  his  advice  we  should 
place  the  Unionist  Party  again  in  a 
majority  of  100  in  this  House,  but  we  shall 
not  be  inclined  to  treat  with  disrespect  the 
counsels  which  he  from  time  to  time  gives 
us.  The  speech  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
just  made,  as  he  must  himself  preceive, 
might  have  been  made  with  greater 
propriety  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Commission  Bill.  He  has  told  us  the 
reasons  which  •prevented  him  speaking 
on  that  occasion.  All  I  can  say  is  that 
having  spoken  now  we  are  under  the 
disadvantage  of  dealing  with  circum- 
stances which  are  two  years  old,  and 
which  are  not  fresh  in  the  recollections 
of  all.  My  recollection  of  these  circum- 
stances does  not  agree  with  his.  He 
spoke  of  the  charges  which  had  been 
made  against  lion.  Members,  and  he  said 
the  Government  must  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  there  were  primd  facie 
grounds  for  those  charges.  I  do  not 
remember  that  the  Government  or  any 
Member  of  the  Government  ever  said 
there  was  a  primd  facie  case  against  hon. 
Members.  The  noble  lord  said  that  if 
they  held  that  opinion  they  ought  at 
once  to  have  instituted  a  criminal 
prosecution.  But  if,  upon  such  rumours,  \ 
which  have  now  turned  out  to  be 
calumnies,  the  Government  had  instituted 
a  prosecution  against  those  who.  were 
their  political  opponents,  they  would  then 
have  been  open  to  all  the  censure  which 
the  noble  Lord  now  throws  upon  them. 
As  I  understand  the  position.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  treated  these 
allegations  as  libels,  which  might  or 
might  not  be  justified,  but  as  libels 
against  public  men,  and  they  desired 
that  these  public  men  should  take  the 
usual  course  for  vindicating  their  cha- 
racter. It  was  on  the  invitation  and  at 
the  request  of  hon.  Members  them- 
selves  that  this  matter  was   made   the 


subject  of  inquiry.  It  was  not  raised  by 
the  opponents  of  hon.  Members.  It 
was  raised  by  hon.  Members  themselves, 
who  claimed  a  Committee  of  this  Houde. 
The  question  then  was  not  whether 
there  should  be  an  inquiry.  I  could 
show  that  at  that  time  there  was  not  the 
slightest  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the 
necessity  for  inquiry  and  the  character  of 
the  inquiry,  but  only  as  to  the  character 
of  the  tribunal.  I  do  not  think  that  upon 
that  any  great  Constitutional  question 
arose.  I  think  it  has  been  said  in  some 
of  the  leading  organs  of  the  Home  Rule 
Party  that  this  Special  Commission  was 
my  pet  proposal.  When  I  have  given 
the  authority  for  this  statement  I  need 
scarcely  say  that  it  is  entirely  untrue.  I 
never  heard  of  the  Commission  until  it 
was  suggested  by  the  Government.  But 
now  that  the  action  of  the  Government  is 
called  in  question,  I  will  say  that,  in  my 
judgment,  the  circumstances  have  shown 
that  they  were  right.  Experience  and  the 
result  of  this  inquiry  have  shown  that  this 
tribunal  was  the  best,  and,  I  will 
siy,  the  only  tribunal  to  conduct  the 
inquiry.  I  doubt  whether  upon  that 
point  there  will  be  much  contention.  I 
am  not  speaking  of  the  conclusions  of  the 
tribunal — I  am  speaking  of  the  conduct 
of  the  inquiry.  All  the  objections  made 
at  the  time  of  the  appointment  of  the 
Commission  by  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  have  been  shown  to  be 
without  foundation.  I  have  taken  out 
from  the  debate  a  list  of  all  the  objections 
taken.  It  was  said  that  the  Judges 
would  not  be  impartial.  [Home  Rule 
clieers.]  Yes,  but  it  is  not  said  now. 
[Cries  of  "  Yes,  yes  "  from  tlie  Irith 
Members.^  Well,  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  spoken  have  said 
exactly  the  reverse.  ["No."]  I  will 
quote  the  exact  woi-ds  directly.  The 
next  objection  was  that  the  charges 
against  the  respondents  could  not  be 
specified.  But  the  first  thing  that  the 
Judges  did  was  to  demand  a  specifica- 
tion of  the  charges.  It  was  said  that  the 
Times^  charges  were  so  vague  that  the 
inquiry  would  last  at  least  10  years.  It 
was  said  that  all  the  guarantees  and  safe- 
guards of  accused  persons  were  omitted  ; 
that  the  ordinary  judicial  procedure 
would  not  be  insured ;  and  that  the 
Times,  if  found  guilty,  would 
enjoy  an  absolute  immunity  from 
all     subsequent     proceedings.      It    was 
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said,  for  instance,  that  an  action 
for  libel  would  not  be  allowed  against  the 
Times ;  that  it  would  be  impossible  for 
those  injured  respondents  to  have  any 
solace  for  their  injuries.  I  say  every 
one  of  those  objections  has  b^en  proved 
to  be  without  foundation.  The  inquiry 
which  has  taken  place  has  been  exhaus- 
tive, every  charge  has  been  inquilred  into, 
every  charge  been  examined  upon,  has 
l)een  replied  to,and  has  baen  cross  -examined 
xipon.  Now,  1  ask  the  House,  as  sensible 
■  men,  whether  a  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee— which  was  the  alternative — 
would  have  done  better,  or,  indeed,  would 
have  done  as  well  ?  Again — I  am  only 
speaking  of  the  nature  of  the  inquiry — 
I  have  heard  it  stated  in  the  debate  that 
3  Parliamentary  Committee  would  have 
brought  the  mattar  to  an  earlier  conclu- 
sion. How  could  it  have  done  so  ?  A 
Parliamentary  Committee  might  have 
examined  into  the  whole  of  the  charges, 
which  was  the  instruction  given  to  the 
Judges ;  but  if  they  had  done,  is  it  pos- 
sible that  they  could  have  accomplished 
this  work  in  anything  like  the  time  in 
which  the  Commission  performed  it  ?  E  very 
one  knows  what  the  procedure  is  before 
a.  Parliamentary  Committee,  that  it  is 
impossible  to  adhere  to  the  strict  methods 
which  have  been  found  to  be  the 
best  way  of  shortening  the  procedure  ; 
every  Member  of  the  Committee  has  the 
opportunity  of  examination,  and  in  thes3 
circumstances  I  think  it  quite  possible 
that  if  such  a  Committee  had  been  ap- 
pointed it  would  not  have  completed  its 
work  during  the  present  Parliament. 
Therefore,  so  far  as  the  inquiry  goes,  it 
must  be  satisfactory  to  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway.  It  was  as  ex- 
haustive as  they  themselves  could  have 
wished  it  to  be,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
any  of  their  witnesses  have  been  refused 
a  hearing,  or  that  anything  which  they 
wished  to  say  has  not  been  brought  out. 
The  next  point  is  this — is  there  any 
reason  in  the  constitution  of  the  tribunal 
which  should  induce  the  House  to  re- 
ceive with  suspicion  its  conclusions  %  I 
said  just  now  I  would  refer  to  the  state- 
ments of  my  right  hon.  Friends  about 
the  Judges.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  admitted  their 
assiduity,  their  ability,  their  learning, 
and  their  perfect  and  absolute  good  faith. 
Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian)  :  There  was  a  qualification. 
VOL.  CCCXLIL     [third    series.] 


Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  will  come 
to  the  qualification  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  also.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  went  further  ;  he  admitted  the 
absolute  impartiality  of  the  Judges. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Haclgiey  (Sir  C.  Russell)  spoke 
of  their  decision  as  "  an  impartial  judg- 
ment." ,  Now,  it  is  quite  true  there  were 
qualifications.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
behind  me  spoke  of  "prepossessions"; 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  South 
Hackney  spoke  of  "prejudices."  My 
right  hon.  Friend  did  not  go  so  far ;  he 
said,  "  I  do  not  say  prepossessions,  I  will 
call  them  political  sentiments."  Very 
well ;  granted  that  the  Judges,  like  every 
one  else,  Iiava  personal  prepossessions 
and  poUtlcal  opinions.  Is  it  contended 
that  that  vitiates  their  judgment  and 
their  findings  upon  matters  of  fact  \  Can 
we  nut  distinguish  between  what  are 
matters  of  fact  and  matters  of  opinion  \ 
I  will  say,  for  myself,  when  the  Judges 
give  their  opinion  for  instance  as  to  the 
exact  efEect  of  the  rejection  of  the  Com- 
pensation for  Disturbance  Bill  by  the 
House  of  Lords,  or  as  to  the  exact  in- 
fluence upon  the  condition  of  Ireland 
of  the  passing  of  the  Land  Act,  I  think 
these  aie  matters  of  opinion  upon  which 
I  am  quite  •  willing  that  the  views  of 
others  should  prevail  over  those  of  the 
Judges.  I  make  that  admission.  But  as 
regards  matters  of  fact,  is  there  any 
reason  that  their  prepossessions  should 
vitiate  the  findings  at  which  the  Judges 
have  arrived  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend 
behind  me  says  that,  holding  these 
opinions,  he  is  not  going  to  adopt  the 
Report.  Yes,  but  I  maintain  that  it  is 
straining  language  to  say  that  if  you  adopt 
the  Report  you  are  pledged  to  every  word 
of  the  Report,  to  every  expression  of  the 
Report,  to  every  adjective.  No,  Sir;  I 
think  most  of  us  in  the  course  of  our 
lives  have  had  to  adopt  Reports  by  the 
hundred  and  thousand.  Has  it  ever 
been  held  that  in  adopting  any  Report, 
however  long,  you  are  committed  to 
every  single  expression  of  it  ?  By 
adopting  a  Report  you  adopt  the 
findings,  the  general  effect;  you 
are  not  pledged  to  every  word.  Sup- 
pose, however,  that  you  refuse  to  adopt 
it— and,  as  I  am  going  step  by  step, 
I  must  again  remind  the  House 
that  I  am  speaking  now  only  as  to 
U 
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the  conclusions  on  matters  of  fact,  not  of 
opinion— suppose  jou  refuse  to  adopt 
the  Report  of  the  Judges,  Ui  whom  are 
JOU  going  to  appeal  ?  And  here,  to  my 
mind,  is  a  curioua  inconsistency  in  the 
arguments  of  my  right  hon.  Friends* 
They  say  that  this  House  is  invited  to 
exercise  a  judicial  function,  and  yet  they 
appeal  from  the  Judges  to  the  Housj,  in 
order  that  we  may  exercise  a  judicial 
function. 

Loud  R.  CHURCaiLL :  The  Motion 
does  so, 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  No,  the 
Motion  does  not.  I  differ  from  the  noble 
Lord,  and  will  endeavour  to  make  my 
meaning  clear  to  him  directly.  An  ap- 
peal to  the  House  means  this,  whether  it 
he  to  a  Committee  of  the  House  or  to  the 
House  aa  a  wliole — it  means  an  appeal 
to  them  to  re-try  the  facts  of  a  Ofise  as  to 
which  it  has  been  sai<l  by  my  hon,  and 
learned  Friend  the  Me  rater  for  South 
Hackney,  that  not  one-lialf  of  the  House 
has  read  the  Report,  and  not  one>tenth  has 
read  the  evidence.  How,  then,  can  you 
appeal  to  tiie  House  to  do  justice  in  a 
judicial  capacity?  No,  the  difference 
bL^tween  the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  propositions  moved  or  to 
be  m.oved  by  the  proposers  of  the  various 
Amendments  that  have  Ixjen  placed  upon 
the  Paper,  is  this  -the  Government  asks 
the  House  ttj  discbarge  a  Ministerial 
function,  to  adopt  the  Report,  and  not  to 
pronounce  a  jiidicial  opinion.  But,  by 
the  Amendments,  you  ai-e  asked  to  take 
the  findings  of  fact  by  the  Judges,  to 
deal  with  them,  to  distinguish  between 
tliem,  and  to  pronounce  your  own  judg- 
ment upon  tli^jm.  It  has  l>een  said  on 
behalf  of  the  Oppigition,  tlmt  this  House 
is  disqualified  tj  perform  such  a  task. 
This  House?,  it  will  be  admitted,  lias 
pi*e possessions,  prejudices,  pohtical  opin- 
ions, and,  in  consequence,  it  is  contended 
that  we  are  disqutilified  to  pmuounce 
a  judicial  opinion,  I  say  we  are  not 
asked  to  pronounce  a  jttdteial  opinion.  I 
vota  for  the  Resolution  of  the  Govern- 
ment because  it  does  not  ask  ns  to  pro- 
nounce a  judicial  opinion,  bat  it  leaves 
that  to  the  nation.  You  hnva  cnniidence 
in  the  nation*  Yon  believe  that  it  will 
do  yon  justice.  [Cheern.]  Then  why 
do  you  not  leave  it  in  their  hands  t 
Now,  I  must  touch  upon  another 
etatement  of  the  noble  Lord,  which 
was,  I  think,  in  continuation  of  a  state- 
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ment  miule   by  the   rjght  hon,    Membei 
for  Mid   Lothian.     It  has  been  said  byj 
botli    that   thiji   Report    is   a    Vote    of 
Censure ;  that  by  adopting  it  you  are  con  J 
demning  hon.  Mem  here,  your  Colleague 
in  this  House.     I  deny  that  altogetherj 
Let  ns  examine  it.     We  have  been  tolfl 
by  every  speaker  on  this  hide  that  tlu^ 
Report  is  a  trJumpliant  acquittal   upon 
every  charge  which  is  of  the  slightest 
importance.    Well,  how  can  a  triumpbau 
acquittal  be  a  Vote  of  Censure  ?  But 
go  further.     As  I  have  stiid,  by  adoptin| 
the  Re|>ort  we  adopt  only  the  findings  * 
fact  as  they  ai-e  put  before  us  by  thti 
Judges- -we  adopt  them  as  the  neares 
approacli  to  truth  that  we  c?an  get  in  thi| 
matter.     But  I  do  not  find  in  the  Repor 
one  single  word  of  condemnation  fmi 
the  Judges  :  from  one  end  of  the  Repor 
to  the  other  it  is  an   impartial  judicia 
statement^ such  things  were  done,  suei 
words    wer:t    u.sed,    such    constquenc 
followed  ;   a3   tc>   whether  good    or  biw 
laudable  or  to  he   reprt>hated,  the  Judged 
do  not  say  one  word.     By  adopting  th^ 
Report  you  do  not  say  one  word  either 
I  do  not  mean  that  yt»u   may  not  thinl 
it  to  be  your  duty  to  say  a  good  den  1  by  waj 
of   supplement    to   this   Report.     All 
point  out  is  what  cjinnot  be  contradicted 
as  to  the  position  of  the  question  and  tli 
issue  we  are  asked  to  determine.     II  ■ 
stop  at  what  the  Government  propose 
you  pronounce  neither  censtii*e  nor  praiseJ 
In  all   inquiries  of  this  kind  thei*o 
necessarily  two  stages — the  first  is  th6 
finding  of  the  facts,  and  that  is  the  st 
tlie   Judges    have   brought   us   to  ;    tliii 
scM_*ond  is  til e  appreciation  of  the  findingsJ 
That  is  what  you  are  at  liberty  to  dea 
with  if  you  like.     We  have  been  called 
on    to     give    an    appreciation    of     th 
facets  %  my  right  hon.  Friends.     Thej 
say    that   the    Judges    were    preclude 
from      taking     into     aecnunt     politic 
and    historical    considerations,    and    thai 
tlipse   political  and  historical  consider 
tions   are   essential    before    prononnc 
finally  on  the  matter,  as  they  may  tur 
things  which  would  otherwise  be  offences 
into  praiseworthy   acts,     Tlmt   I  admit. 
I   say  it  was  not   for  the   Judges  to  do 
that.     If  it  is  your  opinion  that  a  judg- 
ment should   he  pronounced  on  the  fin<f 
ings  of  the  Commission,  then  I  say  th 
your  judgment  upon  the   whole  Repor 
should  be  a  full  comment  upon  the  find- 
ings,   and    not    upon    those    particular 
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portions    of    the    Report    which    seem 
to     suit    your    present    circumstances. 
What  I  have  said  applies  to  the  Amend- 
ment in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Loughborough  (Mr.  de  Lisle)  as  well 
as    to    the    Amendment    of    the    hon. 
Membar  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jennings). 
If  1  had  to  choosd  between  any  of  these 
Amendments  I  should  say  that  his  is 
the   least  objectionable.      Undoubtedly 
the   ofEences  of  which  the  respondents 
have  been  acquitted  are  more  serious, 
more    infamous,    and    more    damaging 
charges   than  the  .charges  which  have 
been  proved  against  them.     Therefore, 
if  you  are  to  pick  out  any  part  of  the 
Report  at  all  you  should  pick  out  that 
part  which  contains  the  most  important 
charges.     But  why  should  you  pick  out 
one  part  and  not  accept  the  whole  ?     If, 
BiS  you  contend,  the  whole  Report  is  a 
veidict  of  acquittal,  and  if,  after  taking 
into  account  the  pleas  of  palliation  which 
have  been  put  forward,  you  can  say  that 
the  action  of  the  respondents  has  been, 
on  the  whole,  laudable,  why  do  you  not 
profess  to  deal  with  the  Report  in  that 
sense?      I    listened  with    the   greatest 
admiration  to  the  speech  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Hackney  (Sir  C.  Russell).    He  is  a  great 
forensic  advocate,  but  1  do  not  think  that 
that  was  the  speech  of  an  advocate.     It 
was  not  a  speech  made  from  a  brief  or 
from  instruction.     It  was  a  speech  made 
from  his  heart  and  conscience.     But  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  if  he  had  chosen, 
might  have  produced  an  Amendment  in 
the    very   words    of    that    speech — an 
Amendment  which  I  believe  would  have 
been  practically  accepted  with  unanimity 
by  the  Houss.     In  the  course  of  that 
speech    my   hon.   and    learned    Friend 
spoke   of    his   loathing    for  crime   and 
assassination    and    condemned    in    the 
strongest  terms  intimidation  in  any  shape 
or  form.     He  deplored  the  excesses  by 
which  a  great  popular  movement  had 
been    stained,   and   regretted  that   the 
leaders  of  that  movement  had  failed  in 
any  respect  in  denouncing  intimidation. 
Well,  if  he  had  been  willing  and   had 
seen   his   way  to  draw  up  an  Amend- 
ment in  which  that  reference  was  made 
to  some  of  the  findings  of  the  Report,  he 
might  have  taken  his  choice  of  the  other 
Amendments  before   the  Housa,  which 
declared  the  satisfaction  of  the  House  at 
the  acquittal  of  the  hon.  Members  on 


still  graver  charges.     But  we  are  asked 
to  pick  and  choose.     We  are  to  treat 
some  findings  as  being  of  no  importance 
and  others  as  being  of  supreme  import- 
ance   and    requiring   particular   notice. 
I  am  bound,  even  at  the  risk  of  wearying 
the  House,  to  examine  once  more  the 
character  of  those  findings  which  we  are 
asked    to  ignore.     There   is   no  doubt 
about    the   findings   which   acquit    the 
respondents.      Every  one  admits  gladly 
that  the   respondents  have   been  com- 
pletely acquitted  of  parsonal  complicity 
with  crime.     But  these  are  not  the  only 
charges  against  them,  and  they  are  not 
the  only  charges  which  they  themselves 
demanded  should  be  inquired  into.   They 
asked  that   the   charges    in  Famellism 
and  Crime,  including    abstention    from 
condemnation      of     crime,     connivance 
with  crime,  and  indirect  but  moral  com- 
plicity with  crime,   should  be   inquired 
into.     Let  me  examine  the  findings  of 
the  Judges  in  reference  to  this  matter. 
The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast    (Mr.    Sexton)    was    a  sort    of 
apologia  pro  vitd  sud,  and  if  it  were  to  be 
accepted  it  is   not  condemnation  which 
is  due  to  hon.  Members,  but  we  ought  to 
pass  a  Resolution  declaring  that  the  hon. 
Member  and  his  Friends  have  deservedf 
well  of  their  country.     The   hon.  and 
learned  Member    for    East    Fife    (Mr. 
Asquith)  took  under  his  special  protec- 
tion the  other  day  the  Clan-na-Gael.  The 
Clan-na-Grael,   it  appears,   is  a  friendly 
society.      Well,  if  it  is  a  friendly  socieiy, 
the     Land    League    and    the    National 
League    must  be  philanthropic  associa- 
tions  for  murder   and   outrage.     Well,. 
Sir,  that  will  need  a  little  closer  examina- 
tion.     I  pass  over  the  findings  as  to  con- 
spiracy and  what  is  called  the  charge  oi 
treason.    I  admit  that  I  attach  no  import- 
anc3  to  it  in  the  present  debate.      It  is. 
perfectly  true  that  conspiracy  of  the  kindi 
which   is  proved,   conspiracy    to   obtain 
independence,    is    not    a    crime  as  we^ 
understand  it.      It  is   no   p)Brsonal   dis- 
honour to  a  man.     In  the  history  of  Ire- 
land, aye,  and  in  the  history  of  England, 
men  luive  been  guilty  of  similar  con- 
spiracy   to    secure    independence — con- 
spiracy which  can  be  called  treason,  but 
for  which  they  are  held  in  high  honour 
and   esteem.     The    only    importance    I 
attach  to  that  finding  is  a  political  import- 
ance.    I  do  not  gather  that  at  the  time 
when  this  conspiracy  was  going  on — it 
U  2 
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18  contended  now  ilijkt  it  kas  been  btnce 
libiudoned — it  w,i3  announced  to  the 
world  bj  the  hou.  Members  engaged  in 
it.  It  Wfks  Dtit  their  professed  object. 
It  waa  cloaked  and  c^jiicealed  by  what 
thej  called  the  Constitutional  agitation. 
What  ^uarantse  have  we  that  the  same 
thing  is  not  going  on  now  ?  What  pr.iof 
havo  we  that  if  Home  RnL-  is  granted 
we  sliall  not  find  behind  it  the  Fenian 
Urganisition  U'jing  Home  Rule  ns  a  first 
stap  to  ind;jp3nd<;uce  ?  And  now  I  come 
trf)  what  I  think  is  the  real  issue — the 
findiiiga  numbered  4  and  9  in  the  Report, 
What  is  it  that  has  been  contended  with 
reference  to  these  findings?  In  the  fii'st 
place  it  is  said  that  they  are  findings  in 
the  nature  of  matters  of  opinion  and  that 
they  can  be  chissified  and  distinguished 
in  some  way  from  the  other  evidence  by 
which  the  re^ipoudents  have  b^en 
acquitted  of  the  moro  serious  offences. 
I  s^y  a  moment's  examination  wi  1  show 
that  th^  contention  cannot  be  maintained. 
I  defy  anyone  to  maka  a  distinction  in 
the  findingi  batwejn  th:)s^  which  appear 
at  fir.it  sight  to  be  hostile  and  those 
which  up^jeir  fivourable.  Th3rd  is  a 
finding  that — 

**  It  13  not  proved  that  paymeat  w.*s  m%de  to 
Byrne  to  eaable  hitn  to  oacupe  from  justice." 

Is  that  a  findin:?  of  foot  or  is  it  nott 
That  must  b^  a  finding  of  feet.  What  do 
you  siy  to  this  ? — 

i*'Thai    ptym^nta     werj    made    to    persjou 
iojured  in  the  ^jmriiid^iio  of  crinio.'* 

I  am  not  speaking  of  their  r^spectlv^^ 
gravity  ;  I  am  only  saying,  can  it  be  pre- 
tended that  one  opinion  is  a  matter  of 
fact  and  that  th^  other,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Fife  sneeringly  observed, 
is  "  An  obiter  dictum  of  the  Judges ''  ? 
Then  you  get  the  finding  that  some  of 
the  respondents  did  express  bund  fitk 
diaapproval  of  crime,  la  that  a  question 
of  fact  /  If  tliat  is  a  question  of  fact, 
burely  the  other  finding  that  the  re- 
spondents did  not  denounce  intim»dfition 
leading  to  crime,  even  when  they  knew 
of  its  consequences,  is  also  a  matter  of  fact. 
You  can  mak-  a  distinction  in  tliL*  gmvity 
of  the  findings,  but  you  cannot  make  any 
distinction  in  their  character.  I  will  tfl-ke 
ime  more.  The  finding  of  the  Court  that 
acquits  Mr.  Piu-nell  of  all  connection  with 
the  Inviucible  conspiracy  is  a  finding  of 
fact.  Bat  by  what  process  of  reasoning 
can  you  say  that  it  is  legitimate  to  accept 
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a  finding  of  that  kind  and  reject  a  find- 
ing as  to  the  co-operation  and  assistaiicel 
whicli  Jie  has  i*ecei\'ed  from  the  Physical  J 
Force  Party  ?     They  stand  on  the  aara©  * 
f«x)ting.     They  have  equal  authority  and 
equal  weight,  and  you  must  either  reject 
all  the  findings  or  accept  them  all.  There 
i«   a   much    mora   serious  contention,   if 
true.       It    is    said   that   these   findings  1 
related  to  venial  and  trivial  offences.  Let 
us  sefe  what  they  are.     There  are  three 
findings    which    stand    together.      The 
finding  that  the  reapondonts  invited  aiid| 
obtained  the  assistance'  and  co<»peratioii] 
of  the  Physical  Force  Party ;  the  finding] 
th  it  there  was  no  denu'iciation  by  Mr,  I 
l^urnell  of  tlie  action  of  the  Physical  Forco  [ 
Party  ;  and   lastly,  the  finding  that  Mr. 
Davitt  was  in  close  and  intimate  assoeia»l 
tiou    with    the    Party    of    violence    inl 
America.      Is    that    a    trivial    offence  tJ 
What  wiis  the  Physical  Force  Party  1     It  I 
was  a  Party  whose  publicly  avowed  andl 
professed  object  was  to  asstsslnate  public  j 
men  in  this  country  and  to  lay  our  chief! 
cities  in  ruins.     And  yet  my  right  hoo. 
Friend  th?  Memb.r  for  Wotverhamptiia 
compired    thes:.*    transactions    with    thai 
history  of  th  j  j>gi tuitions  which  led  to  Uie 
jMssing  of  tlie  Reform  Act  and  the  repeal 
of  the   Corn  Laws.     I  say  there   id  na 
parallel   in    these    transactions    to    anj 
popular   or  patriotic  movement    in    th€ 
hist«>ry  of  the  world.    Tiiere  is  uo  case  it 
wliich  men  professing  t j  carry  on  a  Con- 
stitntional  agitation  met  their  opponent 
in  fair  debate,  and  at  the  same  time  were 
in  close  and  intimat?  alliance   with  mei 
who,  by    their  .  publislied     nt*wspapors»j 
declared  that  their  object  was  t#3  assasai* 
nata    those?  same   opponents   and    causal 
injury  and  ruin  to  the  country  me  tj 
those    80-ciUed    Constitutional     leiidcr 
It  is  ?>aid  that  reparation  is  due  to  hoE 
Gentlemen   opp«3site.     Well,    Sir,    is  nq 
rcfjaration  due  to  us  who  for  months  and 
years  werj  followed  by  jK^lice  even  int 
our  homes,  in  order  to  protect  us  againali 
the  agents  of  the  **  friendly  society  " 
the    hou.    Member    fur    East    Fife  1 
say  ill  any  case  to  compare    things 
this  kind  with  the  action  of  Bright  and 
Cohlen    is    simply    an    insult    to    thfl 
memory  of  those  great  men*     And  nof 
I  come    nearer    home,   to    the  chargea 
affecting  the  agitation  in  Ireland.   I  takefl 
in    the    first   place,  the    account    of   the 
conversation  between  the  hou.  Member, 
for  Cork  and  Mr.   Ives^  the   Americ 
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reporter.  This  was  before  the  larger 
numbar  of  thesa  outrages  had  taken 
place,  and  at  the  time  when  the  Land 
League,  it  may  be  said,  was  in  process  of 
formation,  and  when,  therefore,  the  prin- 
ciples upon  which  that  Association  was  to 
act  had  to  be  laid  down.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  spoke  freely  to  Mr.  Ives  on 
the  subject,  and  in  consequence  of  his 
description  Mr.  Ives  seems  to  have  had 
his  suspicions  ;  he  seems  to  have  said  to 
himself,  "this  will  lead  to  violence." 
He  said  to  the  hon.  Member — 

"  But  do  you  not  believe  in  the  consequences 
which  are  visited  upon  tenants  who  do  pay 
their  rents?'" 

The  hon.  Member  replied — 

**  Well,  it  may  be  accepted  as  an  axiom  that 
you  cannot  effVct  a  soci.il  revolution  by  dealing 
with  it  with  kid  gloves.  Of  course,  if  any 
farmers  have  burned  the  crops  of  their  neigh- 
bours, or  destroyed  their  cattle  because  they 
have  paid  their  rents,  those  farmers  are  not 
only  wrong,  but  they  are  fools,  for  they  have  to 
pay  the  cose.  The  person  who  has  thus  had 
his  crop  or  stock  destroyed  is  remunerated  by 
the  law,  and  ^lis  fellow-tenants  have  to  bear  the 
los!).  lint  a  ceitain  amount  of  pressure  from 
public  opinion,  which  in  such  cases  is  apt  occa 
slonally  to  manifest  itself  in  unpleasant  ways, 
must  be  brought  to  bear  upon  those  who  are 
weak  or  cowardly.  Look  at  the  strikes  in 
England  and  America,  and  the  penalties  threat* 
ened  towards  traitors  to  the  common  cause." 

Well,  I  am  not  fjoing  to  exaggerate  the 
meaning  of  these  words,  but  I  think  the 
words  "  unpleasant  w*.ys  "  and  the  re- 
ference to  traitors  have  a  disagreeable 
sound.  I  quote  them  in  order  to  show 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was 
parfectly  well  aware  that  the  action  he 
was  taking,  the  msthods  he  was  devising, 
were  likely  to  lead  to  certaia  persons 
being  treated  as  "traitors'*  and  in  an 
"unpleasant  way."  I  might  give  here 
the  words  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor).  That  hon.  Membar 
always  sp-aks  with  great  care  in  this 
House,  but  I  note  that  he  rarely  goes  to 
Ireland  to  spaak.  In  America,  however, 
his  tongue  is  a  little  loosened,  for  there 
he  spoke  of  the  shooting  of  land-grabbers 
as  baing  one  of  the  incidents  of  the 
campaign. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  :  I  never  said  anything  of  the 
kind. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  wiU  try  to 
find  the  passage. 


Mr.  T.  p.  0X)0NN0R  :  Quote  by  all 
means. 

Mr.  Chamberlain  had  spent  some 
moments  unsuccessfully  in  trying  to  find 
the  particular  passage  referred  to  in  the 
Report,  when 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  :  Perhaps  I  may 
help  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  find 
the  passage  he  is  thinking  of,  and  in 
quoting  which  he  has  misrepresented 
me.     It  is  at  page  106. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  should  be 
very  sorry  to  do  the  hon.  Member  any 
injustice ;  I  certainly  quoted  from  re- 
collection, and,  therefore,  I  should  be 
glad  to  give  the  exact  words.  Now,  the 
words  I  attributed  to  the  hon.  Member 
were  that  "  the  shooting  of  land-grabbers 
was  one  of  the  incidents  of  the  cam- 
paign." The  actual  words  were,  "that 
the  shooting  of  land-grabbers  was  one  of 
the  incidents  of  the  civil  war." 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  fallen  into  the  same  mis- 
take that  the  learned  Judges  did.  He 
has  put  into  my  mouth  language  which 
I  did  not  employ,  but  which  was  em- 
ployed by  cross-examining  counsel. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  cannot,  of 
course,  go  behind  the  Report ;  but  the 
interruption  of  th3  hon.  Menaber  compels 
me  to  direct  the  att3ntion  of  the  House 
to  a  previous  statement  made  by  him,  in 
which  he  refers  to  the  landlords  getting 
no  rent,  and  to  the  10,000  farmers  to  be 
evictsd,  and  in  which  he  says — 

**  The  landlord  has  not  got  any  rent  from  the 
ten  thousand  who  are  ejected  from  the  farms, 
and  he  U  not  going  to  get  any  rent.  What 
hecomes  of  the  ten  thousand  farmers  meantime  ? 
We  will  put  the  tenants  as  near  these  farms  as 
we  possibly  can.  'J  hey  li!<e  to  have  a  glimpse 
of  their  old  home,  and  if  I  was  an  agent  of  an 
Insurance  Society  I  would  not  like  to  have  my 
whole  organisation  and  corporation  dependent 
on  the  ten  thousand  farmers  who  will  go  into 
the  farms  that  the  other  ten  thousand  have  been 
evicted  from." 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  again  adopted  the  unfair- 
ness of  the  Judges  towards  me.  I  have 
already  pointed  out  that  the  Judges, 
doubtless  quite  by  accident  and  uninten- 
tionally— if  hon.  Gentlemen  wish  to  say 
by  design,  let  them  take  the  respon- 
sibility of  doing  so — I  say  that  the 
Judges  put  into  my  mouth  words  which 
were  not  emplojed  by  me  but  by  crcss- 
\  examining  counsel.  The  Judges  have 
likewise  thought  it  right  to  quote  from 
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me  a  passngo  without  giving  tlie  words 
which  immediately  follow,  I  have  sent 
for  the  evidence,  and  I  will  quote  the 
paasftge  in  the  coarse  of  the  evening, 

Mu.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  r  I  hiII  leavi^ 
tho  hon.  Menibf?!*  to  vindicatB  himself 
from  the  Judges,  and  will  pronounce  no 
opinion  npon  that, 

Mr.  T.  R  OX^ONXOR:  You  ought  to 
Iiftve  examined  the  evidence  before 
quoting  it. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  In  order 
that  thenmtter  may  be  perfectly  clear,  I 
may  repeat  that  the  statement  made  in 
the  Heport  is  that  Mr,  T.  P  O'Connor  ad- 
mi  ttj?d  tlr^t  the  shoiit ing  of  land-gmhbers 
was  an  incidL-at  of  tim  civil  war,  whicli, 
nf  course,  may  bo  inv^olv^d  in  the  ad- 
m.iflsinn  of  an  answer  to  coutfseh 

Mb.  T.  V.  O^ONNOR  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  repeated  the  pafsage 
which  I  admit,  taken  by  itself,  would 
involva  a  very  serious  charge  of  recliless 
language  against  me  :  but  I  contend  that 
bafore  lie  adopted  the  langnxige  of  the 
Report  he  ought  tfj  have  consulted  the 
evidence.  I  say  this,  Iwcause  the  charge 
uncliallenged  wou'd  bj  a  very  serious 
one  against  me.  Before  the  Judges  I 
wa.^  asked  a  question  with  regard  to  this, 
and  my  answer  will  be  found  on  page 
38  of  Volume  IX,  I  was  asked  — 
•*  Did  you  inakG  that  speech  ? — Yet*. 

**  Do  you  wT8b  lo  pivo  any  explcinAtioii  of  it 
yourijelf  ?— The  fcxpUnatioa  was  given  at  the 
time  the  speech  wna  made. 

**  VVTiat  wa^  the  expUaation  P — ^Yoii  have  not 
road  the pa&sag^e,  thoug^h  it  immediately  folbnrs 
it.** 

Here  is  the  jmssage— 

**  I  do  not  state  thie  aa  a  matter  of  boast  or 
H  matter  of  gratification  i  I  state  it  a«  the 
horrible,  tuvage,  and  uncivilised  slato  of  feeling 
and  of  things  which  EagliHh  mismanagement 
aud  Eog^lish  tyranny  have  brought  about," 

Mr.  J,  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  stated  that 
I  was  quoting  from  the  hon.  Member  in 
order  fco  show  that  he  was  aware  of  the 
consequences  which  would  follow  such 
action.  The  paragraph  which  ho  has 
now  read  confirms  and  streaigthena  my 
interpretation.  He  says  that  he  knew 
that  these  consequences,  these  horrible 
consequences,  would  follow.  They  were 
not  to  him  a  matter  of  boast  or  satisfao 
tion  ;  yet  he  wjis  going  on  with  the 
course  of  action  which  he  knew  would 
produce  these  results. 

Mu.  T,  P.  OWmNOR :  I  call  upon 
jou  fts  a  matter  of  order,  Mr.  Speaker, 
Mr,  T.  F.  OVottmr 


t")  decide  on  this  point.     The  right  hou 
(jentteman  states  that  I  knew  that  ctr-j 
tain  actions  would   lead  to  murder,  and| 
th^t  I   continued  that  action  with  tliat 
knowledge.     Is  the    right  hon.  Gentle 
man  justified  in  making  tlrnt  charge  1 

♦Mr,  speaker  :  The  question  is  notj 
one  c»f   order.     It  is  a  matter  of  infer 
ence  on  the  part  uf  the  right  hon.  Gen-J 
tie  man,  and  the  hon.  Member  can  rebut 
the  statement  vfhen  he    has   an  oppor-1 
tunity  of  replying, 

Mb.  T,  P,  0  CON^NOR  :  In  the  seoondl 
ph^e,  I  sijy  tiiat  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  charges  raj  with  adopting  a  I 
course  of  action  that  would  lead  to  these  I 
lamentable  ojffences,  I  chaUenge  him  to  j 
give  one  instance  of  such  action  on  my-\ 
part, 

Mr.  J;  CH  AMBERLAI^'  r  I  do  not  wish  j 
to  purs  u  J    this   controversy  further,  Mr  J 
Speaker,  but  it  is  impossihle  to  overlook! 
the  fact  that  the  hon.  Meml:»er  stated  inl 
this  speech  that  he  would  put  the  evicted  j 
tenants  as  near  their  farms  as  he  possibly! 
could  ;  that  \s  to  .say,  that  he   expressi?d  [ 
the    inti-ntion   of   doing    that  which   he  I 
knew  must  lead  to   Imd   consequences.  I 
But  when  the  hon.   Member   says  thatj 
I  accused  him  of  doing  things  which  ha 
knew  \'fcould  lead  to  murder,   1   beg  io\ 
point  out  tij  him  that  wliat  I  said  will  j 
not  bear  so  serious  an  interpretation  i 
that.      But  1  do  say  that  his  language  j 
elearly  means  that  illegal  practices  would! 
follow   at  some   time   or   other,   to   th*s 
injury   of    the    tenants    who   ti3ok   the 
evicted  farms  ;  and  I   repeat  that,  after 
knowing  wluvt  the  rcsultti  of  placing  the . 
old  tenants  as  near  a«  p>ssible  to  the  new  ] 
tenants  on  those  farms  would  be,  he  con- 
tinued to  support  tliat  course  of  action. 
I  pass  on,  and  dirt^ct  the  attention  of  the  ' 
House  to  a  speech  made  by  the  late  Mr. 
Biggar    at    a    banquet     given    to    Mr. 
Parnell,   and   in  which   Mr.  Biggar  re-  i 
ferred  to  Hartraann,  hut  from  which  I 
will  not  quote  uidess  the  House  desires 
me  Ui  do   so.     There  is   also  a   speech 
made  by  Boyton,  to  which  reference  has 
been  made.      Boyton  t^^ld  the  people  that 
they  should  shoot  the  huidioi^ls  as  game, 
and  that  if  the  poUee  came  at  night,  and 
frightened   their  wives   and    daughters, 
they  could  blow  out  their  brains  if  they 
had  an  old  mnsket  or  a  pistol.     It  was 
said  the  other  day  by  an  hon.  Member 
that  it  was  extremely  unfair  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  to  make  him  answer- 
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able  for  the  wild  language  or  statements 
of  every  person  connected  with  the 
League  or  on  the  outskirts  of  the  move- 
ment. Certainly  it  is.  But  is  it  pre- 
tended that  Boyton  was  a  person  of  that 
kind?  Boyton  was  one  of  the  leading 
organisers  of  the  League.  He  is  thought 
of  sufficient  importance  to  have  his 
speeches  reported  verbatim ;  and  I  ask, 
is  it  conceivable  that  a  man  like  Boyton 
could  make  speeches  of  the  sort  I  have 
referred  to,  speeches  which  were  fre- 
quently repeated,  and  that  attracted  a 
great  deal  of  attention  at  the  time,  with- 
out the  leaders  of  the  League  being 
aware  of  the  fact  ?  I  say  it  is  impossible 
to  conceive  that  hon.  Members  and  the 
whole  of  the  executive  of  the  League 
were  ignorant  of  the  character  of  the 
speeches  being  made  by  Boyton  and 
others,  and,  if  they  were  not  ignorant  of 
4;hem,  then  they  are  proved  to  be  guilty 
of  connivance  with  crime.  But  I  go  to 
a  much  more  important  speaker,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bast  Mayo.  Now,  Mr. 
Dillon  made  a  speech,  not  at  the  time  of 
the  outrages,  not  in  1882,  but  in  1888, 
in  cold  blood,  after  the  Home  Rule  Bill 
liad  been  introduced,  and  after  a  better 
feeling — as  it  is  said — had  sprung  up 
between  the  two  countries.     He  says — 

**  I  have  been  for  nine  3*earB  now  engaged  in 
this  struggle,  and  if  any  man  asks  me  what 
was  it  that  won,  sj  far  as  I  could  answer  with- 
out hesitation— it  was  keeping  the  farms  empty. 
Li  the  landlords  had  found  it  possible,  during 
these  nine  years,  to  let  every  evicted  farm, 
5'ou  would  never  have  had  the  Land  Bill  at  all. 
I'hose  wlio  went  before  us  tried  good  means 
•and  they  tried  bad  means,  too;  and  there  never 
was  the  slightest  success  until  we  hit  upon  the 
dodge  of  making  it  too  hot  for  the  man  who 
took  his  neighbours'  land.'* 

Wow  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  that  ex- 
pression. Mr.  Dillon  said  that  he  "  had 
iiit  upon  the  dodge  of  making  it  too  hot." 
My  right  hon.  Friends  on  this  side  of 
the  House  have  complained  that  the 
charges  of  which  hon.  Members  opposite 
were  acquittad  were  infamous  and  dis- 
honouring charges,  which,  if  proved, 
would  have  shown  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  to  be  a  liar,  a  coward,  a  hypocrite, 
and  a  muixierer.  Why,  what  was  the 
charge  against  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork?  What  was  the  worst  of  the 
forged  lettars  ?  It  was  a  letter  in  which 
Mr.  Parnell  was  charged  with  having 
urged  that  some  one  should  "make  it 
hot    for    old    Forster."      I    remember 


referring  to  that  in  the  debate  on  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  and  I  said  it 
seemed  to  me  it  was  capable  of  bearing 
a  much  less  serious  interpretation  than 
had  been  put  upon  it.  But  if  hon. 
Members  thought  that  the  charge  was 
infamous  and  dishonouring  when  it  was 
brought  J^inst  Mr.  Parnell,  what  do 
they  think  when  it  is  proved  against 
Mr.  Dillon  ?  Now  what'is  the  finding  of 
the  Judges  upon  this  matter?  They 
say — 

**  No  proof  has  been  given,  and  we  do  not 
believe,  that  there  was  any  intention  on  the  part 
of  the  respondents  or  any  of  them  to  procure 
any  murder  or  murder  in  general  to  be  com- 
mitted, and  further,  we  believe  that  even  those 
of  them  who  have  used  the  most  dangerous 
language  did  not  intend  to  cause  the  perpetra- 
tion of  murder.  But,  while  we  acquit  the 
respondents  of  having  directly  or  intentionally 
incited  to  murder,  we  find  that  the  speeches 
made  in  which  land-grabbers  and  other 
offenders  agaiost  the  League  were  denounced 
as  traitots,  and  as  being  as  bad  as  informers — 
the  urging  young  men  to  procure  arms  and  the 
dissemination  of  the  newspapers  above  referred 
to — had  the  effect  of  causing  an  excitable 
peasantry  to  carry  out  the  laws  of  the  Land 
League,  even  by  assassination. " 

I  do  not  think  that  that  is  a  judgment 
which  the  House  will  t!hink  errs  on  the 
side  of  severity.  But  it  is  impossible 
that  you  can  deal  with  some  of  these 
findings  and  take  no  notice  of  others  such 
as  this.  It  is  said  that  the  others  are  of 
less  importance  ;  there  is  the  dissemina- 
tion of  newspapers,  the  indiscriminate 
defence  of  prisoners,  and  the  payment 
of  parsons  injured  in  the  commission  of 
outrage.  But  these  amount  to  condona- 
tion and  connivance  ;  and  I  say,  therefore, 
that  these  serious  charges,  though  less 
serious  than  those  of  which  they  have 
been  acquitted,  which  have  been  proved 
against  hon.  Members  opposite,  cannot  be 
passed  over  without  any  notice  being 
taken  of  them.  But  then  there  is 
another  argument  It  is  said  that  these 
offences  may  be  proved,  but  that  there 
is  palliation  and  extenuation  for  them. 
We  are  told  that  we  ought  to  take  into 
account  the  wrongs  and  misery  of  Ire- 
land, and  the  valuable  result  in  the  way 
of  legislation  obtained  by  agitation.  I 
am  willing  to  admit  the  force  of  these 
arguments,  but  they  are  outside  the 
present  question.  I  say  that  the  wrongs 
and  misery  of  Ireland  might  have  justified 
agitation — they  did  justify  agitation — and 
even  might  have  been  an  excuse  for  insur- 
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pectin n  ;  hut  they  cannot  justify  outrage, 
and  it  is  this  thnt  makes  the  distinction 
between  the  ajfit^tion  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  and  those  of  Brij^ht  and  Cohden 
and  the  reform  agitations.  In  previous 
years  you  may  have  had  outbursts  of  popu- 
lar violence,  but  never  before  did  yon  have 
an  organised  system  of  intimidation 
leading  to  crime.  I  think  we  are  bound 
to  make  this  prot  st,  and  to  say  that 
assassination  and  outrage  of  the  charact^*r 
described  are  things  which  even  an  in- 
jured people  have  no  right  to  employ. 
Mr.  Davit t  has  pointed  out  that  his 
hands,  at  all  events,  are  absolutely  clean 
in  tliis  matt:?r»  and  in  his  speeches  and  in 
his  address  to  the  Commissioners  he  has 
pointed  out  that  these  outrages  were  not 
only  condemnahle  and  were  condemned 
by  him,  but  thrit  they  were  positively 
mjurious  to  the  agitation.  With  regard 
to  the  argument  that  we  should  tjike  into 
account  the  result,  I  admit  that  the  Ijand 
Bill  could  not  have  been  passed  without 
agitation,  but  1  say  that  it  did  not  need 
crime  and  outrage  in  order  to  pass  the 
Land  Bill  or  to  back  up  the  agitation. 
What  we  complain  of  is  crime  and 
outmge,  and  not  agitation.  Then  it  is 
said  tliat  all  theso  things  are  ancient 
histi3ry,and  do  not  go  beyond  the  charges 
which  were  made  by  Mr.  Forester  in  this 
House,  or  even  those  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Geo  tie  men  the  Membar  for  Mid 
Lothian  and  the  Member  for  Derby. 
That  is  true,  perfectly  true,  and  I  believe 
that  while  every  sensational  calumny 
Bupplemented  beyond  what  ray  right 
hon.  Friends  alleged  has  failed,  their 
original  charges  have  been  sustained. 
But  when  we  made  thes.>  charges,  aud 
asked  the  House  to  pass  stringent  Ct:>er- 
cion  Acts  on  the  ground  that  these  charges 
were  true,  we  did  not  think  they  were 
trivial  and  enial,  and  if  they  were  not 
then,  what  has  occurred  sinc^  th  it  time 
to  make  them  so  now  ]  We  said  then 
that  crime  and  outrage  were  illegitimate 
weap  )ns  of  agitation,  and  that  incitement 
to  intimidation,  however  innocent  in  in- 
tention, was  wnmg.  Why  shonld  we 
not  have  the  same  thing  now  ;  and  if  wo 
are  called  upjn  to  vot^;  upon  these  find- 
ings, why  shonld  we  not  say  so  now  ? 
There  is  only  this  difference  between 
then  and  now.  At  that  time  it  might 
have  been  said  that  these  grave  cliarges 
had  been  put  forward  by  political  oppo- 
nents— certiiinly  by  persons  of  different 
Mr,  J.  Cfiamherlain 


political  txinvictions.  Now  they 
made  on  the  authority  of  a  jndici 
tribunal  and  proved,  and  I  say  that 
will  be  a  supreme  advantage  of  tl 
Commission  that  in  the  future  it  will 
impos*^ible  for  the  leaders  of  any  agit 
tion,  situated  as  hon»  Members  below  tl 
Gangway,  to  ignore,  or  to  pretend 
ignore,  the  ccmsequences  of  action  i 
language  which  have  been  oonclnsive! 
proved  and  reconied  against  them 

(5,43.)  MR.WHITBREAD(Bedfora 
We  who  have  been  accustomed  to  tJi 
right  hon»  Gentleman's  hioid  stat^men* 
and  clearly  reiisoned  arguments  maj 
have  been  struck  with  the  evidence  thi 
he  lalKJured  somewhat  in  the  task  he  hi 
just  completed.  I  should  have  thongl 
he  would  have  addi'essed  himself,  if  on] 
for  a  few  roinutes,  to  the  speec 
from  the  noble  I^ord  opposite  (hot 
Randolph  Churchill),  a  speech  for  which 
venture  to  say  everyone  who  values  C< 
stitutional  rights  and  public  liberty  wi 
thank  the  noble  Lord.  I  wish  the  nob 
Ixlrd<^  instead  of  D^iitenting  himself  wit 
a  written  prot  'st  to  the  leader  of  tl 
House,  had  boldly  faced  obloquy  wh 
the  Commission  Bill  wns  under  discu 
sion  and  hnd  spoken  openly  in  th 
House.  We,  who,  sitting  here  day 
day,  felt  that  base  injustice  was  bei 
done  to  Colleagues  by  that  Bill,  and  we: 
stung  into  uarmth  of  language,  wou 
gladly  have  availed  ourselves  of  tl 
noble  Lord's  assistance,  and  with  it 
might  have  been  able  tAi  have  done  sora 
thmg  to  avert  what  we  believe  has  be 
a  great  blot  on  the  hist<iry  of  Parli 
ment.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentlera^ 
who  has  just  spoken  does  not  seem  to  I 
vei-y  clear  us  to  what  it  is  the  Governrae 
are  asking  us  to  do.  He  makes  light 
the  Motion  of  the  leader  of  the  Hou; 
and  treats  the  words  of  it  as  of  no  si 
nificance  whatever.  Sir,  tin's  is  the  fit 
time,  so  far  as  I  know,  tlmt  the  languaj 
of  a  railway  shareholders'  meeting  hi 
been  brought  into  the  proceedings  of  t 
House  of  Commons.  I  do  not  knc 
what,  in  Parliamentary  phn^seology, 
the  meaning  cf  the  words  *^i\dopt  tl 
Rzjport."  I  must  go  into  cc»mmerci 
undertakings  in  relation  to  which 
expression  is  used  io  understand 
meaning.  I  should  like  Ut  a,8k  the  rig] 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  wert?  chairman 
a  great  railway  comjjany  and  movi 
adoptinn  of  the  Report  at  a  meeti 
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that  motion  was  accepted  unanimpusly 
by  the  shareholders,  whether  he  would 
not  consider  himself  whitewashed  in 
regard  to  every  proposal  in  that  Re- 
port, and  whether  he  would  admit  the 
right  of  any  shareholder  at  a  future  time 
to  claim  that  he  had  not  intended  to 
assent  to  any  particular  itsm  in  the 
Report  ?  The  leader  of  the  House  and 
the  Grovernment  might  have  used  the 
old-fashioned  language,  "That  this 
Report  be  entered  upon  tha  Journals ;" 
but  instead  of  doing  this  the  Government 
ask  the  House  to  commit  itsalf  to  every 
word  in  the  Report.  In  fact,  as  the 
noble  Lord  has  said,  the  Government  have 
embarked  on  an  un-Constitutional  course 
and  must  go  through  with  it.  There 
has  been  no  Broadhsad  on  those  Benches 
revealed  by  the  Commission,  and  it  is 
necessary  to  put  a  bold  face  on  the 
matter.  We  have  had  trotted  out  the 
old  complaint  that  the  Members  from 
Ireland  did  not  denounce  outrage, 
and  did  not  assist  in  the  detection  of 
crime.  On  this  side  we  are  not  going 
to  shrink  from  or  to  shirk  any  particular 
in  this  Report ;  where  we  find  anything 
to  condemn  we  will  condemn  it ;  where 
we  find  anything  that  should  be  fairly 
urged  in  palliation  of  some  of  the 
ofEences  committed  we  will  urge  it.  I 
would  ask  the  House  in  f  limess  to  look 
back  and  see  whether  we  have  given  the 
Irish  Members  much  encouragement  to 
condemn  crime.  Has  the  Press  of 
England  ever  found  room  for  hearty 
condemnation  of  crime  uttered  by  an 
Irishman  in  Ireland  ?  How  many  men 
in  England  have  ever  heard  of  that 
remarkable  statement  of  Mr.  Davitt's 
condemning  outrages  on  cattle  ?  How 
many  men  ever  heard  of  it  until  it  was 
brought  out  before  the  Commission? 
No.  Every  word  uttered  in  Ireland, 
Australia,  or  America,  which  sounded 
like  encouragement  to  outrage  was 
reported,  bat  the  columns  of  the  Press 
were  closed  to  anything  like  condemna- 
tion of  outrages.  No  pains  were  taken  to 
discern  any  bright  ray  that  might  penetrate 
the  dark  future  of  af^irs  in  Ireland. 
The  Press  of  England  was  closed 
to  the  hearty  condemnation  by  Irish- 
men of  outrage,  nor  did  it  cast  one 
bright  i*ay  on  the  dark  picture  of  the 
conduct  of  Irish  af&iirs.  This  was  a 
time  when  the  hand  of  England  waa  laid 
heavily  on  Ireland  ;  when  Irish  Members 


were  imprisoned  in  the  gaols  of  their 
own  country,  when  they  were  scouted  in. 
this  House ;  and  when  Parliament  was- 
engaged  in  altering  its  Rules  of  Pro- 
cedurCj  with  no  other  object  than  that  it 
might  get  control  over  them.  It  waa 
under  these  circumstances,  when  the 
hand  of  almost  every  Englishman 
and  every  Scotchman  was  against  them, 
when  they  had  hardly  a  friend  to  give 
them  a  smile  or  countenance,  except, 
perhaps,  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  wa» 
formerly  Member  for  Newcastle — it  waa 
when  they  were  coming  fresh  from 
prison  that  they  were  asked  to  do,  what  l 
Why,  that  which  is  an  unpardonable  sin 
in  Ireland — to  turn  informers  for  the 
Government  against  their  own  fellow- 
countrymen.  It  is  easy  to  talk  of  the. 
detection  of  crime  in  England,  where  a 
man  employed  in  such  work  has  the 
whole  body  of  his  countrymen  at  his  bfick. 
But  it  is  a  very  different  state  of  thinga 
in  Ireland — a  sad  state  of  things,  deeply 
to  be  deplored,  though  it  is  the  natural 
outcome  of  90  years  of  Union  and  of 
coercion.  Though  we  always  denied 
that  the  Commission  could  settle  anything 
of  a  political  nature,  we  were  prepared 
to  take  the  verdict  of  the  Commissioners 
upon  questions  which  could  properly  be 
submitted  to  them.  Among  those  ques* 
tions  was  the  question  of  the  letters,  and 
direct  charges  against  hon.  Member* 
sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House,  that 
were  capable  of  proof  or  disproof.  The 
right  hoQ.  Gentleman  says  it  was  the  Irish 
Members  themselves  who  caused  the  Com- 
mission, but  he  forgot  to  add  that  but  for. 
the  publication  of  the  letters  in  the  Times, 
and  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
through  their  Attorney  General  with 
regard  to  those  letters,  the  Irish  Members 
would  never  have  demanded  an  inquiry. 
Thes3  were  the  matters  which  they 
regarded  as  of  vital  importance,  and  on 
which  we  desired  that  the  Irish  Member* 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  clearing 
their  character.  These  were  the  matters, 
which  were  admitted,  at  that  time,  to  be 
the  principal  part  of  the  charge  against 
them.  I  will  quote  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  last  addressed 
us.  He  told  us  in  sq  many  words  that 
if  the  letters  were  successfully  proved  1e 
be  forgeries,  they  would  not,  in  hia 
opinion,  get  the  public  to  attend  to  the 
finding  of  many  of  the  other  charges.  I 
remember  my    right  hon.  Friend  went 
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weiy  raucli  further  than  that,  because  he 
stud  ha  did  not  sec  why  tho  Gove  mm  en  t 
should  stickle  in  the  matter.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  ALember  for  West 
Birmingham  said — 

**  I  a^xee  with  tho  hoi.  Member  for  Old- 
ham thnt  these  letters  con Rti lute  the  principal 
of  these  charges^  and  no  inquiry  would  be 
imtiflfactory  which  did  not  jfive  a  principal 
place  in  that  inquiry  to  an  examination  into 
the  authenticity  of  thcso  letleri**  If  they 
should  be  succe^nfally  shown  to  he  base 
forgeries,  all  the  rest  of  the  case  would  be 
iso  prejudiced  that  I  much  doubt  whether  the 
public  will  pay  much  attention  to  it," 

AlE.  J.  CHjOIBERLAIN  :  Read  oa. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD:  I  am  afraid  I 
have  not  the  whole  of  the  speech  here, 
but  further  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
4ijaid— 

**  What  I  mean  is  thia.  It  may  be  «uid  on 
behalf  of  hoa.  Members^  *  Wo  do  not  want 
this  inquiry  to  last  for  ao  indefinite  time,  and 
therefore  we  do  not  want  to  go  into  mere 
offenccB  against  property,  into  boycotting,  and 
matters  of  lliat  kind.  They  are  illegAl,  they  are 
crimes  ia  a  technical  aenne,  but  they  are  not  the 
aort  of  crimes  into  which  in«\uiry  ih  now  de- 
manded/ Well,  exclude  them  by  all  means.  I 
think  roattcr^^  of  that  «ort  would  be  altogether 
irrelevant  to  I  he  main  object  of  the  inquiry,  and 
I  do  not  see  why  the  inquiry  should  not  be  con- 
fined to  general  ch^rgei  of  real  import^ince 
affecting  complicity  with  ciirae  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, and  with  crime  of  personal  violence  and 
outrage/' 

Mr,  J.  CHAMBERLAIK :  Now  vend 
the  next.  My  hon.  Friend  hns  read  the 
beginning  of  the  sentence  which  1 
wished  him  to  refer  to,  and  it  ends  by 
raying — 

♦*  If  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  say, 
*  We  shall  be  saliijHed  if  you  propose  to  inquire 
ioto  the  charges  of  the  Timet ^  into  our  con- 
nivance with  crime,  into  our  complicity  with 
<aime,  into  our  condonation  of  ciifiie,'  it 
appears  to  me  we  ought  not  to  stickle," 

That  is  exactly  what  we  have  been 
inquiring  into  now. 

Mb.  WHITBREAD :  I  was  quotingthe 
woi^a  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  order 
to  show  that  they  merely  desired  inquiry 
into  the  question  of  the  authenticity  of 
the  letters  which  had  so  struck  the 
public  mind,  not  desiring  to  place  the 
non,  Meml>er  for  Cork  and  his  friends  in 
ttie  pillory,  to  go  through  an  exertion 
which  would  have  taken  years  of  their 
lives,  and  to  be  put  not  only  to  enorjnous 
cost,  but  also  to  the  greatest  personal 
inconvenience*  But  are  w*e  to  say  nothing 
about  tho  libel/  Are  we  to  leave  the 
libel  by  the  Times  where  the  Judges  left 
Mr,  Whitbread 


it  ?     Are   we    to   be   content   with   the  I 
language  that  they  used,  if  I  remember  j 
rightly,    when     they     were     asked     by  I 
counsel  to  express  some  opinion  upon  tho] 
question   of  the  forgery  ']     Are  we  to  ' 
content  to  say  with  them  that  the  with- 
drawal of  these  letterB»  and  the  circum- 
stances tinder  which  they  were  withdrawn  J 
speak  for  themselves  f    That  is  a  mild^ 
way  of  putting  it.  I  must  say  I  think  w^hen  ^ 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  observes  that  the] 
langu'fige  of  the  Report  is  equally  balanced] 
ijetween  the  two  Parties,  that  he  will  not] 
find    two   men    inside    or    outside    tbisi 
House   who  will  agree   w^itli  him.     Thaj 
language  be^irs  hardly  wherever  there  ia  j 
condemnation  of   Irish   Members,  and  itj 
passes  light  as  air  over  every  one  of  tho  j 
offences  wliicsh  the  Times  has  committed. 
I  have  no  doubt   that  the    Judges  had  J 
good  ground  for  so  treating  the  matter. 
Thej^  treated  the  charge  as  against  onoj 
l^arty  only.     But  the  House  of  Coramona 
has  to  direct  its  mind  t*i  b«:)th  sides.  And( 
in  e<jn  side  ring  the  gra>Tty  of  tlie  oflrenceai 
wliich  this  newspaper  lavA  committed,  do  J 
let  me  ask  the  attention  of  the  House  to  J 
the  persistency   with  w^hich  they   wer 
perpetrated.     Was  there  ever  such  per- 
sistency   in    publishing   a  libel  ?     Were 
ever   such   pains    taken    to    disseminate 
such  foul  and  scandalous  chanres  ?    From 
April    19th,    1887,    to   FebiWy   27th,J 
1889,  two  days  after  Richard  Pigott  difi 
appeared,    the    Times   had  in  the    most! 
prominent    jiosition    tliat   advertisement 
with    which    we    are    all    so  familiar 
**  Parnelhsm   and    Crime,    with  the  /ac^ 
simile  of  the  alleged   letter  of  Mr,   Par- 
uell  on  the  Pha^nix  Park  murders.'^  Od^ 
would  have  thought  that  at  least  wheii'^ 
the  Commission  was  appointed,  and  the 
matter  was  sub  jndice,  the  Times  would 
have  had  the  good  sense  and  the  good 
taste  to  cease  publishing  that  j^aragraph. 
But  not  a  bit  of  it.     On  February   l6thJ 
1889,  nine  days  before  the  actual  disap- 
pearance of  the  forger,  the  Times  speciallj 
called  the  attention  of  their  readers  to  a" 
large  jage  oifac  siniUe  letters.     Did  the 
Times  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
men the  T'iiiu's'  counsel  not  know  at  thai| 
time  that   these   letters  were  unreliable 
evidence  1  Did  they  not  know  at  that  time 
they  could  not  depend  upon  them  ?    Had 
they  not  heard  at  that  time   the  solemn 
assurance  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
that    the   letters   were    forgeries?     Did 
they  not  know  tlmt  their  own  witness 
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dajred  not  go  iuto  the  box  ?  Yet  to  pre- 
pare the  minds  of  the  public  for  that 
expert  evidence  which  was  to  ba  put  in, 
the  sheet  of  /ac  simile  letters  was  pub 
lifihed.  I  think  it  was  malignant  that 
they  should  have  continued  at  that  time 
what  they  had  been  keeping  for  two  years 
before  the  public.  One  good  thing  has 
resultad  from  this  deplorable  case — the 
pard  of  the  mysterious,  well-cloaked, 
stranger  possessed  of  secret  information 
is  pretty  well  played  out  for  one  genera- 
tion, at  least.  I  am  not  quite  sure 
whether  the  offer  of  the  Times  is  opan  to 
anyone  in  America  who  will  swear 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and 
his  friends.  I  am  not  quite  sure 
whether  the  solicitor  for  the  Times  has 
fitill  the  loan  of  that  warders'  key  which 
enables  him  to  go  into  any  cell  of  Dart- 
moor or  Millbank.  Bat  this  I  do  know, 
thsit  if  at  any  future  time  another  set  of 
documents  is  required  to  incriminate 
public  men  the  world  will  want  answers 
to  these  questions — "  Where  did  you  get 
fehem  from?  How  and  under  what 
circumstances  did*  you  get  them  ?  From 
whom  ?  When  ]  For  how  much  ?  With 
what  money?  Supplied  by  whom?"  Some 
of  these  questions  have  been  answered  in 
the  matter  of  the  letters  of  the  TimsSy  but 
some  remain  unanswered,  and  wi  I  have 
to  be  answered  some  day.  The  Govern- 
ment lie  under  a  very  serious  obliga- 
tion to  the  Membars  for  Ireland,  for 
it  was  the  action  of  the  Government 
that  caused  the  delay  before  the  letters 
could  be  proved  to  be  forgeries.  It  was 
aolely  tlie  action  of  the  Government  which 
prevanted  these  forgeries  being  exploded 
long  before.  More  than  once  the 
Government  were  asked  to  grant  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry,  and  on  each  occasion 
they  replied  **  Go  to  a  Court  of  Justice." 
Before  this  Government  had  anything 
to  say  to  it,  this  House,  as  we  knew  it, 
was  a  Court  of  Justice  to  which  the 
humblest  of  its  Members  could  appeal. 
But  you  have  changed  all  that.  You 
asked  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
to  clear  himself  in  a  Court  of 
Justice.  There  was  something  plausible 
in  that  at  the  time.  Although  the 
refusal  of  the  Government  amounted  to 
withholding  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  what  was  his  Constitutional  right, 
there  was  at  first  some  plausibility  in 
the  suggestion  that  ho  should  betake 
himself  to  a  Court  of  Law,  but  after  the 


trial  "  O'Donnell  v.  Walter  "  such  a  sug- 
gestion could  no  longer  be  urged 
innocently.  After  that  trial  it  became 
manifest  that  had  the  hon.  Member 
gone  to  a  Law  Court  he  would  have  been 
in  this  position.  The  Attorney  General 
would  have  opened  his  whole  case 
as  to  the  letters,  but  he  would  have 
declined  to  produce  Pigott.  W^^  would 
have  produced  the  letters  showing 
that  they  came  from  ^^the  confederate 
of  the  man  Charles  Stewart  Par 
nell  ? "  Where  did  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  get  that  expression  from? 
Houston  would  have  been  the  available 
witness — Houston  who  received  thanks 
for  the  services  he  had  rendered — and 
he  would  have  told  the  tale  with  his  lips, 
and  with  not  one  scrap  of  paper  in  his 
possession  to  aid  him.  I  ask  any  lawyer 
versed  in  criminal  practice  how  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  could  have  proved  the 
letters  to  be  forgeries  when  he  could  not 
have  got  at  the  man  from  whom  they 
had  been  procured  1  There  would  have 
been  on  the  one  side  the  hon.  Member's 
unsupported  assertion  that  the  letters 
were  forgeries,  and  on  the  other  the 
experts*  evidence  and  the  corroborative 
evidence  of  your  Delaney.  The  sugges- 
tion that  the  hon.  Member  should  have 
adopted  this  course  is  farcical.  And  after 
the  manner  in  which  the  trial  of 
"  0*Donnell  v,  Walter  "  was  conducted,  it 
could  not  have  been  put  forward  honestly 
as  a  proper  solution  of  the  question.  If 
the  mere  statement  of  tlie  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  that  the  letters  were  forgeries 
was  so  likely  to  find  acceptance  with  12 
London  jurymen,  surely  it  ought  to  have 
found  acceptance  in  this  House.  Never 
have  I  heard  a  more  solemn  denial  than 
that  given  in  this  House  by  the  hon. 
Member*  for  Cork.  The  hon.  Member 
said — 

"  I  denounce  that  letter  as  an  absolute  for- 
gerj'.  I  never  wrote  it ;  I  never  signed  it ; 
1  never  authorised  it  to  be  written  ;  1  never 
saw  it.'* 

Has  that  bold  and  direct  denial  found 
credence  in  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
It  has  not  been  believed  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  and  is  it  more  likely  to  be 
believed  by  a  jury  whose  prejudices  can  be 
appealed  t^  ?  To  tell  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  to  go  to  a  Court  of  Law  was  a  cruel 
mockery.  We  heard  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  ask  what 
is  the  dilEerence  between  a  Committee 


bpe&ia 


Jominusxon 


{COmiONS} 


(1S88)  Mfiport 


and  a  Commission.  I  will  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  two  words— where 
the  Commission  left  off  inquiring",  there 
ft  Committee  w^onld  have  g^one  on,  I 
Bay  this,  that  if  you  are  ti  inquire  up  to 
condemnation  point,  and  there  erect  a 
screen  beyond  which  you  cannot  search, 
and,  in  addition,  if  you  are  to  make  the 
leaders  responsible  for  the  fiction  of  their 
most  obscure  and  remotest  followers, 
thea  I  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  leaders  in  the  Reform  a<ritaiion,  the 
Cora  Law  agitation,  and  every  other 
popular  movement  that  \ii\s  ever  iikeu 
placa  would  n<jt  have  escaped  censure, 
and  severe  censure.  Had  a  Committee 
been  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
charges  made  against  the  hun.  Member 
for  Cork  and  his  friends  it  would  have 
gone  into  the  circiimsl^ances  of  the  time 
and  the  country,  and  the  whole  history 
of  Iraland  for  the  last  20  years.  It 
would  have  paid  duo  attention  to  the 
rejection  of  the  Compensation  for  Dis- 
turbance Bill,  and  would  have  passed 
judgment  respecting  wholesale  evictions 
heartlessly  carried  out.  It  would  have 
recognised  that  in  Ireland  there  always 
has  b^en  a  wild  feeling  of  revenge  ready 
to  spring  irito  action;  and  that,  at  least, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  his  friends 
deserve  thanks  for  having  disciplined  the 
rugged  ])ea8antry  of  the  South  and  West, 
The  Timt»  made  minute  and  searching 
inquiry,  Vjut  I  presume  they  looked  at 
all  those  charges  through  a  magnifying 
glass,  until  the  more  heinous  they 
appeared  the  more  the  Times  were 
inclined  to  Ix^lieve  that  those  letters  were 
just  the  sort  of  coramunicatioa  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  w<iuld  have  w  ritten.  Now, 
let  me  say  a  word  or  two  about  the 
action  of  the  Attorney  General. 
I  want  to  know  what  ^inquiry 
he  made?  Because  his  acti<tn  in 
this  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  the 
appointment  of  the  Commissiuu.  It 
was  the  confident  tone  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemen,  when  he  said  he  was 
prepared  to  prove  the  whole  case  that 
he  \i\u\  opened,  that  the  evidence  was 
ready  when  wanted,  that  made  the  p<Ti8i' 
tion  of  hon.  Memliers  on  these  Benches 
intolerable.  I  know  that  tlte  Attorney 
General  says  now  tliat  h  j  w  us  speaking, 
not  liis  own  opinion,  but  from  instruc- 
tions. I  deny  his  right  to  speak  in  this 
House  from  instructions.  The  great  abili. 
ties  and  chamcter  of  the  hon.  and 
Mr.  WJiitbread 


learned  Gentleman  have  placed  liim  in  a»l 
exalted  position,  but    in    this    matter  he 
has    no  more  right  to    shelter    himself 
liehind  that  plea   than  I   hft%v.     WheHil 
we    enter  these    doors    we    have    equal | 
rights.       There  is  no  distinction   of  per 
sons   here,    and   we  all    speak  under  the 
same    limitations  and  with  the  same  res-I 
ponsibili ties,  and  the  hon.   and   learned  j 
Gentleman       is       as       much      boundf 
as     I      should     be     hound,     to      have! 
solid      ground      and     jus  till  coition     fori 
charges   made    against    his    Colleagues^ 
It  seems  to  me  that  the   position  of  therl 
hon.  and  learned    Gentleman  has    coni- 
|ilicated  the  issue  very  much.      At  one  J 
time  he  is  counsel  in  tbe  case.     As  suchl 
I  admit  hia  right  to  speak  from  instr 
tions.      But     then      he      comes     het'e^l 
and    is   the    Attorney    General    of   the 
Government  :  I  might  say  the  Attoniey 
General  of  the  Hout^e,  for  he    is   obhgedj 
to  receive  instructions   from    the   Ho  us 
ns  well   as    from    the  GovemmenL     Iii| 
addition  to  all  this  he    is  a   Member  of 
Parliament,  but  he  seems    to   have   fori 
gotten  when  he  made   such   charges  aa 
these  agninst  some  of  his  Colleagues  that! 
he  was  bound  Ui  satisfy  himself   that   he 
could  prove  them.     What  would  lie  said 
of  me,  or  of  any  other  Member,  if  1  or  ha 
brought  a  charge  of  the  grossest  corrup-l 
tion     against     the      hon.    and    learned 
Gentleman,  and  when  brought  t<i   book 
said,  **  Oh  !  a  very  respectable  solicitor  of 
my  acquaintance  told  me  it  was  so.      Ho 
said  he  got  it  from  a  man  he  met  in   the 
street,  l>ut  did  not  know  anything   about 
him.     He  told  it  to  me,  however,  and 
just  p  sscd    it    on.'*     8h<nild    1   escape 
under  such  circumstances  tbe  just  iudig'^ 
ufltiou  and  severe   condemnation   of  the 
House  for  adopting   such    a    course   of 
conduct  ?     I  ventui'e  to  assert   that   th€ 
hon,     and     learned      Gentleman      ha 
alifi«:>lutdly    no    other  rights  than    thos« 
possessed  by  all  Members  of  this  House  J 
He  might    have   kept   silence^     I  knov 
that  he  was  attacked,  and  that    question^ 
were  asked  of  him,  but  if  he  had  meant 
to   shelter  himself    behind  the    plea   of 
instructions,    he  should  have  used  that 
plea  in  a  Court  of  Justice,  and  not  on  the 
tloor  of  this  House.      But    perhaps    the 
experience  we  have  had  in  this  case  will 
gu  a  long  way  towards  clearing  up  the 
dilliculty   which   many  of  us  have  lonfl 
seen  surrounding  the  habit  of   allowir 
the   Attorney  General    to   take   privat 
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practice.  Now,  I  sliould  like  to  ask  what 
is  the  rule  of  the  Bar  about  a  counsel 
satisfying  himself  on  matters  of  such 
grave  importance  ?  Is  it  true  that, 
in  the  matter  of  making  such  awful 
charges^  and  particularly  against  the. 
colleagues  of  the  counsel  who  would  have  ' 
to  sustain  them,  it  is  not  the  duty  of 
the  counsel  personally  to  satisfy  himself 
that  the  evidence  is  sufficient  to  support 
those  charges  ?  I  cannot  believe  it 
is  true  that  a  counsel  is  bound 
only  to  take  instructions  from  a 
solicitor,  and  that  he  is  not  bound  in 
such  a  matter  to  make  inquiries  for  him- 
self of  those  who  are  instructing  him. 
If  it  were  true,  I  fear  that  many  men 
would  hesitate  to  link  themselves  with 
the  noble  profession ;  but  I  am  satisfied  | 
that  it  cannot  be  the  case  that  counsel  is  ab- 
solved from  that  duty  as  completely  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  wishes  us  to 
believe  that  he  is  in  this  matter.  Now 
the  Government  have  been  closely  con- 
nected with  this  Commission.  They  have 
done  all  they  could  to  assist  the  Times  in 
this  inquiry.  If  they  deny  that,  I  would 
ask  them  to  point  to  one  single  step  that 
by  any  possibility  they  could  have  taken 
to  assist  the  Times  which  they  have  not 
taken,  and  tiJcen  over  and  over  again. 
No;  we  had  the  frank  admission  last 
night  from  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land that  he  had  done  all  in  his  power 
to  aid  the  inquiry,  and  that  he  would  be 
ashamed  of  himself  if  he  had  not  — ^ — 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  stated  last 
night,  and  I  say  again,  that  I  did  every- 
thing in  ray  power  to  aid  the  inquiry, 
and  that  I  gave  every  facility  to  the 
Times  I  legitimately  could,  and  every 
facility  to  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will,  I  hope,  not  think  that  1 
am  wilfully  misquoting  him;  but  the 
words  I  have  given  I  took  from  the 
Tim£8  this  morning,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  added  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
every  citizen  to  aid  to  the  best  of  his 
ability  the  inquiry  before  the  Com- 
mission. 

•Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD :  But  what  hap- 
pened before  the  Commission  ?  There 
were  two  parties  to  the  inquiry ;  which 
party  did  they  aid,  and  to  whom  was  the 
aid  given  ? 


•Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :   It  was  given 
to  the  Commission. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD :  That  statement 
reminds  me  strongly  of  the  statement  of 
the  Times  counsel^  that  he  did  not  make 
any  charges.  In  whose  interests  were 
convicts  brought  from  Ireland  to  be 
examined  before  the  Commission?  In 
whos3  interests  were  the  files  of  the 
Home  Office  ransacked,  and  the  Police 
Inspectors  brought  away  from  their 
duties  in  Ireland  and  crowded  about 
the  Courts  here  ?  You  will  have  a  hard 
task  to  persuade  the  people  of  this 
country  that  all  this  was  done  to  aid  that 
abstraction  called  "  the  Commission,"  and 
that  the  Government  have  not  done  all 
they  could  in  furtherance  of  the  Times 
casd  against  the  Irish  Members.  The 
Government  have  profited  by  the  forged 
letters  and  by  Patiiellisni  and  Crime ; 
and  now  that  the  Report  has  come,  and 
the  worst  charges  have  been  blown  to  the 
winds.  Ministers  come  down  and  express 
to  the  House  their  immeasurable  satis- 
faction that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
has  been  cleared  of  the  gravest  of  the 
accusations  brought  against  him.  They 
say  that  to  the  House  and  in  the  country, 
because  they  dara  not  use  any  other 
language  before  an  audience  of  their 
countrymen,  whether  tljat  audience  be 
Tory  or  Liberal.  Even  the  Postmaster 
General  has  launched  out  into  heated 
language  against  the  conduct  of  the 
Times  ;  and  the  Leader  of  the  House  has 
said  that  he  cannot  find  words  strong 
enough  to  express  his  detestation  of  the 
manner  in  which  these  letters  have  been 
published.  Again,  the  Chief  Secretary 
has  declared  that  he  is  ready  to  use 
language  as  strong  as  we  like  in  con- 
demnation of  the  Times.  We  do  not  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  us3  any 
strong  language ;  but  we  ask  you  to  do 
the  Irishmen  the  smallest  act  of  even- 
handed  justice.  You  have  refused  to 
put  the  expression  of  your  satisfaction 
on  papsr ;  all  we  now  ask  is  that  there 
should  be  some  record  of  these  senti- 
ments placed  on  the  Journals  of  the 
House,  and  that  there  should  be  a  formal 
entry  on  paper  of  the  opinions  which 
have  been  so  repeatedly  avowed  vivd  voce 
in  the  House. 

•(6.42.^     Mr.  JENNINGS  (Stockport) : 
Sir 

•Mr.  DB  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid) ; 
If  the  hon.  Member  is  not  going  to  move 
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his  Amendment  1  presume  he  is  in  order, 
wish  ti  point  out  that  my  Amendment 
precedes  his. 

♦Mr.  JEN^NINGS:  I  am  dot  rising  to 
move  my  Amendment.  I  propost^  instead 
to  speak  on  the  Main  QiieKtion,  for  un- 
erpectjd  circumstances  have  arisen 
which  render  it  desirable  I  should  make 
my  statement  at  this  sbige  of  the  debate* 
I  came  down  to  the  House  in  tlie  expec- 
tation that  jny  Amendment  would 
shortly  have  eomo  up  for  discussion.  I 
must  say  I  Avas  not  prepared  for  the  tone 
and  manner  of  the  speech  delivered  by 
my  noble  Friend,  Tlie  delivery  of  a 
speech  so  hostile  to  the  Government  just 
before  I  was  to  explain  a  difiicult  propo- 
sition to  the  Hous3  has  phiced  mo  in  a 
position  of  very  great  embarrassment. 
It  is  oftini  said  out  of  do^jrs  that  T  de- 
rive my  opinions  entirely  from  the  noble 
Lord.  But  occasionally,  us  on  the  pre- 
83nt  occasion,  I  am  cap:Lhle  of  forming  my 
own  judgment.  My  Amendment  is  not 
framed  in  a  spirit  of  hostility  to  the 
(Jorernment,  whilst  it  is  intended  to  he 
perfectly  fair  to  the  Party  opposite.  I 
believed  from  the  first  tliat  the  Cummis- 
don  was  a  mistake,  and  that  the  dispu- 
tants should  have  bjen  left,  as  other 
people  are,  to  settle  their  own  affairs  before 
the  ordinary  tribunals  of  the  country. 
But,  the  Comniissioa  having  been  ap- 
pointed and  having  rjport(*d,  I  was 
hrmly  convinced  that  it  would  liave  been 
better  to  allow  matters  to  remain  as  they 
were,  and  that  there  was  no  obligation  on 
this  side  of  tlie  Hous3  to  take  any  formal 
notico  of  the  Report,  and  still  less  to  make 
a  racord  in  the  Journals  of  the  Houss, 
Moreover,  it  has  not  b:*en  the  custom  in 
this  country  to  pass  a  solemn  vote  of 
thanks  to  Judges  for  the  impartial  per- 
formance of  their  duty.  Hitherto, 
learned  Judges  liave  performed  then- 
duties  without  asking  or  expecting  any 
such  certificate  of  impartiality ;  and  if 
this  precedent  is  followed,  the  time  will 
come  when  no  Judge's  history  will  be 
complete  without  a  testimonial  from  a 
political  party,  certifying  to  his  impar- 
tiality, The  R428olution  before  the  House 
ia,  after  all,  only  a  Party  Resolution. 
This  case  is  very  different  from  others  in 
which  Parliament  passes  a  vote  of  thanks 
to  distinguished  persons  for  eminent 
services  rendered,  for  in  such  cases  the 
vote  of  thanks  is  the  unanimous  vote  of 
Parliament;  but  this  vots  of  thanks 
J/n  De  Lisle 


will    bs   a    mere    Party    vote,    and 
Judges    will    probably    receive  it  wits 
some  relucr^ince.     I  desire  to  rise  at  tli 
timo  because  of  the  8p<?ech  of  the  noblj 
L<irdf  which  has  thrown  our  proceedings 
int(>  some   degree    of    confusion.      The 
noble    Lord  has  a  genius  for  surprises 
and    sometimes    they  take  the   best   of 
his  friends  unawares.    The  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman   the  Member  for 
Biinningbara  raises  distinctly  the  issues 
which  I  desir-^  to  put  before  the  Hous 
He  asks  why  the  House  should  be  aske 
to  express  an  opinion  on  certain   of  th 
charges  and  leave  the  others  nntouche 
There  appear  to  me   to  he  three  soutm 
rejisons  for  taking  such  a  course.     Th 
charges   of   murder    and    complicity  i| 
mo  rder  stood  out  from  all  the  others,  an^ 
must  Lave  been  intended  by  those  wh 
launched  them  so  to  stand  out.     Thea 
charges  were  intended   to   impress    the 
popular  imagination  and  to  cause  a  feeU 
ing  of  horror   thi-onghout   the  count 
When  they  were  devised  it  was  scaroeljj 
conceivable  that  they  were  not  aimed 
the  destruction  of  a  Party  as  well  as  thi 
ruin  of  individuals.    In  the  second  pla 
there  was  a  marked  difference  betweeij 
these    mm*der    charges  and   the    othej 
cliarges  in  regard  to  the  penalty  incidei 
to  them.     It  must  generally  be  ad  mitt 
that   if   the  murder   charges   bad  been 
brought  home  against   hon.   Gentlemen 
opposite,  this  House  could  not  liave  rested 
satisfied  with  merely  entering   this 
port  upon  the  Journals  of  the   Hous 
The  House  would  have  been  called  upon 
to  expel  those  Members  against  whon" 
those  charges  were  held  proved,  and  still 
severer    penalties    would    have   awaited 
them  outside.     It  thus  appears  clear  tha 
if  these  murder  charges  had  been  estab 
li shed,  the  House  would  have  been  calk 
upon  to  take  different  action  fi'omthatno^ 
snggested.  Why,  then,  since  these  graven 
cliarges  have  not  been  established,  should 
not  a  special  Resolution  be  adopted  with 
regard  to   themt     In   the    third   plaoe^ 
these  charges  of   complicity  in  murder 
were     the     only    charsres    which     th^j 
Commissionen     investigated    on    ever 
side.     With  regard  to  the  other  ch 
the    Commissioners  were  restrained, 
they  themselves  stated,  from  inquiring  iuto 
the  circumstances  of  the  time,  and   hov 
far  these  circumstances  palliated  the  acti 
alleged.     This  was  a  serious   limitation. 
The  state  of  Ireland^  the  social  condition 
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of  the  psople,  the  grievances  from  which 
they  were  suffering,  .the  distress  dne  to 
excessive    rents,    and    the     confiscation 
of  their  property — all  thes->  were  circum- 
stances which  had  to  be  eliminated  from 
the    inquiry   into    the    minor    charges. 
But  in   regard  to   the  murder  charges, 
there  were  no  restrictions  or  limitations 
whatever.      And    in    regard     to    these 
murder    charges    the    findings    of    the 
Judges  are  clearer  and  more  emphatic  than 
on  any  of  the  others.     Such  are  some 
of  the  ess3ntial  and  most  striking  points 
of  difference  between  the  charges  of  boy- 
cotting and  intimidation  and  the  charge 
of  base,  diabolical,  and  cold-blooded  com- 
plicity in  murder.    Therefore,  I  say  with 
regani  to  what  the  Judges  call  the  special 
charges,  there  are  special   reasoDS  why 
the  House  should  expressly  acknowledge 
that  they  have  been  disproved.     Let  me 
further  endeavour  to  prove  this  by  recal- 
ling to  the  mind  of  the  Houss  the  origin 
of   the   Commission.     The    Commission 
was  not  called  into  existence  because  of 
the  charges  of  boycotting  and  intimida- 
tion.    For   these  offences   many  of  the 
respondents  had  already  been  imprisoned 
and  punished,  some  of  them  severely.  The 
hon.  Membsr  for  Cork  was  placed  on  his 
trial  in  1881  on  cliarges  directly  arising 
out    of    cases    of     boycotting    and    in- 
timidation, and  it  was  found  impossible 
to    secure     a    conviction    against   him. 
No,    it    was    not    on    account    of    the 
boycotting    and    intimidation    that    the 
Special    Commission     was    constituted; 
it    was     not     appointed    to     try     hon. 
Members    on    charges    for  which  most 
of  them  had  already  suffered.     It  wa«  in 
consequence  of  the  thrill  of  horror  that 
passed     through     the     country    at    the 
announcement  that  letters  had  baen  dis- 
covered involving  the  hon.  Member  in 
charges  much  more  terrible.     We  must 
all   of  us  remember   the  effect  of  that 
announcement.     People  talked  of  noth ing 
else.    A  good  many  said  they  had  always 
suspected  hon.  Members  of  such  practices, 
others  expressed  a  hope  that  the  charges 
would  be  disproved,  and  sometimes,  when 
I  listened  to  this  expression  of  hope,  I 
could  not  help  suspecting  that  it  was  only 
of  that  chastened  description  which  en- 
ables us  easily  to  survive  a  disappoint- 
ment.    And  since  these  graver  charges 
have  been  dispelled,  I  do  not  find  in  some 
quarters  any  great  eagerness  to  congratu- 
late the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  on  Imving 


been  thoroughly  cleared  from  them.  In- 
deed, even  now  there  are  some  persons 
who  suggest  that  the  hon.  Member  may 
nevertheless  be  guilty,  though  the  crime 
has  not  been  brought  home  to  him. 
When  it  is  said  that  there  is  no  dis- 
tinction between  the  charge  of  boycot- 
ting and  intimidation  and  that  of 
complicity  in  murder,  and  that  I  am 
guilty  of  a  wicked  insidious  plot  against 
the  Government  because  I  ssek  to  draw 
this  distinction,  I  will  ask  the  House  to 
recall  what  were  the  contents  of  the 
forged  letters  and  what  they  purported 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  done. 
As  for  myself,  I  always  avowed  my  dis- 
belief in  those  lettars,  and  I  long  ago 
told  my  constituents  that  I  believe  the 
leaders  of  the  Party  opposite  to  be  as 
innocent  of  blood  as  my  own  children. 
The  letters  made  out  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  to  be  a  cold-blooded  instigator  of 
assassination ;  even  Macbeth  himself  did 
not  carry  on  such  a  traffic  with  cut-throats. 
One  letter  make  ^  him  write  to  a  group  of 
assassins  in  an  impatient  spirit  asking 
why  they  delayed  murder.  Why  don't 
you  use  the  knife  and  use  it  promptly  I 
In  another  he  is  made  to  say — 

**  Yotl  undertook  to  make  it  hot  for  Forster 
and  Co.  Let  as  have  some  evidence  of  your 
power  to  do  so." 

Can  anyone  suppose  that  the  allegation 
that  such  letters  were  written  by  a 
leading  public  man  in  this  country  would 
fail  to  produce  a  terrible  feeling  against 
him  among  the  people  ?  Can  it  be  sup- 
posed that  the  publication  of  the  letters 
was  not  intended  to  bring  the  hon. 
Member  to  shame  and  ruin,  and  to  bring 
down  his  Party  with  him  ?  In  another 
letter  to  another  group  of  assassins  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  is  made  to  express 
his  satisfaction  that  Mr.  Burke  had  got  his. 
deserts  in  the  Phoenix  Park,  and  he  is 
made  further  to  suggest  that  if  by  any 
chance  he  uttered  an  expression  of  dis- 
content or  regret  at  the  crime  it  was 
only  in  deference  to  public  opinion  in 
England.  In  another  letter  he  is  made 
to  send  money  for  purposes  which  the 
previous  letters  made  clear.  And  these 
fearful  letters  were  driven  home  day 
after  day  by  the  paper  which  published 
them  with  all  the  skill  which  ingenuity 
could  suggest.  You  must  remember  thai 
there  was  not  only  the  production  of  » 
letter,  but  there  was  the  production  of 
a  narrative  which  made  the  letter  fit  iiitf> 
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di*3  hon.  MeTnb:?r'«  life.  It  was  said  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  released  from 
Kilmi*iahara,  that  he  was  met  by  ¥, 
Byrne  at  the  railway  station,  and  that 
the  same  e\rening  Lord  F,  Cavendish  and 
Mr*  Burke  were  stabbed  to  death  in 
the  Phcenix  Park.  When  all  these 
charges  wer3  brought  against  the  hon. 
Member,  never  was  a  man  placed  in 
greater  jeopardy.  The  story  is  so  con- 
structed  that  when  once  the  net  was 
thrown  over  the  hon.  Member  it  was 
almost  impossible  for  hira  to  escapa  from 
it»  and  it  is  a  matter  of  constant  wonder 
to  me  that,  he  has  been  able  to  escape. 
Though  my  hon.  Friends  on  this  side  of 
the  House  oppose  the  hon.  Member's 
policy  and  disapprove  his  methods^  still 
there  ought  to  be  some  feeling  of  sym- 
pathy for  him  on  account  of  the  diabolical 
charges  of  which  he  has  been  madL'  the 
victim,  and  which  he  has  had  to  endure 
BO  long.  In  a  thousand  forms  we  were 
told  day  after  day  that  the  hon.  Member 
and  his  friends  were  the  associates  of 
murderers  and  assassins,  that  murderers 
shared  their  counsels,  and  that  murderers 
had  gone  forth  from  their  oihces  to  do 
their  bloody  work.  These  were  the 
charges  which  brought  the  Special  Com- 
mission into  existence.  It  is  not  fair  to 
try  and  smother  all  of  them  ttigether 
under  a  Blue  Book.  Boycotting,  intimi- 
dation, receiving  money  from  Am.ricft — 
all  these  things  wo  knew  in  1885,  when, 
as  we  were  reminded  last  night,  some 
upon  these  Benches  were  not  above 
receiving  the  support  of  the  hon,  Mem- 
her's  Party.  [**No."]  An  hon.  Friend 
behind  me  says  "  No ;  '*  Ijut  I  know  other 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  received  that 
support,  and  I  do  not  mind  ac^know- 
ledgiug  that  I  received  it  myself.  We 
did  not  go  about  at  that  time  asking 
for  a  Special  Commission  t>o  inquire  into 
the  charges.  No ;  we  took  what  hon. 
Members  opposite  had  to  give,  and  we 
swore  friendship  with  them,  ["  No, 
no/']  We  had  a  friendsliip  with  them. 
Our  leaders  were  friendly  with  them. 
There  was  no  reason  on  earth  why  we 
should  not  receive  the  support  of  hon. 
Members  at  that  time.  It  was  a  per- 
fectly honourable  thing  ;  we  h.od  no  feud 
then  with  the  Irish  Party.  We  Jiad 
avowed  bt?fora  the  country  that  we 
fihonld  endeavour  to  govern  Ireland 
without  coercion.  We  made  an  honest 
attempt  to  do  so,  and  there  was  no 
Mr*  Jennings 


reason  why  wo  should  not  receive  the 
support  of  the  Irish  Party.     They  gave  it 
not  because  thay  loved  us,  but  becausfl 
they  hated  our  opponents.      But   wl 
amazes  me  more  even  than  the  shortnea 
of  memory  of  my  hon.  Friends  is  that  thej 
are  prepared  to  repudiate  the  fact  tha 
we    had    friendly    relations    with    hon 
Members  opposite  in    1885,     I  neithe 
repudiate  the  fact  nor  am  ashamed  of  itj 
Our  leaders  encouraged  us  to  receive  the! 
support,  and  under  the  conditions  thel 
existing,  there   was  no  reason  why 
should  refuse  it.     I,  for  one,  did  sincerelj 
hope  that  the  days  of  coercion  were  ovef 
We  have  lived  to  see  great  changes.     Buf 
it    is  doubly  incumbent   on   any  of   us 
who  in  1885  recc'ived  the  sup|x>rt  of  thi 
Irish    Party  to  protest  now  agtiinst  anl 
wrong  being  done   to  them,     I  say  tha 
a    Resolution,    without    any    qualifyin| 
clause  relieving    those  Members  fiuaU] 
from     the    charge    of    complicity    witl 
murder,   will  do  them  an   injustice*     I 
should,  therefore,  have  been  glad  if  t] 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  could  ha^ 
seen  his  way  to  express  something  of  tl 
kind  in  his  Resolution.     I  think  I  ha 
shown  that  the  Special  Commission  woiil( 
have  never  existed  but  for  the  murdi 
charges.    The  Commissioners  say  that  as 
soon  as  the  Phoenijx  Park  murders  wera 
discovered,  Mr.  Parnell,  Mr.  Dillon,  a^ 
Mr.  Davitt  issued  a  manifesto  earnestl 
denouncing    them.      They  say  that  t 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  his  friends  dii 
not  a.s8ociate  with  murd'erers ;  that  there 
18  no  foundation  for  the  charge  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  intimati  with  the  lead- 
ing    Invincibles;     and     they     entirel 
acquit  him  and  the  other  respondents 
insincerity  in  their  denunciation    of   t) 
Phoenix    Park    murders.      That    is 
entire       acquittal     which     they      ma^ 
receive  with   satisfaction.       But   l^efoi 
they  reached  that  result  they  had  a  Ic 
and  weary  road  to  travel.      A  charge 
murder   does  not   sit    lightly  ni>on  an 
man.     However  callous  lie  may  be,   hi 
must  suffer  acutely  under  such  a  chargi 
For   months   these  hon.  Meml^rs  wer( 
forced   to   go  among  their  fellows  wit] 
this  charge  hanging  over  them,  and  ever 
morning   their    accusers    in    the    Pre 
bmniled  them  as]murderers  and  assassin 
When  I  look  back  u|iou  these  circ 
stances  I  cannot  but  think  that  these  hoi 
Members  are  entitled    to  more  satis 
tion  and  redress  than  they  have  received. 
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The  Resolution  is  one  in  which  all 
reference  to  these  murder  charges  is 
carefully  avoidad.  I  admit  that  it  does 
not  refer  to  the  other  charges ;  but  there 
is  a  special  obligation  on  this  House  to 
refer  to  th3  murder  charges,  because 
they  brought  the  Special  Commission 
into  existence  ;  but  for  those  charges 
we  should  never  have  had  a  Special 
Commission.  We  now  place  the  murder 
charges  exactly  on  a  level  with  the 
most  trivial  accusations — on  the  s<ime 
level  as  the  question  whether  Patrick 
Ford  had  sent  a  cheque  for  j£l,000  to  the 
lion.  Member  for  Cork.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  has  dealt  with  the  whole 
<5ase  to-night  in  the  emphatic  manner 
with  which  he  usually  settles  everything. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  reminds  me 
of  the  description  given  by  a  very 
eminent  Member  of  this  House  of  another 
Member — he  is  "  a  highly  superior  per- 
son." His  arguments  were  so  superior 
that  they  required  particular  attention 
before  one  could  see  the  point  of  them. 
We  are  told  that  the  murder  cliarges  are 
of  no  more  consaquence  than  the 
others.  The  House  did  not  think 
«o  when  it  appointed  the  Commission, 
and  when  some  persons  expected, 
«,nd  I  am  afraid,  some  hoped,  that  the 
murder  charges  would  be  brought  home. 
It  is  said  that  regret  has  been  expressed 
in  the  speeches  from  both  sides.  It  is 
true  that  some  gentle  expressions  of  that 
kind  have  fallen  from  the  lips  of  some  hon. 
Members ;  but  in  the  only  permanent 
record  which  is  to  remain  of  this  debate, 
the  Resolution  to  be  placed  on  the 
Journals  of  the  House,  no  word  of 
sympathy  or  regret  appears.  It  is  to 
plead  for  some  such  expression  being 
added  to  the  Resolution  that  my 
Amendment  was  placed  on  the  Paper. 
("  Oh !"  from  Mr.  Labouchere.]  I  do  not 
know  why  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton cries  "  oh."  The  hon.  Member  is 
possessed  of  so  much  secret  informa- 
tion about  everybody  that  perhaps  he  can 
explain  ibhe  mystery  of  the  speech  we 
have  heard  to-night.  At  any  rate,  he 
will  have  aa  opportunity  of  stating 
his  views  later  on.  I  ask  the  House 
once  more  to  consider  the  fact  that 
the  House  itself  brought  the  Com- 
mission into  existence,  and  that  it  is  its 
duty  now  to  acknowledge  that  the  main 
spring  of  the  Commission  was  broken. 
VOL.  CCCXLII.    [third  series. 


That  is  the  view  I  have  taken  from  the 
first,  and  which  I  should  have  been  glad 
to  have  urged  at  greater  length  and 
with  much  stronger  reasons.  But  I 
must  admit  that  the  course  which  I  had 
intended  to  take  is  rendered  impossible 
by  the  observations  of  my  noble  Friend. 
I  did  not  put  down  my  Resolution 
originally  in  a  spirit  of  any  hostility  to 
the  Government,  but  in  a  spirit  of  lair- 
play  to  hon.  Members  opposite.  The 
feeling  of  hostility  to  the  Government 
has  not  proceeded  from  me,  and  I  decline 
to  be  identified  with  the  movement  made 
this  e  veni  ng,  which  is  distinctly  of  a  charac- 
ter which  I  repudiate.  Let  there  be  as 
much  criticism  of  the  Government  as 
hon.  Members  please ;  I  have  myself 
made  criticisms  on  one  or  two  occasions. 
Bat  I  do  not  approve  of  seizing  such  a 
moment  to  make  a  somewhat  deadly 
attack  on  the.  Government  on  account  of 
its  policy,  with  respect  to  the  Commission, 
from  first  to  last.  My  disagreement 
with  the  Government  was  on  the  point  of 
their  Resolution,  which  I  believed  to  be 
intrinsically  unjust  as  it  stood,  and 
which  I  desired  to  amend.  Had  I  been 
permitted  to  pursue  that  course, and  move 
my  Resolution-r[//ome  Eule  cries  of 
"Move*']— I  do  not  si-y  I  should  have 
succeeded,  but  at  least  every  one  would 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  expressing 
their  opinion  upon  it.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Middleton  Division  (Mr.  Fielden) 
has  expressed  incrednlity  of  my  repudia- 
tion of  hostile  intentions  towards  the 
Government.  But  the  hon.  Member  was 
not  above  asking  my  aid  when  he  went 
before  his  constituents,  and  he  was  not 
above  pretending  to  be  very  much  in  fe,vour 
of  the  opinions  which  I  advocate  when 
I  was  addressing  his  own  constituents. 
There  is  a  considerable  Irish  element  in 
the  hon.  Member^s  constituency,  and  the 
hon.  Member  thought  it  useful  some- 
times to  have  the  assistance  of  one  who 
had  never  assailed  the  Irish  Members. 
But  now  the  hon.  Member  comes  down 
to  the  House  and  interrupts  me  when  I 
am  asking  for  simple  j  ustice  to  them. 

Mr.  FIELDEN  (Lancashire,  Middle- 
ton)  :  I  beg  the  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon ; 
I  have  not  interrupted  him  in  any 
shape  or  form. 

*Mr.  JENNINGS :  The  cries  of  "  no," 

at    any    rate,   proceeded    from   exactly 

where  the   hon.    Gentleman    is  sitting, 

but    doubtless     they     came     from     an 
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apparition.  I  WfW  anxious  to  place 
upoa  the  Records  of  the  Houss  that 
acknowledgment  wliich  others  may  deem 
superfluous,  but  wliicli  I  believj  to  bi? 
necessary  to  ct^mplota  the  Resolutiou. 
With  this  statemtjtit  of  my  reasons  my 
interposition  in  the  debate  must  closj.  If 
the  evening  is  to  begin  with  a  tierce 
assault  on  the  Government,  and  the 
Amendment  is  to  ba  represented  as 
having  been  planned  as  a  deliberate  plot 
against  the  Government^  tlic  Party 
which  I  have  always  served  to  the  best 
of  my  ability  and  v>ower  will  be  injured, 
and  liarra  will  bo  done,  1  dissociate 
myself  from  all  such  treacherous 
attempts  to  stab  tlie  Government  in  the 
back.  I  will  fight  the  Government  in  the 
open  on  points  upon  which  1  differ  with 
them,  but  I  will  not  be  led  astray  by  the 
device  which  has  been  attempted  this 
evening  to  give  a  totally  fals.*  and 
injurious  character  to  this  debate.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  b?g  to  decline  to 
move  my  Amendment. 

Lord  B.  CHURCHILL  :  In  making 
the  remarks  which  fell  from  mo  to-night 
at  th?  commencement  of  the  sitting,  I 
did  80  because  I  felt  that  they  were 
remarks  entirely  pertinent  to  the  main 
question,  and  they  had  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  any  Amendment,  I  felt  it 
would  be  a  more  proper  Parliamentary 
course  to  make  those  remarks  b^ifore 
any  Amendment  was  moved.  That  was 
the  only  deadly  desire  I  had  tADwards  the 
Government, 

(7,20,)THEPRESIDENTnFTREBOARD 
as  AGKrCULTURE  (Mr.  CHAPLm, 
Lincolnshire,  Sh'aford)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
debate  this  evening  began  with  a  speech 
from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Paddington  (LordR.  Churchill).  I  must 
say  I  thoucrht  that  the  speech  of  tlie  noble 
Lord  would  have  been  more  appropriate 
on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Commission 
Bill  than  at  this  stfige  of  aSau's.  The 
noble  Lord,  too*  was  followed  by  an  hon. 
Gentleman  who  Is  supposed  to  have  more 
or  less  political  association  with  him,  and 
who  said  that  he  could  not  approve  or 
support  the  noble  Lord*8  speech.  This 
debate  has  been  thus  landed  in  consider- 
able confusion  ;  but  I  hope  tliat  it  will  be 
possible  to  continue  it  with  some  clear 
idea  of  the  object  which  we  have  in  view,  as 
far  as  the  Government  is  concerned— 
that  is,  to  place  a  thoroughly  fair  and 
impartial  record  on  the  Journals  of  the 
JTn  Jennings 


House  of  all  the  proccedincfsof  the  Cofi 
mission.     The   hon.  Member  for  Stocli 
port   (Mr,  Jennings)  said  something 
the  relations  of  his  Party  with  the  Irisl| 
Party.     I  was  a  Member  of  the  House  aj 
the  time  to  which  he  refers,  and  he  wi 
not ;  and  I  may  know  as  mtich  ss 
knows  of  the  relations  that  existed, 
say  emphatically  that  any  understandinfi 
between  the   two  Part'es,   any  amuige 
ment  between  tliem,  or  any  close  nasoeifl 
tion,  did  not  exist,      I  positively  deny  ii 
Both  Parties,  it  is  true,  were  opposinl 
the  rig-hfc  hon.  Gentleman  the  Meml 
for  Mid  Lothian,  and  the  |X)licy  ivhieh  1 
pursued;  and,  as  fighting  in  the 
ciuse,      and     in      that      sense      alone 
they    may    have    been    allies,    but 
no  other  s_^nse  whatever.     I  am  glad  tlii 
Amendment  has  been  withdrawn,  Ix'cai] 
it    Tt^sembles    the    Amendment    of 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  in  dealing  wit 
only  one   point  of  this  Report.     It  ask 
us  to  censure  the  Times  for  charges 
direct   complicity    with   munier  againa 
hon.   Members,    which >  were   based 
forgery.     If  that    had    been    the    oc 
charge    wluch    had    been   made,    the 
would     have     lieen     no    hesitation 
accepting   either    of    the  Amendment 
which  have  been  before  the  House,     Bia 
that    was    not    tlie   case.     ^lany   othe 
chargi?s  were  brought  forward.     Xeithe 
the  Government  nor  Parliament  had  an  J 
more   to  do   with  any  of  these  char 
than  hon.  Members  themselves,  all hougll 
Government  and    Parliament,    and    ea 
p^cially   ths    Hous?  of  Commons,    wer 
responsible  for    this     Commission,     tt 
findings  of  wliich,  now  that  its  labouf 
are  concluded,  we  are  l>iund  to  take  int 
our  view  and  impartially  t^^  consider, 
is    seen   that   while  some   charges  weT 
neither  proved  nor  disproved,  and   whild 
some   were   happily  entirely   disproved 
yet,  with  respect  to  others,  hon.  Members 
opposite  have  been    pnjuounced  guilty. 
We  have  that  information  officially  befor 
us,  and  it  is  impossible  for  the  House 
Commons  either  to  shirk  or  to  evade  th^ 
consideration  of  that  fact.     We  must  ask 
are   the  charges    proved    against    hou 
Members  of  a  character  and  gravity 
deserve   our  eondemnation,  or  are  thejj 
not  ?     If  they  are,  then  it  is  no  palliatid 
of   them    whatever  to    urge    that  ho 
Members  have  been  acquitted  of  othe 
offences   of    which    they    were     falael 
accused.     For  instance,  if  a  man  is  i 
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victed  of  perjnry,  his  posiiion  is  no  whit 
better  because  it  is  proved  at  the  same 
time  that  he  has  been  falsely  accused  of 
forgery  also.  That  argument  applies 
closely  to  the  case  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  If  the  charges  proved  are 
held  to  be  charges  deserving  serious 
reprobation,  it  would  be  absolutely  im- 
possible to  accept  an  Amendment  which 
deals  with  only  one  point.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
said  that  we  had  embarked  upon  an 
un-Constitutional  course,  and  that  we 
must  go  through  with  it  to  the  end.  We 
have  every  intention  of  going  through 
with  it  to  the  end,  but  we  deny  that 
it  is  un-Constitutional.  If  there  is 
an  offence  of  which  we  are  guilty, 
the  hon.  Member  himself  is  no 
less  guilty  than  ourselves;  for,  sitting 
as  one  of  the  oldest  and  most  respected 
Members  of  this  House,  and  as  a  man  of 
great  Parliamentary  authority,  .no  one 
is  more  to  blame  than  himself  for  not 
having  votad  against  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill,  if  he  regarded  its  acceptanca 
as  an  un-Constitutional  course.  The  hon. 
Member  talks  of  our  denunciation  of  the 
Irish  Party.  Does  the  hon.  Member  re- 
collect the  denunciations  which  came 
from  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Darby  (Sir  W.  Harconrt)  ?  Neither 
the  charges  of  the  Thnes  nor  anything 
said  on  this  side  of  the  Housa  can  com- 
pare in  gravity  for  a  single  instant 
with  the  charges  which  the  Member 
for  Derby  made  some  years  ago.  They 
have  often  been  alluded  to,  and  I  much 
regret  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not 
here  just  now.  He  told  us  the  other  day 
that  he  would  not  stay  here  to  be  abused, 
but  he  must  not  be  surprised  to  hear  his 
language  referred  to  again.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  has  not  ouly 
charged  Irish  Members  with  preaching 
doctrines  of  treason  and  assassination,  but 
he  said  he  knew  of  their  doing  it  as  one 
who  was  responsible  for  the  peace  of  the 
Queen's  dominions.  A  graver  or  more 
serious  charge  was  never  framed  by  a 
responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown.  How 
did  the  right  hon.  Member  know  [it, 
and  what  was  his  authority  ?  These 
are  things  he  has  been  called  upon  to 
explain,  and  has  never  attempted  to  ex- 
plain. Either  thes3  charges  wera  true  or 
they  were  not.  At  Bath  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  accused  the  Times  of  calumny, 
falsehood,  and  lying,   because  it  made 
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charges  less  grave  than  these.  Was  it 
falsehood,  calumny,  and  lying  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  these  charges  ? 
If  they  were  not  true,  1  say  that  expul- 
sion from  the  House  and  from  the  society . 
of  gentlemen  for  ever  would  not  be  too 
severe  a  penalty  for  an  offence  of  that 
kind.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  they  are 
true,  what  are  we  to  think  of  his  present 
position  in  defending  the  very  people 
whom  he  had  so  savagely  accused  ?  I 
hope  we  shall  not  hear  any  more  of 
charges  against  us  on  account  of  our 
treatment  of  hon.  Members  opposite, 
when  it  is  remembered  what  was  said 
against  them  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man with  official  knowledge  and  on  his 
responsibility  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  oppos'te  said  that  but 
for  the  letters  there  would  have  been  no 
Commission.  Bat  what  is  the  result  of 
the  Commission  ?  It  has  been  that  the 
charges  which  were  not  true  have  been 
disproved,  and  the  charges  which  were 
true  have  been  proved  up  to  the  hilt.  Is 
not  that  a  result  at  which  even  the 
hon.  Member  himself  might  feel  some 
satisfaction  ?  He  asks  who  has  profited 
by  what  he  calls  the  assistance 
of  tlie  Government.  Why,  those  who 
always  profit;  those  who  are  innocent 
profit,  and  those  who  are  guilty  suffer. 
That  is  the  result  that  might  commend 
itself  to  any  hon.  Member.  The  forged 
letters,  he  said,  were  almost  the  most 
important  part  of  the  question;  but  I 
never  thought  that  they  were,  never 
for  a  moment.  I  never  thought 
for  a  moment  that  tliey  would 
be  proved.  The  only  time  I  spoke 
on  the  question,  except  a  week  or  two 
ago  at  Cambridge,  was  when  the  Bill 
was  in  Committee ;  and,  speaking  below 
the  Gtingway  as  an  independent  Member, 
I  assumed,  as  a  matter  of  course,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  did  not  write 
them ;  I  repeated  that  on  two  or  three 
separate  occasions,  and  I  have  reason  to 
know  that  I  expresssd  the  opinion  of 
several  Gentlemen  sitting  around  me. 
FMr.  Labouchere  :  No.]  What  can  the 
hon.  Member  know  of  my  relations  with 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House? 
He  cannot  know  much,  and  I  hope  he 
never  will.  I  do  not  by  any  means  think 
time  h^s  been  wasted  by  this  debate,  for 
by  it  light  has  been  thrown  on  many 
matters  of  great  importance  which  before 
it  were  by  no  means  clear.  We  have 
X  2 
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learaed,  in  the  first  place,  the  true  cause 
of  the  great  increase  of  crime  in  Ireland; 
in  the  second  place,  we  have  had  much 
light  thrown  upon  the  real  character  of 
the  Irish  movemant ;  thirdly,  we  have 
learned  with  some  accuracy  what  are 
the  methods  by  which  that  movement  has 
been  mad  3  thoroughly  effective ;  fourthly, 
every  man  in  this  House  will  now  be 
able  to  judge  for  himself  of  the  danger 
or  the  safety  of  rslying  upon  a  change  of 
opinion  which  we  are  told  has  occurred 
in  the  miads  of  the  leaders  of  the  Irish 
Party  with  regard  to  what  undoubtedly 
was  the  ultimate  object  they  had  in  view. 
The  increase  of  crime  has  been  traced 
distinctly  to  the  Land  League,  and 
nothing  else — not  to  the  causes  which 
have  been  commonly  held  up  as  bringing 
it  about.  It  has  been  made  clear  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  evictions  were  not 
the  cause,  and  he  quoted  a  passage  to 
that  efEect  from  a  speech  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  There  is 
remarkable  evidence  on  this  point  in  the 
Report  of  the  Judges — evidence  which 
places  it  beyond  the  region  of  dispute. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
with  something  short  of  the  respect  for 
the  Judges  to  be  expected  from  him, said  it 
was  the  most  astounding  assertion  he 
ever  heard  that  the  rejection  of  the 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill  by 
the  Lords  was  not  a  cause  of  the  increase 
-of  crime  in  Ireland.  A  very  little  study 
'Of  the  Report  would  have  shown  that  the 
Judges  had  the  very  strongest  ground 
for  making  this  assertion.  How  was  the 
Bill  raceived  by  the  Irish  leaders  at  that 
time  ?  Sp3aking  with  full  and  complete 
authority  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  Party, 
on  November  1,  1880,  Mr.  Biggar  used 
these  words — 

''Now,  this  Compeosation  for  Disturbance 
Bill  was  a  Bill  which  I  say  deliberately  it 
was  an  outraj^e  to  the  understandini^  and 
intelligence  of  the  Irish  Members  and  of  the 
Irish  people  to  propose  a  Bill  such  as  was 
.  called  the  Irish  Disturbance  Bill  of  last 
Session." 

In  the  face  of  that  opinion,  is  it  possible 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  justify 
his  statement  that  the  Judges  are  guilty 
of  making  an  astounding  assertion?  I 
am  the  less  surprised  at  the  extreme 
.annoyance  displayed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman;  because  for  years  it  has  been 
^;he  stock  argument  and  favourite  excuse 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  so  far  as  I 
Mr.  Chaplin 


know  invented  by  himself,  that  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill  was  the  cause  of 
excesses  in  Ireland.  Their  real  and  true 
origin  is  now  finally  unmasked  and  dis- 
closed by  a  process  which  is  distasteful 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
friends,  whose  stock  argument  is  shattered 
and  scattered  to  the  winds.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  one  ground  for 
the  severest  censure  of  the  Times  was 
that  it  had  been  careful  not  to  know  the 
truth  about  the  forged  letters;  and  it 
would  be  no  injustice  to  retort  on  him  that 
he  is  not  less  guilty  in  being  careful  not  to 
know  the  truth  about  the  cause  of  the  in- 
creasing crime  in  Ireland.  As  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Irish  movement,  I  entirely 
endorseallthatfellfrom  the  Chief  Secretary 
last  night,  when  he  said  that  one  of  the 
charges  against  seven  of  the  respondents 
was  this — that  they  joined  the  Land 
League  with  the  purpose  of  bringiug 
about  a  separation  of  Ireland  from  Eng- 
land. I  agree  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
that  the  idea  of  separation  is  not  dead. 
Here,  again,  I  must  call  attention  to  the 
complaint  that  the  Judges  did  not  point 
out  the  time  at  which  this  occurred.  At 
page  15  of  the  Report  it  will  be  found 
that  the  Judges  say  that  the  Land 
League  was  started  at  a  Conference 
which  waa  held  on  October  21,  1879,  at 
the  Imperial  Hotel,  Dublin,  when  Mr. 
Parnell  was  elected  President,  when  Mr. 
Kettle,  Mr.  Divitt,  and  Mr.  Thomas 
Brennan  were  appointed  Secretaries. 
What  was  the  principle  upon  which  that 
League  was  organised  ?  It  was  clearly 
set  forth  in  a  letter  which  Mr.  Davitt 
wrote  to  the  Secretary  of  the  League  in 
1880,  in  which  he  said — 

'*  I  maintain  that  it  was  the  complete  destruc- 
tion of  Irish  landlordism,  first  as  the  system 
which  was  responsible  for  the  poverty  and 
periodical  famines  which  had  decimated  Ire- 
land; and,  secondly,  because  landlordism  was  a 
British  pfarrison  which  barred  the  way  to 
national  independence." 

"Oh,  but,*'  says  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  "all  this  took 
place  10  years  ago.  These  are  old 
stories.  All  that  is  changed  now  and  the 
idea  of  separation  is  altogether  dead." 
But  is  it  dead  ?  What  have  the  Judges 
to  tell  us  upon  that  point,  and  let  us 
see  what  Mr.  Davitt  himself  said  with 
regard  to  it  in  the  witness-box.  The 
Judges  say,  in  page  31  of  the  Beport — 

''The  acts  and  speeches  of  Mr.  Davitt  explain 
and  illustrate   the  position  he  had  adopted. 
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Still  a  Fenian  in  sympathy,  if  not  in  actual 
membership,  and  still  actuated  by  a  desire,  not 
only  to  abolish  landlordism,  but  to  bring  about 
a  total  separation  of  Ireland  from  England^ 
...  He  avowed  in  the  witness-box  before  us 
that  the  principle  upon  which  he  had  always 
acted  was  to  make  the  Land  Question  a  step- 
ping-stone  to  complete  national  independence, 
and  he  concluded, '  I  wish  to  God  I  could  get  it 
to-morrow.'  '* 

Does  that  bear  out  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's assertion  that  the  idea  of  separation 
had  died  at  least  10  years  ago?  Every- 
one knows  the  position  that  Mr.  Davitt 
occupies  in  the  councils  of  the  Irish 
Party,  and  no  one  can  deny  the  ruling 
and  controlling  influence  which  he  exer- 
cises over  that  Party.  I  confess  I  never 
heard  a  statement  made  in  Parliament 
by  a  man  in  a  responsible  position  which 
more  surprised  me  than  that  of  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman,  that  the  idea  of  separa- 
tion is  altogether  dead.  The  Judges 
continued — 

'*  For  this  he,  in  coojunction  with  others, 
ha  I  created  the  I^nd  League,  and  drafted 
its  constitution,  started  the  necessary  agita- 
tion, and  induced  Mr.  Parnell  to  adopt  his 
ZLOthods.'' 

I  want  to  go  a  little  further,  because  I 
want  to  get  at  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
made  that  assertion  as  to  the  idea  of 
separation  being  altogether  dead.  One 
thing  is  perfectly  certain,  namely,  that 
the  idea  of  separation  was  alive  and 
flourishing  not  very  many  years  ago. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  pointed  last  night 
to  a  speech  delivered  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  in  1885  at  Castlebar,  and  I  wish 
to  point  to  a  sentence  uttered  by  the  hon. 
Member  in  the  same  year  at  Cork  to 
this  effect — 

*'  No  man  has  the  right  to  fix  the  boun- 
dary to  the  march  of  a  nation.  No  man  has  a 
right  to  say  to  his  country  *  thus  far  shalt  thou 
go  and  no  further,'  and  we  have  never  at- 
tempted to  fix  the  ne  plus  ultra  to  the  prog^ress 
of  Ireland's  manhood,  and  we  never  shall." 

Of  course,  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
had  said  that  the  idea  of  separation  was 
dead  he  would  have  pronounced  the  ne 
plus  tdtra,  and  he  would  have  been 
doing  the  very  thing  that  he  said  he  would 
not  do.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man rely  for  the  accuracy  of  his  assertion 
upon  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork?  If  that  is  so,  I  must  ask 
this  question — Is  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  a  witness  whose  testimony  can  be 
relied  upon  ?   In  that  case  I  am  bound  to  I 
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say  that,  from  a  very  careful  study  of 
the  Report,  it  contains  nothing  that 
would  lead  us  to  take  that  view. 
I  regret  to  find  that  on  more 
than  one  occasion  the  Judges  entirely 
disbelieved  him  on  his  oath.  ["Oh!" 
from  Mr.  Labouchere.]  I  will  give  the 
hon.  Member  the  particulars.  On  one 
occasion  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
made  a  statement  on  oath  directly  con- 
tradicting a  statement  he  had  made  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  These  are 
grave  charges,  I  know,  for  one  hon. 
McTuber  of  this  House  to  make  with 
i^egard  to  another  hon.  Member,  and, 
therefore,  it  is  only  due  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  that  I  should  give  my 
authority  for  making  them.  On  page  71 
of  the  Report  it  will  be  found  that  the 
lion.  Member  for  Cork  stated  in  his 
evidence  that  he  purchased  the  Irishman 
bejcause  it  was  a  disreputable  paper 
wlii<;h  he  wished  to  get  rid  of.  The 
Judges  say — 

*  ^  The  Irithman  newspaper  had  heen  the  organ 
of  the  phy»cal  force  or  Fenian  Party,  and  we 
draw  the  inference  from  Mr.  Farnell's  purchase 
of  that  paper,  coupled  with  the  manner  in 
wLich  it  was  conducted  until  its  extinction  in 
August,  1885,  that  Mr.  Pameirs  object  was  to 
addr&HS  his  Fenian  supporters  through  that 
medium." 

That  is  to  say  that  the  Judges  disbelieved 
the  hon.  Member's  statement  upon  oath 
that  he  bought  the  paper  to  get  rid  of  it. 
I  could  give  more  instances  of  that 
kind,  but  I  am  afraid  that  I  am  tres- 
passing too  much  upon  the  attention  of 
the  House.  Everybody  remembers  the 
speech  made  at  Cincinnati — the  "last 
link"  speech.  What  do  the  Judges 
say  ?  I  myself  heard  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  repudiate  that  speech  as  a 
calumny  against  him.  But  what  do  the 
Judges  say  ? — 

^*  The  evidence  leads  us  to  the  conclusion 
that  Mr.  Parnell  did  use  the  words  attributed 
to  htm,  and  they  certainly  are  not  inconsistent 
with  some  of  his  previous  utterances." 

Again,  in  the  House  of  Commons  on  April 
2Stli,  1887,  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
made  a  speech,  and  I  beg  to  call  the 
attention  of  hon.  Members  to  the 
statements  made  by  the  hon.  Member, 
firat  m  the  House  of  Commons  and  then 
iu  tlie  witness-box,  so  that  they  may 
judge  how  far  they  can  rely  upon  his 
testimony.  In  his  speech  he  said  dis- 
tinctly that  he  had  never  paid  Frank 
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Byrno  a  cheque  for  £100  except  once, 
mftuy  jears  ago.     But  in  the  witness-box 
he  said  that  just   before    Frank   Byrne 
left  Enj^laud  he  did  enclose  kirn  a  cheque 
for  £100  in  a  letter.     Hero    there  are 
two  distinct  state ments^one  made  in  the 
House   of  Commons   and   one   made  on 
oath — ^which    are    absolutely   and   com- 
pletely destructive  to   each   other.     On 
another  occasion  the    hon.  Member  for 
Cork  in  the  witness-box  distinctly  swore 
that  he  htid  made  a  statement   in    the 
House  of  Commons  by  which  he  intended 
and  wished  to   deliberately  deceive  the 
House.     Tiiere  can  be  no  escape,  there- 
fore»  from  the  cou-dusion  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  tliinks  it  necessary,  or 
if  it  suits  his  purpose  to  do  bo,  he  will 
not  hesitata  to  attempt  deliberately  to 
deceive  the  House.     The  Judges  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  hon.  Member 
did  say  what  was  correct  in  the   House, 
but  tlie   inference  we  are   compelled  to 
draw  is  that  they  were  also  of  opinion 
that    wliat  lie   stated  upon  oath    in  the 
witness-box    was  not  true.       I  did  not 
desir?  to  enter  into  this  matter,  and  1 
should  not  have  done  so  had  it  not  been 
for  the  distinct  challenge  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite.    In  reference  to  this  point 
I  may  say  that  no  man  has  expressed  a 
stronger  opinion  in  reference   t^:*  an  at- 
tempt to  deceive  the  House  of  Commons 
than   the   right   hon.   Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  who  clmract-^rised  such  an  at- 
tempt as  the  blackest  and  gravest  offence 
of  which  an  hon.  Member  could  be  guilty. 
In  thesj  circumstances  I  should  like  to 
ftsk  him  whether  ho  still  thinks  that  the 
assurances  of  a  gentleman  with  such  a 
record    hshind    him    are    sufficient    tu 
warrant  him  in  phicing  in  his  hands  the 
weapon   which  at  any   time    the    hon. 
Member  for  Cork  may  use  as  the  most 
powerful  lever  for  the  purpose  of  accom- 
pliahing  his  ultimate  ends.     The  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham  has 
referred  to-night  to  the  statement  of  ^Ir. 
Dillon,  that  he  had  at  last  discovered  the 
dodge  for  making  it  too  hot  for  a  man  to 
take  his  neighbour's  land.     And  what 
was  that  dodge  t     1  could  read  case  after 
case,  in  which    the  dodge  was  adopted, 
that  would  fill  the  mind  of  any  honest 
man  with  horror.     I  will  give  two  in- 
stances.   The  case  of  a  man  named  Cronin, 
a  tenant  of  Lord  Kenmare,  who  did  not 
evert  dare  to  have  his  rent  entered  in  his 
passbook.     On  the  night  of  September 
J/r  Chaplin 


27th,  1881,  two  men  came  to  his  house,] 
put  the  lamp  out,  and  turned  his  wife  I 
and  daughter  out  of  the  kitchen.     Theyl 
asked  him  if  he  had  paid  his  rent.     He' 
said  '*  No,"  and  showed  them  his  pass- 
book.    This  evidently  was  not  belie vtsd  | 
by  the  men.     They  ordered   Cronin   to^ 
turn    his   face    to    the    wall,   and   they 
sliot  him  in  the  thigh.     This  was  one 
of    the    means   by   which   Mr.    Dillon's] 
"dodge"    was    made    effective.     There j 
wixa  a  case  in  the  year  1884.     In  Sep-I 
temberj  1884 — and   I  want  to  cite  thisT 
case  in  ftarticular»  because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  , 
in  his  speech  said  these  cases  did   notl 
belong  to  a  later  period  than  1881 ;  and! 
this    is    another   and   very   remarkable  1 
instance  of  the  want  of  attention  which 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has  given 
to  this  Report — in  St^ptember,   1884,  one  1 
Houligan  had  taken  a  farm  from  which  a j 
shoemaker  named  Kane  ha<i  been  evicted. 
At  a  meeting  of  the   Killuo  branch  oil 
the  League,  County  Longford,  Houligan'a  > 
conduct  was  discussed,  and  John  Jago,  aj 
member  of  the   Letigue,   was  appointedj 
with   Kane  ti^  assault  Houligan.     Theyl 
afterwards  did  so,  and  Houligan  died  of 
a  Vilow  which  he  received.  That  happened,! 
aji  X  have  said,   in    1 884,  or  three  years 
after  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  said 
there  had  ceased  to  be  any  connectio 
between  this  organisation  and  crime. 
will   not   trouble  the   House  at  greatet 
length.     I  think  the  bare  recital  of  soma 
of  these  cas^s  is  quite  sufficient  to  con-J 
vince    most    people     of    the     necessit 
there    was    for    a     full    and    coraplet 
inquiry    into    this    matter.     I  recoUec 
the    sjDceches    of   Mr.    Dillon    and    hii 
friends,  and  the  manner  in  which  thej 
delilierately  incited  to  intimidation,  and 
persisted  in  that  conrs?  knowing  what  it 
had  led  to  in  the  past  and  must  lead  to 
in  the  future,     I  say  deliberately  for  my 
part  that  I  am  unable  to  perceive  any 
distinction  between  the  moral  guilt  of  a 
man  who,  on  the  one  hand,  is  guilty 
direct    complicity    in    crime,    and    one 
who  is,  on  the  other  hand,  in  indirec 
complicity     with      crime.       The      difJ 
ference    is    of    the    most    narrow    omdi 
shadow}^  description.     The  Member  fo 
Derby  siiid  the  other  night  we  do  nothing 
but  repeat  these  personal  charges,  all 
which    are     personal     insults     to    the 
Gentlemen  below    the    Gangway.      All 
that  we  do  is  to  recite  some  of  the  more 
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fialient  facts  stated  in  the  Beport  of  the 
Commission,  and  if  thej  involve  personal 
dishonour  thai  is  the  fault  of  the  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway.  It  is  their  duty 
and  that  of  their  friends  to  get  up  and 
dispute  them,  but  so  far  not  one  of  them 
has  attempted  to  do  it.  I  hops  I  have 
^iven  some  reasons  for  justifying  the 
cours3  which  we  ask  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  take.  You  may  say  that  we 
ought  to  have  gone  further.  That  is  not 
my  opinion,  and  I  think  there  is  a  con- 
clusive reason.  In  my  judgment  it 
would  have  been  opposed  to  the  letter, 
and  certainly  directly  opposed  to  the 
spirit,  of  the  Act  which  created  the 
Commission.  All  we  desire  is  that 
this  impartial  record  shall  be  placed  on 
the  Journals  of  the  House,  and,  when 
that  is  done,  I  for  one  shall  have  no  doubt, 
and  I  never  had  a  doubt  for  a  single 
moment,  of  what  the  verdict  of  all 
honest  men  will  be. 

(8.30.)  Mb,  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  I  observe  that  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  has  contributed  a  valuable 
<iisquisition  on  the  Tory  reading  of  Irish 
historyand  of  the  Commission  Report;  but 
his  speech  can  hardly  be  deemed  a  valuable 
contribution  to  the  debate,  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  forget 
be  was  addressing  the  House,  and  to 
imagine  he  was  speaking  to  an  audience 
of  his  bucolic  followers,  who  were  either 
unable  to  read  or  had  failed  to  read  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners.  We  have 
learnt  simply  nothing  from  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture,  and  we  may,  therefore, 
dismiss  his  speech  as  if  it  had  not  b?en 
made.  With  respect  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stockport,  I  have  not  yet  discovered 
why  the  hon.  Member  did  not  move  his 
Amendment,  or  why,  because  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  pro- 
tested against  the  Commission,  the  hon. 
Member  should  think  fit  not  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  prevent  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasuiy  from  ratify- 
ing an  act  which,  in  the  hon.  Member's 
opinion,  was  intrinsically  unjust.  But 
though  a  Tory  has  failed  us,  a  Liberal 
Unionist  will  take  his  place.  We  hope 
that  later  in  the  evening  the  Amendment 
will  be  moved  by  the  prodigal  sheep 
from  Barrow,  who  is  probably  tired  with 
the  husks  on  which  he  has  been  fed. 
The  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Paddington  is,  in  my  opinion, 
an    excellent,    powerful,  and  Constitu- 


tional disquisition ;  and  I  expected  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  reply  to  the  noble  Lord. 
Not  a  bit  of  it.  Instead  of  doing  so,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  done  nothing 
but  read  to  the  House  numerous  ex- 
tracts from  speeches  formerly  made  by 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland.  I  had 
hoped  that  at  this  time  of  the  day  we  had 
got  rid  of  these  stale  extracts.  The 
gentlemen  who  uttered  them  would  not 
now  justify  every  word  they  said  during 
that  period  of  excitement ;  but  it  is  un- 
fair, and  a  course  not  likely  to  unite 
England  and  Ireland,  to  be  perpetually 
casting  these  extracts  in  their  teeth. 
Having  regard  to  the  respective  speeches 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington,  I  t'^ink  the  best 
thing  they  could  do  would  be  to  change 
sides  in  the  House.  If  a  makeweight 
were  required,  we  should  be  perfectly 
willing  to  throw  in  half  a  dozen  Liberal 
Unionists.  I  am  surprised  that  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  should  have 
passed  over  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Paddington  without  any 
allusion,  without  a  word.  No  Member 
of  the  Treasury  Bench  has  yet  risen  to 
meet  his  objections  to  the  action  of  the 
Government  from  the  inception  of  the 
Commission  to  the  present  resolution. 
Considering  that  the  noble  Lord  was 
formerly  the  leader  of  the  House,  I  do 
think  f.ome  Member  of  the  Government 
should  reply  to  him,  unless,  indeed,  he 
has  sunk  so  low  in  their  estimation  that 
they  do  not  condescend  to  take  the 
slightest  notice  of  anything  he  says. 
In  the  view  of  those  on  this  side  of  the 
House  the  noble  Lord  has  considerably 
ripened,  and  I  should  not  be  greatly 
surprised,  before  many  years  are  over, 
to  find  the  noble  Loini  a  good,  sound 
Radical,  instead  of  a  sham  Tory  Democrat. 
The  question  at  present  is  whether  the 
House  is  to  adopt  this  Report  or  not.  I 
hold  that  the  action  of  the  Times  in  get- 
ting up  evidence  since  the  Commission  sat 
has  been  proved  to  be  so  utterly 
scandalous  that  if  the  Commission  had 
known  it  they  would  not  have  made  the 
Report  we  are  now  considering.  I  hold 
that  it  has  been  proved  that  the  leaders 
of  the  Government  and  their  followers 
have  acted  in  so  extraordinary  a  way  in 
in  the  aid  they  have  given  to  the  Times 
in    getting    up  evidence  that  no  hon. 
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Gentleman  opposite  can  decide  on  this 
matter  with  absolnte  indifEerence  of 
judgment.  Indeed,  it  is  almost  in 
decent  for  hon.  Members  opposite 
to  deem  themselves  the  jury  to 
judge  and  settle  this  matter. 
I  will  now  call  the  att3ntion  of  the 
House  to  the  revelations  which  were 
made  on  Tuesday  evening  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Harbour  Division  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  T.  Harrington).  Certain 
telegrams  were  read  from  Mr.  Soames  to 
his  agent  in  America  raspecting  a  visit 
to  Sheridan.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  at  the  time  Kirby  whs  sent  to 
Sheridan  the  Times  considered  Sheridan 
to  be  a  murderer — one  of  the  basest  and 
vilest  of  men.  Those  telegrams,  how- 
ever, proved  that  the  Times  sought,  by 
moans  of  a  huge  bribe,  to  induce 
Sheridan  to  produce  certain  documents 
and  to  swear  to  their  genuineness.  For- 
tunately, Sheridan  was  not  the  sort  of 
man  the  Times  thought  him  to  be.  He 
was  a  mora  honest  man  than  had  been 
believed,  and  Sherid  m  simply  played 
with  the  Times,  and  gave  them  rope 
enough  to  hang  themselves  with.  I  can 
explain  to  the  House  what  was  the  con- 
nection of  the  Government  with  thos3 
talegrams.  The  tslegrams  showed  that 
in  the  middle  of  November,  1888,  Kirby 
was  with  Sheridan  tempting  him.  Early 
.  in  December  Kirby  had  left  Sheridan 
and  had  gone  to  Colorado.  On  Decem- 
ber 24  Kirby  returned  to  England  to 
discuss  matters  with  Mr.  Soames.  In  the 
middle  of  December  it  happened  to  come 
to  my  knowledge  that  the  Times  were  en- 
deavouring to  get  hold  of  Sheridan. 
I  had  a  little  pardonable  curiosity  as  to 
what  was  taking  place,  and,  as  I  had  the 
advantage  of  knowing  a  good  many 
gentlemen  in  America,  I  telegraphed  to 
one  of  them,  in  order  to  see  whether  he 
would  be  good  enough  to  observe  what 
was  taking  place.  My  friend  immedi- 
ately started  for  the  West,  and  at  Kan- 
sas City  he  came  up  with  two  of  Pinker- 
ton's  men  and  a  man  named  Jar  vis,  who 
was  a  constable  employed  by  the  British 
Government.  Pinkerton's  agency  is  a 
great  agency  in  America,  and  the 
Government  employed  Pinkerton'smen  to 
do  some  of  their  work.  I  gathered  that 
there  was  an  interview  at  Kansas  between 
Jar  vis  and  Shaw,  another  British  const  ible 
who  had  been  sent  out  to  see  Jarvis. 
Afterwards  Jarvis  went  on  and  his  friend 
Mr.  Labouchere 


followed  him,  running  him  down  at 
Delnought,  which  is  within  a  few  miles 
of  Sheridan's  ranch.  I  am  prepared  to 
prove  by  any  amount  of  evidence  that 
Jarvis,  who  was  a  British  constable,  did 
go  to  Delnought  on  the  20th  or  25th 
of  December.  Wliat  does  this  prove  1 
It  proves  conclusively  that  the  Govern- 
ment  were  aiding  and  abetting  in  this, 
intrigue  to  get  hold  of  Sheridan.  Earby 
had  left  in  November,  called  home  to  dig* 
cuss  the  matter  with  Mr.  Soames.  What 
do  we  find  ?  Immediately  Earby  left  a 
British  constable  was  sent  out,  hsid  com*- 
munication  with  Sheridan,  kept  watoh 
and  guard  over  Sheridan,  letting  the- 
Tim£8  know  whether  Sheridan  moved  or 
what  he  did.  He  was  absolutely  in  th& 
service  of  the  Tim^s,  although  he  was  an 
official  of  the  English  Government.  In 
January  Klirby  returned  to  Colorado 
Springs,  and  later  on  Mr.  Birch,  a 
solicitor,  was  sent  out  to  meet  him.  The 
negotiations  were  renewed  in  Novem- 
ber. Those  negotiations  amounted  to 
this — "Give  us  documents  that  may 
injure  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork;  we 
do  not  care  where  you  get  them  ;  we 
want  them  to  be  fairly  good,  something 
like  Pigott's  letters.  We  will  pay  you  an 
enormous  sum  for  them "  (a  suni  of 
£25,000  or  £50,000.)  On  June  19  Mr. 
Soames  telegraphed  to  his  agent — 

**  Has  he  satisfied  you  as  to  the  value  of  his. 
evidence  and  existence  of  confirmatory  docu- 
ments ?  Reply,  and  I  will  then  cahle  definitely. 
Are  you  satisfied  he  is  acting:  straight,  and  will 
go  on  hoard  with  you  ?    Oahle  fully." 

Then  on  June  21a  telegram  was  sent  to 
Mr.  Birch,  Colorado  Springs,  which 
said — 

*'If  he  will  show  you  documents,  you  aU 
satisfied  of  their  value  as  evidence,  and  he  wire- 
hand  them  over  when  transfer  made  and  money 
paid,  you  may  dispense  with  written  stat^^ment 
till  he  is  on  ship.  If  he  will  not  agree  to  this,, 
it  means  he  intends  to  sell  us.  'i'oo  late  to- 
cable  money  to-day.  Ue  gives  no  reason  why 
he  cannot  do  as  asked." 

What  was  the  answer  of  the  Attorney 
General  to  this  damning  evidence  against 
his  lat3  client  ?  First,  the  Attorney 
General  said — 

**  I  speak  now,  not  on  my  own  behalf,  but 
on  account  of  Mr.  Walter." 

It  is  exceedingly  difi&cult  to  disentangle 
the  dual  personality  of  the  Attorney 
General.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man said  that  there  was  nothing  which 
Mr.  Soames  or  Mr.  Walter  had  done  of 
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which  they  need  he  ashamed ;  and  he 
Strengthened  his  opinion  by  making  cer- 
tain statements  which  were  entirely 
incorrect.  The  Attorney  General  said 
that  Sheridan,  having  asked  £25,000, 
was  willing  to  come  down  to  £1,000,  and 
that  this  offer  was  declined  by  Mr. 
Soames.  Then  another  telegram  said — 
I*  Long  interview  to-day  with  wife,  to-day 
privatel}' ;  she  giv^s  positive  assurance  he  will 
go  if  £1,000  is  paid  to  her  at  once ;  thousand 
to  him  in  gold  in  steamer  leaving  port ;  all  the 
rest  as  cabled.*' 

And  the  "  rest "  was  that  his  ranch  was 
to  be  bought  for  the  enormous  sum  of 
£25,000,  to  be  received  in  England  when 
he  had  given  his  evidence.  It  was 
scarcely  fair  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that  Sheridan  came  down  to  £1,000.  He 
should  have  taken  care  to  see  that  those 
for  whom  he  spoke  gave  some  sort  of  proof 
that  they  were  speaking  correctly  before 
he  became  their  mouthpiece.  The 
Attorney  General  also  said  that,  Sheridan 
having  asked  £25,000,  the  negotiations 
were  absolutaly  and  unconditionally 
broken  off  in  January,  1889,  and  that 
they  were  re-opened  by  a  letter  of  Sheri- 
dan's in  February.  On  December  10, 
Kirby,  after  stating  that  he  had  seen 
Sheridan  and  listened  to  the  proposals, 
telegraphed — 

*'  Must  return  on  the  12th.'' 
Soames  replied — 

**  Court  adjoume<l  for  five  weeks ;  come  home 
at  once  ;  I  must  discuss  matters  personally 
with  you." 

But  no  sooner  did  Kirby  disappear  than 
Jarvis  turned  up  to  keep  guard  over 
Sheridan,  and  a  short  time  after  Jarvis 
withdrew.  Yet  the  Attorney  General 
said  that  this  amounted  in  February  to 
an  absolute  and  unconditional  breaking 
off.  On  the  contrary,  the  negotiations 
went  on  as  before.  Now  I  come  to  Mr. 
Soemes  himself,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  I 
shall  have  to  charge  that  eminent  solici- 
tor with  something  more  than  inaccuracy. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Membsr  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  has  spoken  of 
there  being  some  sort  of  subornation 
of  perjury  in  this  case,  but  I  shall 
show  that  there  was  something 
very  nearly  approaching  perjury.  Even 
Mr.  Soames  was  ready  to  perjure 
himself  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  case. 
Mr.  Soames  had  given  evidence  before 
the  Court  in  reference  to  this  Kirby  and 
Sheridan  incident.      On    December   14 


Mr.  Soames  was  cross-examined  by  Sir 
Charles  Bussell,  when  he  denied  that 
Kirby  told  him  he  had  made  an  offer  of 
money  to  Sheridan.  But  on  March  14 
Mr.  Soames  stated,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Biggar,. 
that  Sheridan  had  asked  him  for  £20,000 
to  come  over,  and  that  he  immediately 
telegraphed  to  Kirby  to  come  back.  Now, 
by  this  answer  Mr.  Soames  intended  to 
convey  an  absolutely  false  impression 
to  the  Judges.  He  had  tele- 
graphed, but  after  Kirby  had  said 
he  was  coming  back.  Mr.  Soamea 
sent  out  Kirby  to  renew  the  offer  and  to 
get  what  papers  he  could,  and  yet  on 
March  14  Mr.  Soames  made  a  statement 
to  the  effect  that  all  negotiations  had 
been  broken  off.  On  April  4  Kirby,  his 
own  agent,  telegraphed  from  America 
that  he  was  "again  with  Sheridan. 
Veiii,  mdi,  vici/"  1  ask  any  indepen- 
dent Member  whether  Mr.  Soames  did 
not  convey  a  false  impression  to  the 
minds  of  the  Judges  ?  In  the  telegrams, 
there  is  a  most  important  sentence  which 
has  not  been  adverted  to  in  regard  to  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Commission  by 
Mr.  Soames  with  respect  to  Sheridan 
and  Kirby.  On  April  5,  1889,  there 
was  a  long  telegram  from  Kirby,  in  the 
course  of  which  he  said — 

"  If  you  want  to  take  him  (Sheridan)  over 
you  must  amend  your  evidence  as  to  hi'a  refusing 
to  accept  any  sum  to  go  over  to  make  his  lif • 
sure  here." 

"  You  must  amend  your  evidence."  Mr. 
Soames  had  sworn  one  thing  to  suit  the 
exigencies  of  the  case,  but  as  a  condition 
of  bringing  Sheridan  over  he  was  to 
swear  exactly  the  reverse.  The  next 
telegrams  were  **  Cannot  make  out  part 
of  cable  as  to  terms,"  and  "  I  am  sending 
to  you  by  Saturday  week."  What  was. 
then  sent,  however,  does  not  appear.  In 
the  telegrams  which  we  have  there  was. 
not  the  slightest  sign  that  Mr.  Soames 
protested  against  the  suggestion  of  Kirby 
that  he  should  "amend  his  evidence,"" 
and  swear  precisely  the  contrary  of  what 
he  had  previously  said.  The  Attorney 
General  will  remember  that  the  Commisr 
sion  decided  at  its  first  meeting  that  a 
case  should  be  made  out  by  the  Timea^ 
Apparently  the  Times  had  been  under 
the  impression  that  the  witnesses  would 
be  called  by  the  Commission  and 
examined  as  witnesses  of  the  Commis- 
sion. Now,  I  wish  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that 
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affcer  it  came  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
Tim>€8  that  they  would  have  to  make  out 
their  case  they  made  it  known  to  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  that  they  would 
not  be  able  to  go  on  with  the  case  unless 
the  Government  gave  them  aid;  and 
that  the  Gk)vernment  did  thereupon  agree 
to  give  them  aid,  or  the  thing  would 
have  broken  down;  and  that  this  was 
the  reason  why  agents  were  sent  to 
Ireland  and  detectives  employed  in 
America  and  elsewhere  to  do  the  dirty 
work  of  the  Times. 

Sib  R.  WEBSTER:  I  will  answer 
the  question  at  one 3.  As  far  as  I  know 
there  is  not  tlie  shadow  of  a  foundation  of 
truth  in  the  statement.  I  never  heard 
of  it  before,  and  if  any  such  communica- 
tion were  made  I  was  not  a  party  to  it, 
nor  was  I  directly  or  indirectly  concerned 
in  it. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  :  There  is  much 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  does 
not  seem  to  have  heard  of.  I  have  great 
confidence  in  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, but  I  have  sfcill  more  confidence  in 
the  Member  for  Bury,  and  I  should  like 
to  hear  a  similar  declaration  made  by 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  or  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  I  should  also 
like  to  see  a  Committee  appointed  to  dis- 
cover what  really  did  take  place,  because 
I  suppose  it  will  be  admitted  that  the 
Times  Was  aided  and  abetted  by  the 
Government  in  a  most  scandalous  and 
disgraceful  manner.  I  think  the 
Attorney  Ganeral  has  been  improp3rly 
used  in  this  matter,  ^nd  put  by  these 
men  to  very  base  uses.  Indeed,  I  think 
we  ought  to  append  to  the  Motion  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  some  declara- 
tion that  we  protest  against  our  learned 
Colleague's  being  treated  so  scandalously 
as  he  has  been.  For  my  own  part,  I  con- 
sider that  this  debcite  has  been  exceed- 
ingly useful.  We  have  had  a  valuable 
speech  from  the  late  leader  of  the  Tories, 
and  a  still  more  valuable  one  from  the 
Chief  Secretary.  Nothing,  in  my  belief, 
will  do  us  greater  good  in  the  country 
than  the  latter's  speech,  for  there  is  an 
nngenerous  tone  about  it  which  will  be 
indignantly  repudiated  by  the  electors. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  hammer 
and  tongs  for  the  Times,  and  associated 
himself  with  the  Tim£s,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Admii'alty  did  the  same  thing  the 
other  day ;  and  I  feel  sure  thnt  in  the 
Mr,  Lahouchere 


autumn  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will 
again  and  again  tell  their  constituents 
that  the  Times  did,  on  the  whole,  a  most 
laudable  and  a  most  useful  work.  We  do 
not  expect  a  victory  here.  Our  tribunal 
is  outside,  and  already  there  have  been 
indications  of  what  the  decision  will  be. 
You  may  vote  down  the  Amendment  of 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and  carry 
the  Resolution  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  but  you  cannot  vote  down  the 
St.  Pancras  election,  or  alter  the  figures 
in  Lincolnshire.  Even  the  most  stolid 
Tory  opposite  must  s^y  to  himself,  "  I 
will  make  hay  while  the  sun  shines,  and 
remain  here  as  long  as  I  can,  because 
when  there  is  a  General  Election  the 
place  that  knows  me  now  will  know  me 
no  more." 

•(9.15.)     Me.     DE     LISLE:    With 
a  painful   sense  of   duty  to   my  consti- 
tuents, to  my  country,   and  to  Catholic 
Christendom,     I     rise     to     move     the 
Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name. 
I  do  so    in    response   to    that    solemn 
appeal   address  3d   to   Members   on  this 
side  of  the  House  about  a  week  ago  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid   Lothian.      He  addressed  us  in 
authoritative  and  earnest  tones  as  men, 
as  Englishmen,  and  as  Christians,  to  vote 
in  this  matter  as  our  consciences  dictated, 
and  not  as  Members  of  a  Political  Party. 
With  renewed  assiduity  I,  to  the  best  of 
my  ability,  studied  the  Report  and  the 
evidence  placed  before  us  by  the  Commis- 
sion, which  I  had  closely  followed  during 
its  daily  progress,  and  I  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  in  response  to  the   appeal 
made    I    could    not     do    less,    though 
I  might  have  done  more,  than  move  this 
Resolution.       I  cordially  admit  that  the 
Amendment,  as  proposed  by  HerMajesty's 
Government,  would,  to  my  mind,   be  all 
that  could   be  desired  provided  that  it 
had  been  accepted  in  the  spirit  in  which 
it     was  proposed   to    the   House.     The 
Motion    which    stands   in  the   name  of 
my     right     hon.     Friend     is     of     the 
nature   of  an   Eirenicon,   and  expresses 
the  wish  that,  so   far  as  it  is  possible, 
bygones  should  be  bygones,  and  that  this 
House  shouldlook  forward toa  more  peace- 
ful and  more  generous  future.   But  it  has 
not  been  accepted  in  this  spirit.    A  whole 
week   has   elapsed  in  the  discussion  of 
this  great  question,  and  during  that  time 
the      utmost     endeavours     have     been 
made    to   make    Party   capital   and  to 
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give  a  Party  complexion  to  the  vote 
we  shall  give  to-night.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  no  doubt,  thought  it  expedient, 
as  far  as'  they  possibly  could,  to  make  the 
Division  a  Party  one,  and  no  doubt  they 
have  succeeded.  The  vote  which  will  be 
given  to-night  will  not  be  looked 
upon  as  the  voice  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  No  doubt  it  will  be  con- 
sidered in  the  country  to  be  the  expres- 
sion of  the  Tory  or  Unionist  majority, 
and  it  will  not  add  to  the  authority 
which  the  Report  of  the  Commission 
possesses  of  itself.  The  Resolution  which 
I  wish  to  propose  is  this  : — 

*' And  this  House  deems  it  to  be  a  duty  to 
record  its  reprobation  of  the  true  charges  of  the 
gravest  description,  based  on  priyate  and  public 
documentary  evidence,  which  have  been  proved 
agaiust  Members  of  this  House  and  other 
persons  ;  and  while  declaring  its  satitifaction  at 
the  exposure  of  twin  conspiracies,  the  one 
treasonable  and  the  other  criminal,  to  which  52 
]^[embers  of  this  House  have  been  parties,  this 
House  expresses  its  profound  sorrow  for  the 
wrong  inflicted  and  the  suffering  and  loss  en- 
dured by  the  loyal  minority  in  Ireland  through 
a  protracted  period  by  reason  of  these  acts  of 
flagrant  iniquity." 

It  may  be  ui^ed  as  an  objection  that  my 
language  is  too  verbose.  That  is  a  point 
I  am  not  concerned  to  discuss  now. 
It  is  the  language  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian ; 
but  the  facts,  they  are  the  facts  proved 
by  the  Commission.  I  will  now  give 
my  reasons  why  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  Motion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  as  far  as  it 
goes,  and  then,  if  the  House  will 
have  patience  with  me,  I  will  briefly 
give  my  reasons  why  I  consider  it 
my  duty  to  add  the  Amendment  which  I 
propose.  I  think  it  right  that  we  should 
thank  the  Judges  for  their  just  and 
impartial  conduct  in  the  discharge 
of  difficult,  duties  which  they  were 
not  bound  to  have  accepted,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  they  accepted  them  with 
reluctance.  Secondly,  I  support  the 
original  Resolution  because  it  places  on 
record  a  true  and  impartial  history  of 
the  Home  Rule  movement  from  the  year 
1877  to  1885.  I  daresay  there  are  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  think'  that  the 
history  unfolded  in  these  150  pages  is 
not  an  impartial  history.  But  I  am  glad 
that  we  have  now  a  document  before  us 
of  such  commanding  authority  that 
those  of  us  who  desire  to  say 
nothing    but   the    truth,    we    may  con- 


fidently appeal  to.  It  is  a  history  of  the 
agitation,  and  gives  facts  which  are  not 
controverted ;  it  is  a  source  of  knowledge 
to  which  we  can  confidently  apply  when 
we  desire  to  put  this  matter  before  our 
constituents.  I  support  the  Resolution 
also  because  it  appears  to  me  a  natural 
complement  of  the  vote  I  gave  when  the 
Special  Commission  Bill  was  before  the 
House ;  I  voted  then  in  the  hope  that 
the  truth  would  prevail.  The  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  R.  Churchill)  is 
one  that  would  have  been  more  applicable 
to  that  Second  Reading  debate,  and  why 
it  should  be  made  now  I  do  not  under- 
stand. The  work  of  the  Commission  has 
been  successful ;  it  unmasks  the  history 
of  a  great  wrong,  and  there  are  other  per- 
haps political  reasons  why  we  should  re- 
joice that  the  Commission  has  issued  this 
Report,  and  why  we  should  have  the 
Report  recorded  on  our  Journals.  But  I 
will  not  now  refer  to  these  in  detail. 
There  is  another  reason  why  1  shall  be 
glad  to  have  the  Repori  enrolled  in  the 
Journals,  and  it  is  a  reason  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  should  sympathise 
with.  The  Report  has  demonstrated  the 
falsehood  and  injustice  of  many  of  the 
most  important  charges  levelled  against 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  am  very 
glad,  indeed,  that  the  insincerity  with 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was 
chai'ged  when  he  denounced  the  crime 
of  the  Phoenix  Park  murders,  which  the 
fac  simile  letter  attributed  to  him,  has 
been  established  to  be  without  founda- 
tion, and  I  am,  indeed,  glad  that  the 
villainy  of  Pigott  has  been  unmasked. 
We  Conservatives  as  a  body  knew  no- 
thing whatever  of  Pigott ;  his  existence 
even  was  quite  unknown  to  most  of  us. 
Hon.  Members  must  remember  that  he 
graduated  in  the  school  of  Nationalism, 
and  never  was  in  contact  with  the 
Conservative  Party.  We  knew  no- 
thing of  him;  I  do  not  think  that 
even  the  Tim^es  knew  anything  of 
him  until  he  presented  himself  with 
the  documents,  which,  though  they 
turned  out  to  be  forgeries,  were  believed 
at  the  time  to  be  true.  Yet  another 
reason  why  I  rejoice  that  this  document 
is  to  be  enrolled  on  the  Journals  of  the 
House  is  that  it  sets  the  seal  of  the 
British  Parliament  upon  a  document 
which  has  had  a  vast  influence  in  fovour 
of  law  and  order  in  Ireland.  It  will  be 
remembered  that  some  years  ago  I,  with 
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others,  denounced  the  teaching  and  the 
action  of  some  of  the  Catholic  Bishops 
and  clergy  in  Ireland,  and  said  that  that 
teaching  had  a  direction  and  tendency 
not  only  desbrucfcive  to  the  peace  of  the 
realm,  but  that  I  was  convinced  that  it 
was  destructive  of  a  far  higher  and  mora 
vital  interest — the  Catholic  faith.  A 
Papal  Mission  was  sent  to  Ireland  to 
examine  the  morality  of  proceedings  then 
more  or  bss  receiving  the  sanction  of  the 
Catholic  clergy  in  Ireland.  That  Papal 
Commission  collected  evidenca,  and  Mon- 
signor  Persico  returned  with  his  Report 
to  Rome.  That  collection  of  evidence 
has  never  been  published,  but  it  has 
resulted  in  the  issue  of  a  document 
known  as  the  Papal  Rescript,  and  in  that 
Rescript  it  is  distinctly  laid  down  that 
those  who  listen  to  the  voice  and 
authority  of  the  Church  must  regard  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  and  the  practice  of  boy- 
cotting, as  not  only  illegal  but  immoral. 
I  will  not  proceed  further  on  this  matter, 
but  will  briefly  give  the  reasons  why, 
agreeing  as  I  do  with  the  original  Resolu- 
tion, I  felt  it  my  duty  to  add  the  rider 
of  which  I  have  given  notic?.  It  will  be 
remembered  that  two  years  ago  the 
pirsistency  and  courage  of  the  Junior 
Member  for  Northampton  compelled  the 
House  to  recognise  the  right  of  Atheism 
to  a[)pear  here  with  the  sanction  of  an 
aflfirmation  instead  of  the  oath.  I  pro- 
tested against  the  innovation.  How 
could  I  do  otherwise  as  a  Tory  ?  But  I 
must  admit  a  Tory  is  an  anachronism  in 
this  House,  but  I  make  my  protest  so 
far  as  I  can  again  on  tliis  occasion.  It 
was  urged,  why  keep  up  the  empty  form 
of  an  oath  when  a  man  says  it  means 
nothing,  and  is  not  in  any  way  binding 
upon  his  conscience.  But  I  urged  that 
to  abolish  the  oath  was  to  divorce  reli- 
gion from  morality,  to  divorce  religion 
from  morality  was  to  sap  the  foundations 
of  society,  and  to  sap  the  foundations  of 
society  was  to  prepare  the  downfall  of 
England,  And  now  within  three  years 
we  have  got  to  this  :  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  who  support  the  Unionist 
Party  are  obliged  to  confess  that  in 
this  Hous3  the  crime  of  treason 
is  a  matter  of  no  consequence  ! 
Why  keep  up  the  form  of  the  promise  of 
allegiance,  then,  when  you  allow  Gentle- 
men to  come  into  this  House  and  to  make 
a  declaration  which,  by  their  actions,  you 
must  recognise  to  be  hypocritical  ?  I  may 
Mr.  d^  Lisle 


be  asked  why,  in  framing  this  Amend- 
ment, I  was  not  able  to  admit  words 
having  the  same  effect  as  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  (Mr.  Jennings)  gave  notice.  I 
entirely  sympathise  with  those  who  would 
wish  to  put  on  record  that  Members  of 
this  House  have  been  grossly  maligned  ; 
but  when  I  look  at  the  findings  of  the 
Commission  I  cannot  see  how  we  can  do 
what  is  suggested.  The  main  charge 
made  against  the  Members  of  the  Irish 
Party  was  that  they  had  been  directly  or 
indirectly  concerned  with  murder.  That 
is  true,  but  the  Commissioners  do  not 
lay  the  blame  of  that  charge  on  the 
Tim^s  newspaper.  On  the  contrary,  they 
throw  back  the  blame  upon  the  heads 
of  hon.  Members  opposite  themselves. 
The  Commissioners  declare — 

**  We  may  Bay  iit  once  that  the  charge  that 
the  respoDdents,  bj  their  speeches  or  otherwise, 
incited  persons  to  the  commission  of  murder, 
or  that  the  Land  League  chiefs  based  their 
scheme  upon  a  system  of  assassination,  has  not 
been  substantiated.  No  proof  has  been  given, 
and  we  do  not  believe  that  there  was  any  in- 
teniion  on  the  part  of  the  respondents,  or  any 
of  them,  to  procure  any  murder,  or  murder  in 
general,  to  be  committed/* 

But  what  do  the  Judges  go  on  to  say  ? — 

"  But  while  we  acquit  the  respondent*  of 
having  directly  or  indirectly  incited  to  murder, 
we  find  that  the  speeches  made,  in  which  land- 
grabbers  and  other  offenders  against  the  League 
were  denounced  as  traitors  and  being  as  bad  aa 
informers— the  urging  young  men  to  procure 
arms,  and  the  dissemination  o!  the  newspapers 
above  lef erred  to— had  the  effect  of  causing  an 
excitable  peasantry  to  carry  out  the  laws  of  the 
Land  League  even  by  as^fassination/' 

That  appears  to  me  to  be  the  clearest 
proof,  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Commissioners,  it  is  to  the  seditious 
speeches  that  the  responsibility  for  these 
charges  must  be  thrown.  That  is  the 
source  from  which  these  calumniea 
sprung.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  made  these 
seditious  speeches  it  is  upon  their  own 
heads  that  the  responsibility  must  rest. 
There  is  not  a  word  here  about  the 
forgeries  of  Pigott  having  anything  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  charge  of  murder 
levelled  against  them.  On  the  contrary, 
there  is  evidence  that  these  forgeries 
were  merely  the  foundation  for  the 
charges  of  insincerity  brought  against  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.  1  may  say  that 
I  have  never  circulated  the  later  editions 
of  Pamellisin  and  Crmie  among  my  con- 
stituents, containing  the  forged  letters. 
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I  have  only  circulated  the  second  edition, 
and  I  believe  the  vast  majority  of  Mem- 
bers of  this  Hous3  have  only  circulated 
that  edition.  And  now,  Sir,  I  have 
moved  an  Amendment  which,  I  pre- 
sume, will  not  receive  the  support 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I 
respectfully  submit  that  it  is  a  proposi- 
tion which  might  most  properly  be 
accepted.  The  honour  of  this  House  is 
at  stake.  The  greatest  offence  which  has 
been  committed  is  not  an  offence  against 
an  individual  only.  It  is  an  offence  against 
this  Hous3,  committed  within  the  walls 
of  this  House,  and  in  the  presance  of  the 
Sp3aker.  Perjury  on  the  floor  of  this 
House — that  is  the  offence  committed 
by  eight  of  these  Gentlemen,  and  that  is 
why  I  have  thought  it  right  to  add 
this  censure  to  the  Motion  of  the 
leader  of  the  House.  There  is  another 
point.  It  has  been  pointed  out  that  it 
is  a  deadly  crime  to  publish  a  calumny 
even  when  those  who  publish  it 
believe  it  not  to  be  a  calumny.  No  doubt 
it  is  a  very  serious  thing  even  to  calum- 
niate in  that  way.  But  what  are  we  to 
think  of  years  of  political  action,  persisted 
in  with  knowledge  of  its  effect,  which 
have  brought  about  the  murder  of  98 
humble  citizens  of  Ireland,  and  146 
attempts  to  murder,  which  the  Com- 
miissioners  say  in  their  Report  were 
brought  about  by  seditious  speeches  and 
writings,  and  by  organised  intimidation, 
when  those  who  engaged  in  this  course 
of  action  were  conscious  that  it  led  to 
these  lamentable  results?  The  words  I 
have  borrowed  from  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
are  not  too  strong  to  express  our 
condemnation  of  political  action  of  this 
kind.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  reminds  me  of  another  great 
iigure  of  contemporaneous  history  whom 
I  happened  to  have  the  honour  of  know- 
ing, and  who  rose  to  great  eminence  as  an 
ecclesiastic  in  the  Catholic  Church.  Late 
in  life  he  abandoned  his  convictions,  and 
80  became,  in  the  unchangeable  records 
of  that  immortal  and  indefectible  insti- 
tution, a  fallen  star.  I  allude  to  Dr. 
Dollinger.  Similarly  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
rose  to  a  high  place  in  the  service  of  this 
country,  and  became  the  leading  power 
aanong  English  statesmen.     In  his  latter 


days  he  also  abandoned  all  the  convictions 
of  his  early  life.  He  has  become  a 
fallen  star,  but  he  has  succeeded  in 
carrying  with  him  in  his  fall  a  very  con- 
siderable portion  of  Her  Majesty ^s  sub- 
jects. To  recall  a  saying  of  Macaulay's, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  possesses  a  vast 
command  of  a  mystic  kind  of  language, 
by  which  he  first  deludes  himself,  and 
then  his  hearers  !  You  say  that  you  have 
the  people  on  your  side,  and  that  you  will 
appeal  to  the  people.  I  say  that  we  will 
also  appeal  to  the  people;  and  if  the 
people  do  not  give  us  their  support,  we 
will  appeal — to  paraphrase  the  words  of 
Luther — h  papulo  male  infonnatOy  ad 
populum  melius  infonnandum — from  the 
people  badly  informed,  to  the  people  to  be 
better  informed — and  as  an  instrument 
for  the  better  information  of  the  people, 
as  a  proof,  a  historical  and  political  de- 
monstration, of  the  wisdom  of  our  counsels 
and  the  rectitude  of  our  purpose.  I 
know  of  no  document  so  valid,  no 
authority  so  powerful,  as  the  findings 
which  are  contained  in  this  Report, 
the  substance  of  which  I  have  con- 
densed in  the  words  of  my  Amend- 
ment. 

Major  RASCH  rose. 
*Mb.    SPEAKER:       Does    the     hon. 
Member  rise    to    second    the    Amend- 
ment ? 

Major  Rasch  :  No,  Sir. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  There  being  no 
seconder,  the  Amendment  falls  to  the 
ground. 

(9.45.)  Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR 
(Liverpool,  Scotland  Division) :  I  am 
rather  relieved  that  the  forms  of 
the  House  have  emancipated  me  from  the 
necessity  of  answering  the  extremely 
formidable  array  of  arguments  which  have 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not, 
therefore,  accuse  me  of  any  discourtesy 
if  I  allow  his  speech  to  fall  into  the  limbo- 
of  unsupported  facts  to  which  his 
Amendment  has  been  relegated.  I  will 
only  mention  one  part  of  his  speech.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  claimed Jcredit  to  him- 
self and  some  Members  of  his  Pariy  for 
n  t    having    circulated    the    edition  of 
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FarneUism  and  Crime  which   contained 
the  forged  letter.     I  am  perfectly  willing 
to    accept  the   statement    of   the    hon. 
Gentleman  as  true   as   regards  himself, 
but  I  shall  presently   have  to  allude  to 
the  circulation  of  the  forged  letter  by 
itself  by  several   Members  opposite   for 
Party  and  electioneering  purposes.     But 
I  do  not  S3e  any  particular  merit  in  what 
he  claims.       In  the  pages  of  Parnelliam 
and  Crime,  apart    altogether    from  the 
forged  lettar,  there  are  calumnies  as  foul 
and  as  odious  as  the  forged  letter.     For 
instance,  there   is  that  horrible  passage 
as  to  murderers  sharing  the  counsel   of 
the  Irish  Members,  going  into  the  rooms 
occupied  by  the  Irish  Members,   passing 
from  thos3  rooms  to  commit  murder,  and 
returning  to  the  rooms  after  murder  had 
been    committed.     There     is    also    the 
suggestion  that  at  the  interview  between 
Frank  Byrne  and  the  leader  of  the  Irish 
Party  and  the  Member  for  Longford,  the 
particulars  of  the  murders  that  took  place 
on    the  6th    of  May   afterwards    were 
arranged.     Therefore,    I  do  not   see  it 
advances  the  cause  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man a  bit  to  say  he  has  not  circulated  the 
forged  letters,  because  in  Parnelliam  and 
Crime,  apart  from  the    forged    letters, 
there    are   calumnies    which  the  Com- 
missioners    have    properly   condemned, 
and        as      a      propagator     of     those 
calumnies,        the        hon.       Gentleman 
owes  an  apology  to  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  this  side.     Now,  I  will  only  allude  to 
a  personal  matter  to  which  attention  was 
called  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member    for   West    Birmingham,    who 
followed  the  Commissioners  in   extract- 
ing from  a  speech  of  mine  in  America 
one   passage   which  totally  falsified  the 
meaning  of  the  whole  of  the  speech.     I 
told  the  truth  when  I  said  I  had  forgotten 
all  about  the  speech.     If  I  had  baen  told 
that  I  had  made  the  observations,  1  might 
with  perfect  truth  have  denied  having 
made  them.  .  They  were  not  made  in  the 
midst  of  an  excited  population  in  Ire- 
land, and  I  justify  every  word  I  said. 
Before  the  Commission  I  was  asked  for 
an  explanation,  and  I  said,  "  You  have 
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follows  it,  which  gives  an  explanation ;" 
and  I  pointed  out  that  it  was  a  gross 
misrepresentation  of  the  passage  to  say 
it  was  either  an  incitement  to  the  com- 
mission of   crime,   or    anything  of   the 
kind.     I  said  I  believed  the  statement 
to  be  true,  that  if  10,000  persons  were 
put  in  the  possession  of  10,000  farms 
from  which    10,000  farmers   had  been 
unjustly  evicted,  then    it  would  be    a 
source  of  danger,  of  crime,  and  of  outrage. 
What  sensible  or  rational  man  can  doubt 
that    if  a   large   tract  of  country  was 
cleared  of  10,000  people  the   taking  of 
the  evicted  farms    would    subject    the 
country  to  the  danger  of  crime  and  dis- 
turbance and  outrage  ?    Now,  one  of  the 
charges  I  shall  make,  and  make  good,  is 
that  there  was  an  alliance  between  Mem- 
bers on  these  Benches  and  the  Tory  Party 
at  the  time  when  we  were  alleged  to  be 
committing  these  crimes,  but  before  I 
come  to  my  proofs  of  that  I  would  like 
to  quoce  one  or  two  passages  in  support 
of  that  contention  from  the  speeches  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  himself.     In  the 
beginning  of  December,  1883,  there  was 
a  very  remarkable  debate  in  the  House 
of  Commons.     The  debate  was  initiated 
by  the  fact  that  James  Carey  had  been 
put  into  the  witness-box  in  Dublin,  and 
had  given  information  with   regard  to 
the  Phoenix   Park   murders.      At   that 
time   the  present  Under  Secretary   for 
India  (Sir  J.  Gorst)  was  the  legal  Mem- 
ber of  the  Fourth    Party,  and    he  pro- 
posed  an   Amendment  to  the   Queen's 
Speech,  denouncing    the    Government. 
In  the  course  of  his  speech  the   right 
hon.   Gentleman  made  some  allusion  to 
James  Carey  and  the  Member  for  West 
BirmiDgham ;  indeed     he    accused    the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  of  base- 
ness as  great  as  that  of   James  Carey, 
and  the  other  persons  engaged  in  the 
Phoenix   Park  murders.     James   Carey 
said  there  was  a  "  No.  1  "  in  the  Invin- 
cible conspiracy,  and  the  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman said — 

"His  belief  was  that  there  existed  at  thai 
time  a  sort  of  inner  circle  within  the  Cabinet 
very  much  in  the  same  way  as  an  inner  circle 
of  the  Invincibles  existed  in  the  Land  League, 
and  he  believed,  too,  that  the  inner  circle  of  the 
Cabinet  had  also  its  *  No.  I.' " 

And  the  "  No.  1  "  to  whom  he  alluded 


not  read  the  passage  which  immediately   was  the  Member  for  West  Birmingham, 
Mr,  T,  F,  O'Connor  - 


I 


585         Special  Commission         {Mibch  11,  1890}  (1888)  Report. 

whom  he  thereby  compared  to  the 
founder  and  the  organiaer  of  the  a8sa4S8i- 
nafcion  society  in  Dublin.  I  will  now 
give  you  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
(Mr.  Chamberlain's)  opinion  of  the 
Tories.  He  called  attention  in  a  speech 
at  Hackney  to  a  circular  just  issued  by 
the  Conservative  Association  as  to  the 
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number  of  Irish  voters  in  English  con- 
stituencies, especially  with  a  view  to 
finding  out  Whether  there  were  suflficient 
Irish  voters  to  turn  the  scale  against  the 
Libei*al  candidates.  He  also  called  atten- 
.  tion  to  the  fact  that  after  the  Tory  Party 
came  into  power  tbe  very  first  thing 
they*did  was  to  grant  that  inquiry  into 
the  Maamtrasna  executions  which  had 
been  refused  by  the  Liberal  Government. 
He  described  the  action  of  the  Tory 
Government  as  the  Maamtrasna  alliance. 
Last  night  the  Chief  Secretary  was 
very  eloquent  upon  our  attack  on  Lord 
Spencer.  I  am  glad  to  find  the  Chief 
Secretary  hajs  raised  himself  to  some 
appreciation  of  Lord  Spencer ;  it  was  not 
alwajs  so.  Now,  in  his  speech  at  Hack- 
ney the  rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  made 
it  one  of  his  strongest  charges 
against  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
that  while  they  supported  the  policy 
of  Lord  Spencer  in  office,  they 
had  no  sooner  got  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
than  they  denounced  the  very  man  they 
had  been  supporting  for  years — 

'*  In  parsTianc^  of  a  compact  they  had  innde 
with  the  Pamellite  Party — m  pursuance  of  thia 
bargain,  for  which  they  were  called  upon  to  pay 
a  price,  '  their  leaders  got  up  in  the  House  of 
Commons  the  other  day  and  separated  them- 
selyes  ostentatiously  from  Lord  Spencer,  and 
any  approval  of  his  administration.  I  say 
even  hy  this  one  act  the  I'ories  have  done  more 
to  lessen  the  authority  of  the  law  in  Ireland 
than  all  the  Radicals  have  said  and  done 
daring  the  past  five  yf'ars,  we  might  almost  say 
than  all  the  Nationalist  Members  ever  have 
said  or  done,  because  the  eifect  of  the  Tory 
action  has  been  to  show  that  the  maintenacce 
of  law  and  order  is  not  a  matter  of  principle, 
is  not  a  matter  of  conviction,  is  not  a  matter 
even  of  State  policy,  but  is  a  matter  of  the 
meanest  Party  interest  and  Party  conaiidera- 
tion." 

That  was  the  judgment  of  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  on  the  Tory  Party 
in  1885.  But  the  virtuous  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  also  said — 


**  The  consistency  of  our  public  life,  the 
honour  of  political  controveisv,  the  patriotism 
of  statesmen  which  should  be  set  above 
all  Party  considerations— these  are  the  things 
which  in  the  last  few  weeks  have  been 
profaned  ard  trampled  in  the  mire  bv  this 
crowd  of  hungry  office-seekers  who  are  now 
doing  Badical  work  in  the  uniform  of  Tory 
Mmisters.  After  a  speech  of  mine  the  other 
night  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons 
came  up  and  said,  •  My  dear  fellow,  pray  be 
careful  what  you  say,  for  if  you  were  to  speak 
disrespectfully  of  the  Ten  Commandments  I 
believe  Balfour  would  bring  in  a  Bill  to-morrow 
to  repeal  them.** 

That,  in  1885,  was  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's opi  ion  as  to  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  I  think  I  have 
devoted  as  much  attention  as  is  necessary^ 
if  not  more,  to  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  whom  I  will  not 
dignify  by  calling  an  extinct  volcano, 
but  simply  an  exploded  fusee.  Every 
one  will  have  observed  that  the 
tone  of  this  debate  has  very  much 
changed  since  the  start.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  tbe  Trea- 
sury, indeed,  made  a  speech  to  which  no 
objection  could  be  taken  except  that  of 
it«  portentous  solemnity.  It  was  moderate 
and  kindly  in  tone,  and  was  in  keeping 
with  the  speeches  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  earlier  in  the  Session,  in 
which  he  freely  condemned  the  action  of 
the  Tim^es,  But  the  speeches  which 
followed  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  side,  instead  of  being  an  apology  for 
the  ofFences  of  the  Tim^s,  have  been  a 
repetition,  and,  in  many  cases,  an  aggrava- 
tion, of  those  offences.  But  before  I 
deal  with  that  I  want  to  challenge  the 
Attorney  General.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Belfast  has  made  charges 
against  him  of  which  he  has  not  given 
anything  like  an  adequate  denial.  Now, 
is  it  the  fact  as  stated,  not  only  by  my 
hon.  Friend,  but  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington,  that  the  Govern- 
ment packed  the  tribunal  ?  [An  hon. 
Member  :  Certainly  not.]  The  Attorney 
General  has  never  ventured  to  deny  that 
the  names  of  the  Judges  were  never 
given  to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
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Member  for  Hackney  before  they  were 
put  in  the  Bill,  although  they  were 
promised  to  him.  Was  not  that  packing 
the  jury  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  names  of  the 
Judges  were  furnished  by  me  to  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
before  they  were  put  in  the  Bill. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  made  that 
statement  for  the  first  time,  long  as  this 
controversy  has  been  going  on.  The 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  is  not  presant, 
but  a  trusted  Colleague  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  is,  and  he 
does  not  give  any  sign  of  assent  to  the 
statement.  I  now  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  did  he  give  us  any  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  a  preliminary  word  in 
the  matter  of  the  choice  of  the  Judges  ? 
Will  he  deny  that  when  he  appointed 
the  Judges  he  knew  that  every  one  of 
them  was  a  political  ally  of  his  own. 
[Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  shook  his  head  ]  A 
«hake  of  the  head  is  no  denial.  I  say  it 
was  notorious  that  each  member  of  the 
Commission  was  either  a  Liberal  Unionist 
or  a  Tory,  and  therefore  a  political  ally  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Again,  no 
answer  has  been  given  to  the  charge  of 
the  Member  for  Belfast  that  there  are 
drafts  in  existence  of  the  Commission 
Bill,  with  alterations  and  interlineations 
in  the  Attorney  General's  liandwriting. 
Does  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
deny  that  ? 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  I  denied  it  on  the 
spot  last  night.  I  said  that  as  &.r  as  I 
know  there  is  no  such  thing  in  existence, 
and  certainly  I  have  not  the  slightest 
recollection  of  it. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  My  hon. 
Friend  did  not  say  thesa  drafts  were  in 
existence ;  probably  they  have  been  des- 
troyed. What  the  Irish  Members  want 
to  know  is,  had  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  anything  to  do  with  the 
terms  of  the  Bill  which  appointed  the 
Commission  [Sir  R.  Webster  shook  his 
head],  or  was  he  called  into  the  Cabinet  ? 
[Sir  R.  Webster  indicated  that  he  was 
Mr,  T,  P.  O'Connor 
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not.]     The  excuse  made  for  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  last  night  was  very 
different  from  the  attitude  he  himself 
assumes.     The  declaration  of  the  Chief 
Secretary    was    that    if    the    hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman  had    had    anything 
to  do  with  the  Commission  Bill  he  had 
acted  as  agent  of  the  Cabinet.     So  that  we 
have  the  extraordinary  pretence  set  up 
that  the  Attorney  General  can  be  at  the 
same  time  agent  of  the  Cabinet,  counsel 
for  the  Timss,  and  be  concerned  in  the 
framing  of  the  Bill  for  the  trial  of  the 
case  of  his  clients.     I  say  a  more  flagrant 
case  of  injustice  and  want  of  fair  play  has 
never  before  occurred  in  the  most  heated 
and  venomous  controversy  in  this  House. 
Of  course,  as  an  hon.  Friend  reminds  me, 
the  Attorney  General  as  first  Law  Oflficer 
of  the  Crown  is  bound,  by  his  very  func- 
tions and  duties,  to  give  advice  on  all 
legal  questions  to  the  Cabinet,  so  that  we 
have  this  monstrous  state  of  things,  that  a 
gentleman  having  the  fee  of  the  Times 
in    his  pocket   is    the   adviser    of    the 
Government  in  an  "  impartial ''  inquiry, 
in  which  the  Government  stands  equal 
between  the  Times  on  the  one  hand  and 
the    Irish    Members    on    the   other.    I 
invite  answers  to  thesa  questions  when 
the  time  comes  for  reply  to  be  made.   No 
one  attempted  to  deny  the  charges  when 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Padding- 
ton  made  them  to-night — no  one  denied 
that  the  Government  had  appointed  a  tri- 
bunal consistingof  their  political  friends  to 
try  theirpoliticalopponents.  The  statement 
has  been  made  that  the  Tory  Party  oppo- 
site have  never  attempted  to  make  Party 
capital  out  of  the  forged  letters,  but  the 
fact  is  that  for  two  years  they  have  been 
the  leading  stock-in-trade   of  lion,   and 
right   hon.    Gentlemen   opposite.      The 
Chief  Secretary,  who  seems   convinced 
that  he  has  only  to  make  a  mis-statement 
audaciously  and   confidently  enough   to 
obtain    credence   amongst  a  section   of 
Members  at   least,  denied   that   capital 
had  been  made  out  of  the  forged  letters. 
Why,   we    produced    in    this   House   a 
document  containing  B,/ac  simile  of  the 
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letters,  which  document  had  been  distri- 
buted at  the  Taunton  Election,  and  partly 
helped  to  secure  the  return  of  the  Tory 
candidate ;  and  the  Attorney  General 
was  confronted  by  the  right  lion.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  with  a  passage  from  his 
own  speech  on  the  Second  Heading  of  the 
Commission  Bill,  in  which  he  himself 
brought  forward  the  forged  letters  as 
an  argument  in  support  of  the  Second 
Beading.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  am  to 
hold  the  Gk)vernment  responsible  for  the 
utterances  of  so  humble  a  Member  of 
their  Party  as  the  Under  Secretary  for 
War,  but  as  we  are  held  accountable  for 
Scrab  Nally  I  suppose  wo  have  a  right 
to  hold  the  Government  accountable  for 
this  official.  He  declared  that  the  letters 
were  genuine,  and  he  did  so  for  the 
purpose  of  making  political  capital.  I 
say  deliberately  that  for  nearly  two 
years  the  forged  letters  were  the  leading 
stock-in-trade  of  the  Conssrvative  Pariy. 
I  have  said  the  charges  against  us 
have  been  repeated  and  have  been 
aggravated.  Let  me  give  some  proofs 
of  that.  The  Member  for  North 
Antrim  (Sir  C.  E.  Lewis)  declared 
that  if  all  the  books  of  the  Land  League 
had  been  in  existence  every  charge 
which  the  Commission  had  declared  to 
be  disproved  would  probably  have  been 
substantiated.  The  Attorney  General, 
again,  an  artist  of  high  colour,  sometimes 
even  aggravated  the  original  charges  of 
the  Times,  He  actually,  the  other  night, 
referred  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cork  as  having  sympathy  with 
dynamite.  What  is  his  proof?  I  say  it 
is  a  most  scandalous  thing  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  on  the  morrow 
of  his  discomfiture  in  regard  to  the 
Pigott  forgeries  should  have  the  face  to 
come  down  here  and  repeat  or  invent  a 
new  charge  against  my  hon.  Friend, 
which  I  say  is  absolutely  and  completely 
without  foundation.  And  now  I  come 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James).  He  was  even 
worse  than  the  Attorney  General,  for 
what  did  he  say?  He  said  that  the 
cash  book  had  been  removed  from  the 
Land  League  Offices  in  Great  Britain. 
Well,  I  am  the  President  of  the  National 
League  Organisation  in  Great  Britain, 
and  have  been  so  for  many  years,  and  I 
was  officially  connected  with  it  under  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Longford 
VOL.  OCCXLn.    [third  skbibs.] 
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(Mr.  J.  McCarthy).  This  cash  book 
was  kept  to  a  certain  extent,  at  least, 
under  the  supervision  and  control  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  and  myself,  and 
I  suppose  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bury  means  that  if  this  cash 
book  were  produced  it  would  show  that 
money  had  been  paid  by  the  English 
Land  League  for  the  Phoenix  Park 
murders,  and  that  my  hon.  Friend 
and  myself  have  only  been  able  to  clear 
ourselves  of  the  charge  by  causing  the  dis- 
appearance of  the  book.  Am  I  not  justified, 
then,  in  saying  that  the  speeches  which 
have  been  made  have  been  a  repetition 
and  aggravation  of  the  charges  made 
against  us  before  the  Commission  ?  What 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  do?  He  insinuated  over  and 
^over  again,  last  night,  that  the  charge  of 
direct  complicity  with  crime  had  been 
made  out,  and  that  the  Invincible  Society 
was  a  branch  of  the  Land  League,  and 
he  did  so  in  the  face  of  the  finding  of  the 
Judges  that  there  was  no  connection 
whatever  between  the  Invincible  Society 
and  the  League.  I  am  justified,  there- 
fore, in  claiming  that  if  reparation  was  . 
due  from  the  Government  to  us  before 
this  debate  began,  double  reparation  is 
due  to  us  now,  when  the  charges  haye 
been  repeated  and  aggravated  by  speakers . 
on  the  Tory  side.  The  Chief  Secretary 
made  the  foul  insinuation  that  there  was 
something  in  the  forged  letters  after  all, 
because  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  did  not 
claim  an  apology  as  well  as  the  £5,000. 
Now,  I  ask  the  House  seriously  to  con- 
sider what  was  the  suggestion  under- 
lying that  statement.  Did  it  not  con- 
tBbin  the  same  base  insinuation  as  was 
contained  in  a  speech  of  his  kins- 
man —  his  chief  —  because,  even 
after  Pigott  had  been  exposed,  the 
speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary  con- 
tained two  of  the  most  cruel  and  most 
odious  things  said  in  the  course  of  this 
controversy.  The  Chief  Secretary  fur- 
ther alluded  f o  the  former  relations  of 
the  Tory  Party  to  the  Irish  Members. 
I  have  shown  that  the  existence  of  a 
compact  was  admitted  over  and  over 
again.  But  I  would  like  an  answer  to 
this  question.  We  have  been  charged 
with  culpability  because  we  paid  no 
attention  to  articles  in  United  Ireland^ 
the  Irish  Worlds  and  other  papers,  and 
to  the  speeches  of  Boyton.     There  was 
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not  a  single  one  of  the  articles  of  any 
importance  which   was  not  read  in  this 
House  in   1881-82.      There   was   not   a 
einjfle  one  of  the  speeches  which  have 
been  referred  tc»  which  was  not  read  in 
the  House  in  those  years.     The  articles 
and  speeches  were  quoted  almost  every 
night   by   the   lats   Mr.    Forster  in   the 
hearing  of  the  Members  of  the  Fourth 
Party,     including     the     present     Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.    Did  those  articles 
and  speeches   prevent  Members  cf   the 
Tory  Party  from  going  into  the  Lobby 
with  the  Irish  Party  ?    On  June  the  8th, 
1885,  the  Liberal  Government  felL    Does 
anyone   suppose    that   the    Irish    Party 
gave  their  support  to  the  Tories  without 
a  clear  understanding  that  compensation 
was   to   be   given?      Tlie    condition    on 
affairs   was    this.       The    Redistribution 
Bill  had  not  received  the  Royal  Assent, 
and  we  were  afraid  that  the  Tory  Party, 
if  they  got  into  power,  migJit  reduce  the 
number  of   Irish   seats.     Well,  Sir,  we 
received    sincere    assurances    that     we 
would  be  {perfectly  safe  in  putting  the 
Tories  into  power,  and  that  the  number 
of    seats  would   not   be   red  need.      But 
for    those    assurances    the    Tory  Party 
would  not  have  got  our  vote,  and  the 
Liberal   Party  would  have  been  left  in 
office.     We  are  accused  of   an   alliance 
with   dynamitarda,  assassins,   and   mur- 
derers.    But  the  Tory  Party,  who  knew 
all  about   the  articles  and  speeches  re- 
ferred to,  were  our  allies.     Did  not  the 
Tory  Party  know  of  Patrick  Ford  during 
all  the  years  between  1881   and  1885, 
of    the     Clan-na-Gael,     of     the     Ifish 
Woii^ld^   of    Boy  tons    speeches,    of    the 
articles     in     United'    Ireland  1       Were 
not    all  these  things   thundered    across 
the    floor    of    the    House    night    after 
night    by    the    late    Mr.    Forster,    and 
was  not  the  Tory  Party  accused  by  the 
present    Chancellor   of    the    Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  of  seeking  for  an  alliance 
with  the  Irish  Members  for  the  purpose 
of     embarrassing     the     government    of 
Ireland?     Did    the    Chancellor    of    the 
Exchequer,  who,  at  that  time  made   so 
many  charges  against   the  Tory  Party, 
believe  them  to  be  true  ?     If  so,  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  get  up  and  repeat 
his  denunciations  erf  the  Tory-Pamellite 
alliance  of    1880-85?     What  wore   the 
facts  1     I   took  a  prominent  part  in  the 
Election  of  1885  and  issued  a  manifesto, 
Mr.  T.  P,  OVonnot' 


no   doubt   somewhat   loose   in    style— i 
Tfvas,  perhaps,  written  too  much  under  tb 
influence  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Membei 
for    Paddington    (Lord    R,    ChurchilJ)J 
Well,  we  have  been  charged  with  bein| 
the  allies  of  assassins,  but  we  have  cer 
tainly  never   been   charged    with  being 
fijuls,     I  have  been  in  close  associatioS' 
with  Tory  agents  and  have  paid  for  Tory 
literature,  just  as  the  Carlton  Club  ha 
paid    for    Nationalist    literature.      The 
money  of  the  Clan-na-Gaol  has  gone 
the   pi-opagation   of  Tory  ideas.     Therajj 
was,  however,  one  occasion  on  which  the 
Members   on  these   Benches   refused  to 
act  with  the   Tory   Party,   and  that  was 
during   the   anxiety  conisequent  on  th© 
Penjdeh  incident,  w^hen  the   fate  of  twc 
great  Empires  hung  on  the  words  andl 
actions   of  the   right  hon.    Member    forj 
Mid  TiJithian  (Mr.  Gladstone).     During 
that     time,    whilst     the     Tory     Party- 
harassed   the    Prime  Minister   and    put 
him   on    the    rack    of    perilous    interro- 
gatory, the  lip&  of  the  "  Irish  traitors  ** , 
were  dumb,  and  not  a  word  was  said  to  ' 
Memliers  of  the  Government.     This  was 
the  difference  lietween  the  Iri^h  Party 
and  those  whom  the  right  hon.  Membc^J 
for  West   Birmingham   (Mr.   Chamber--] 
lain)     described     as     **  hum^ry      office  i 
seekers."     All    we    did    from    1880    to  ' 
1885,    all    we    have    done    since,    and 
all  we  shall  ever  do  is  inspired  by  the 
desire  to    secure    the   liberties  of    our 
people.     All  that  was  done  by  the  Tory 
Party  in  the  alliance  of  those  years  waa 
done  for  pay  and  power — for  dirty  money 
and  dirty  power.     Did  the  Tories  refuse 
office,  refuse  salary,  refuse  power,  Ijecause 
it  was  tlie  unclean  thing — the  Irish  vote — 
that  gave  them  those  things  1     No ;  and 
the  Government  will   never  be  able  to 
get  over  the  aUiance  of  1880-85.     The 
explanation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  that  the  alliance  was 
only  casual   and  temporary,  will   never 
avail   him  or  his  Party.     If  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  been  wise  they  would  bave 
accepted  some  snch  Amendment  as  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Jennings).     They  have   done    my    bon. 
Friend  the    Member  for   Cork  a    great 
wrong,  but  in  this  country  an  ample  and 
frank  apology  is  held  to  atone  even  for  a 
grave  wrong.  They  have  refused  apology 
and   reparation.     I   tell  them — and  the 
bye-elections  confirm  my  statement — that 
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the  conntry  will  give  ns  that  ample  and 
generous  satisfaction  which  has  been 
denied  us  by  the  right  hen.  Gentle- 
man. 

*Thb  chancellor  ov  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):  The  hon.  Gentleman 
Who  has  just  sat  down  has  followed  the 
example  of  most  of  the  speakers  who 
have  addressed  the  House  in  the  course 
of  this  debate,  and  has  made  a  principal 
part  of  his  spaech  a  denunciation  of  the 
Attorney  General  (Sir  R.  Webster). 

Mr.    T.  p.    O'CONNOR:  No;   it  did 
not  occupy  five  minutes. 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN:  Well,  it  was  an 
important  part  of  the  hon.  Member's 
speech.  I  am  surprised  that  the  hon. 
Member,  having  made  the  attack,  does 
not  frankly  confess  that  he  made  it.  1 
am  here  to  state  that  speech  after 
speech — from  the  speech  of  the  ^ve 
counsel,  who  have  addressed  the  Hons3 
and  who  were  engaged  before  the  Com- 
mission, to  the  hon.  Member  for  Bed- 
ford (Mr.  Whitbread),  who  spoke  this 
evening — was  full  of  concentrated  viru- 
lence against  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Sir  R.  Webster).  [Opposition 
cries  of  "No."]  It  is  useless  now  to 
make  these  murmurs  of  dissent  when 
you  have  cheered  to  the  echo  every 
charge  that  has  been  made.  Whenever 
a  Member  was  at  a  loss  for  cheers,  an 
attack  upon  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  sure  to  be  enough  to  insure  that 
applause  which  he  could  not  obtain  in 
any  other  way  from  any  other  source. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  haa  no 
doubt  had  a  difficult  task.  There  were 
five  counsel  engaged  on  the  other  side, 
and  every  one  of  these  has  been  put 
forward  to  speak  in  this  debate.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  crowns  the 
attack  by  complaining  that  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  has  intervened  in  this 
debate  in  his  own  defence.  It  was 
insinuated  that  it  would  have  been  better 
for  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  be 
silent,  and  he  was  charged  with  having 
screened  himself  behind  the  cloak  of  his 
instructions      and     with     not     having 


in  this  House  divested  himself  of 
his  position  as  counsel  in  the  case. 
Yes,  I  hear  a  suppressed  cheer,  but  hon. 
Members  will  remember  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  entirely  appreciated  the  position 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  ad- 
mitted that  in  the  position  in  which  he  was 
placed  there  was  no  ether  course  for  hjni 
to  pursue  than  that  which  he  had  fol- 
lowed. One  of  the  charges  against  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  which  vi^aa 
made  last  night,  and  which  has,  I  think, 
been  repeated  to-night,  has  been  that  he 
was  responsible  for  the  draft  Commis- 
sion Bill  which  was  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House.  That  is  an  absolute  mis- 
statement. The  responsibiliiy  for  that 
Bill  rests  on  the  Members  of  the  Cabinet^ 
and  it  is  unworthy  of  Members  to  con- 
centrate the  whole  of  their  attacks  on  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend .  We  are  not  pre- 
pared to  leave  that  attack  unanswered. 
The  responsibility  we  take  upon  oujv 
selves,  and  by  that  responsibility  we 
are  prepared  to  stand.  We  have  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  ranged  over  a 
great  number  cf  subjects.  I  wish  par^ 
ticularly  to  be  allowed  to  deal  wiUi  a 
question  which  was  raised  in  the  earlier 
part  of  the  debate.  One  matter  of  attack 
has  been  the  constitution  of  the  Commis-* 
sion.  We  have  been  charged  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  with 
liaving  invented  this  Commission  as  a 
kind  of  instrument  by  which  to  oppress, 
our  political  opponents.  The  noble  Lord 
stated  that  we  have  set  aside  the  ordi- 
nary tribunals  in  order  to  constitute  tlw 
special  and  un-Constitutional  tribunaL 
I  was  under  the  impression  that  the  or- 
dinary tribunals  were  not  at  thai 
particular  moment  in  great  favour 
with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  We 
have  been  asked  why  we  did  not 
prosecute  the  hon.  Members  and 
bring  them  before  a  jury  of  their  coun- 
trymen. I  should  like  to  know  what  would 
have  been  said  of  us  if  we  had  taken 
that  step  1  Why,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  refused  to  appeal  to  the  ordinary 
Courts  of  Law,  because  he  thought  there 
was  danger  in  a  British  jury.  And  now 
we  are  taken  to  task  by  the  noble  Lard 
for  not  bringing  the  hon.  Member  Iop 
Cork  and  his  friends  before  a  jiUDy,  io 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Co^kdfiidared 
that  he  would  not  willingly  go.  It  i» 
said  this  Commission  was  an  un-Constiti^ 
Y  2 
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tional  tribunal.  But  why  was  it  estab- 
lished at  all?  Because  hou.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  thought  that,  under 
the  circumstances,  the  ordinary  tribunals 
were  not  good  enough  for  them.  It  was 
at  their  invitation  and  under  pressure 
from  hoD.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  this 
tribunal  was  granted.  I  think  right  lion. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  will  admit  that  the  lion.  Member 
for  Cork:  declared  that  he  would  not  go 
before  a  jary.  It  was  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  who  asked  for  a  special  tribunal  ; 
he  aaked  for  an  exceptional  tribunal  ;  he 
asked  for  a  Committee  of  tliis  House  ;  and 
is  not  that  an  exceptional  tribunal  (  Yes, 
a  most  exceptional  tribunal,  to  investi- 
gate libels  t  i  think  I  am  justified  in 
saying  that  hon.  Members  were  not  pre- 
pared to  take  the  ordinary  course.  They 
asked  for  exceptional  treatment,  and  we 
offered  them  several  alternatives.  The 
tribunal  they  wanted  was  a  Committee  of 
this  House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bed- 
ford suggested  that  that  would  huve  been 
an  excellent  manner  of  dealing  with  the 
case  I  but  if  such  a  Committee  had  found 
against  hon.  Members,  what  weight 
would  they  have  attached  to  the  find- 
ings ?  They  are  not  content  even  with 
the  Judges.  I  hear  the  ostentatious 
cheer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  ;  but  he  will 
admit  that  oven  Judges,  whom  he  dis- 
trusts— [Sir  W.  Haroourt  :  Hear,  hear !]  — 
would  bo,  on  the  whole,  a  more  impartial 
tribunal  than  a  Committee  of  liis  political 
opponents.  I  should  like  to  have  heard 
the  splendid  rhetoric  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman denouncing  the  findings  of  such 
a  Committee.  **  These  are  the  findings,*' 
he  would  have  said,  "of  a  Committee 
composed  of  a  majority  of  political  op- 
ponents of  hon.  Members  from  Ireland,'^ 
It  will  hardly  be  denied  that  whatever 
charges  are  now  brought  against  this 
tribunal  of  Judges,  which  was  at  first 
said  to  have  delivered  a  judgment  of 
triumphant  acquittal  of  hon.  Gentlemen, 
would  have  been  brought  with  greater 
intensity  had  the  findings  been  the 
findings  of  a  Committee  of  this  House. 
A  jury  of  their  oonntrjnnen  was  refused 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  ;  a  prosecution  by  the 
(Jorernment  before  such  a  jury  would  have 
boen  denounced  as  an  act  of  tyranny. 
W©  offered  to  prosecute  tlie  Times^  but 
that  offer  was  also  refused  ;  and  so  wo 
Mr.  Ooschen 


established  a  tribunal  composed  of  Judges  | 
whom  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  , 
admit  to  have  been  men  anxious  to  bo  \ 
impartial  and  to  do  justice  between  man  ^ 
and  man.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Paddington  warned  us  of  the  precedent  we 
have  eatabb'shed,  and  of  the  consequence 
tliat  might  flow  from  it  to  ourselves  in  the 
future.  Well,  if  trying  times  should 
arise  and  we  should  find  ourselves  in  a 
minority,  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any 
tribunal  to  which  we  should  prefer  oar 
actions  Ijei ng  referred  than  a  tribunal  of 
Judges  fenced  round  by  the  precautions 
that  were  taken  on  this  occasion.  Yes, 
for  the  oigans  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
at  one  time  bore  testimony  to  the  manner 
in  which  these  Judges  performed  their 
duty.  I  may  say,  however,  that  day  by 
day,  as  the  findings  of  the  Judges  are 
more  and  more  exam  in od,  so  we  find  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  less 
anxious  to  bear  testimony  to  the  im- 
partiality of  the  Judges,  I  do  not  think 
that  it  can  be  shown  that  there  is  any- 
thing un-Constitutional  in  the  course  we 
have  taken.  The  noble  Li>rd  says  y^ 
ought  not  to  enter  the  findings  of  the 
Judges  on  the  Journals  of  the  House, 
and  be  seems  to  suggest  that  it  would  be 
a  kind  of  offence  to  the  Judges  for  us  to 
do  so.  But  I  may  remind  the  noble  Lord 
tliat  the  findings  of  Judges  who  have 
tried  Election  Petitions^ which  is  an 
analogous  case^-are  entered  upon  the 
Journals  of  the  House. 

Ix>RO  R.  CHURCHILL:  Yes,  but 
there  ia  no  power  to  reWew  thesi* 
findings. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  lliat  is  just  our 
point.  We  do  not  propose  t<3  review  the 
findings  of  the  Judges.  We  have  reject ;'d 
all  proposals  to  review  those  findings. 
We  object  to  the  Amendments  placed  on 
the  Paper  from  whatsoever  quarter  they 
come  which  propose  to  review  those 
findings.  We  are  not  reviewing  the 
findings ;  we  are  merely  entering  them 
upon  the  Journals  of  the  House.  I  have 
dealt  with  the  Constitutional  part  of  the 
question — a  very  important  pirt^I  will 
now  proceed  to  some  of  the  other  allega- 
tions made  against  us.  There  is  one  allega- 
tion in  particular,  upon  which  I  must 
say  a  word.     It  is  that  the  Conservatives 
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and  Unionists  generally   adopted  these 
letters  when  they  appeared  in  the  Times. 
The  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  said 
yesterday   they  were  the  credentials  of 
every  Conservative,  and  the  hon.  Member 
who  spoke  just  now  said  they  were  the^ 
stock-in-trade  of  Conservative  candidates. 
No,    that    is    not    so ;     it    is     untrue. 
Here  and  there  you  may  find  an  indis- 
creet    utterance.       I    think    you    had 
better  look  for  indiscreet  utterances  upon 
your  own  side,  and  you  will  be  sorry  to 
be   committed  to   all  that  is  said  and 
written,  even  by  journals  owned  by  the 
leaders  of  your  Party.     No  doubt,  as  was 
expounded  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  last  night,  there  have 
been  utterances  in  Irish  journals — utter- 
ances and  articles,  which  did  create  an 
impression   broadly  that  hon.  Members 
could   not  be    relieved    so  entirely    of 
responsibility   for   the  acts   which   took 
place    as    they    now    wish.     The    hon. 
Gentleman    who    has     just    sat     down 
dealt  with  what  he  conceived  to  be  the 
misdoings  of   the   Conservative    Party. 
He  had  an  opportunity  of  answering  the 
speech     of    the     Chief    Secretary    last 
night,  in   which  my  right  hon.   Friend 
called      attention     to     all     that      hap- 
pened with  regard  to  that  sympathy  with 
murder  T^ch  had  appeared  in  the  Irish 
papers,  and  not  by  one  single  phrase,  not 
by   one  single  argument,  had  the  hon. 
Member  been  able   to   repel   what  had 
been  brought  against  them.     It  has  been 
said  that  we  have  brought  these  charges 
Hgainst  Members  from  Ireland  through 
political     hatred.        There     has     been 
no    political    hatred.       Is    there    more 
political   hatred     shown    on     this    side 
of    the    House    than     on    the     other? 
Have  we  used  stronger  language  than 
was  used  by  the  present  allies  of  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway?     Where 
did  we  learn  the  vocabulary  that  we  use 
if    we  have   not  learned   it  from   hon. 
Member    for   Derby?     We    have   been 
charged   in  this  debate   with  insulting 
Irish  Members.     We  have  been  charged 
with    using   language   of   exasperation. 
Yes ;    but    language   was    used  of  far 
greater  power  and  far  greater  exaspera- 
tion by  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  than  any  we  used — language,  I 
presume,  dictated  not  by  political  hatred, 
but  dictated  by  their  knowledge  of  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.    The  right  hon. 


Member  for  Derby  said  some  years  ago — 
I  remember  the  attitude  and  the  tone  in 
which  he  said  it : — 

"To.morrow  the  civilised  world  will  hear 
the  expressioDs  of  treason  and  of  sympathy 
with  assassination." 

Was  that  the  language  of  political 
hatred  ?  Not  at  alk  It  was  the  lan- 
guage of  a  man  who  had  before  him 
the  evidence  at  his  hand;  it  was  the 
language  used  by  the  then  employer  of 
Major  Le  Caron.  We  have  heard  a 
great  deal  about  Major  Le  Caron.  Who 
was  his  original  paymaster  ?  [Home  Rule 
laughter^  That  laughter  comes  from 
the  Benches  below  the  Gangway.  Well, 
who  was  his  original  paymaster?  I 
think  it  was  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  who  was  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  when  these  funds  were 
disbursed  to  Major  Le  Caron. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  on  what  authority 
he  states  that  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  is  aware  of  any  disburse- 
ments of  the  secret  service  money  ?  It 
was  absolutely  impossible  for  me  to  be 
aware  of  any  such  disbursements.  [Cries 
of  "  Answer."] 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Oh,  yes ;  I  am  going 
to  answer.  Make  no  mistake  about  it. 
I  wish  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
answer  me.  "  Answer  "  they  say  now ; 
but  when  the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast 
was  asked  last  night  to  answer  about  the 
alleged  letter  from  Lord  Salisbury  he  did 
not  answer.     No,  he  shirked  it. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  challenged 
me.  I  am  quite  ready  to  answer.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  challenges 
me.     ["  Order  !  "] 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer does  not  give  way,  he  is  in 
possession  of  the  House.  [Cries  of 
"Coward!"] 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  (who  had  remained 
standing  during  Mr.  Sexton's  interrup- 
tion) :  There  are  no  cowards  here.  Level 
your  taunts  at  those  who  decline  to 
answer.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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Member  for  Wolverhampton  ftaid  that  I 
was  perfectly  aware  that  he  did  not  kiiow 
qf  the  employment  of  Major  Le  Caroa.  I 
am  perfectly  prepared  to  see  that  he 
wishes  to  separate  himself  in  this  from  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Member  for  Berby.  But  I 
will  not  press  the  ciise  against  him-  I 
will  only  say  that  he  was  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  at  the  time  when  this  alleged 
waste  of  money  took  place* 

Mr.  H,  H.  fowler  :  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  charged  me  with 
knowing  of  the  disbursements  to  Le 
Caroii,  He  has  charged  me  with  know- 
ing of  the  application  of  the  secret  serrice 
money.  No  man  in  this  House  knows 
hotter  that  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
knows  no  more  of  the  application  of  the 
KecriBt  sewce  money  than  I  do  of  the 
application  of  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman's 
privat?  income.  [OpjJOntiUun  crim  of 
*^  Withdraw."] 

♦Mr-  GOSCHEN:  I  withdn\w  with 
the  greatest  pleasure  what  I  have  not 
mid*  I  said  that  he  was  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  at  the  time.  What  I  mean 
io  »%Y  is  that  it  is  rather  indecent^ 
when  Major  Le  Caron  was  em- 
ploy e<l  during  the  term  of  office  of 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  the 
Secrdtary  to  the  Trt»asury  of  that  time 
should  denounce,  without  any  specific 
knowledge  of  the  facts,  as  a  liar  Major 
fie  Caron,  who  was  employed  by  the 
Horn  3  Secret^iry  of  the  dny— — 

Sm  W.  HAHCOURT  (Derby)  :  He  was 
not  employed, 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  And  paid  out  of  funds 
which  came  from  the  Treasury  and 
which  were  included  in  the  seci-et  ser- 
vice money,  I  am  sorry  to  have  been 
longer  on  this  point  than  I  wished  ;  but 
ft  18  part  and  parcel  of  the  attitude  of 
nght  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  They  are 
now  denouncing  Major  Lp  Caron,  as  hav- 
ing been  in  full  possession  of  the  informa- 
tion which  they  purchased  from  him.. 
And  now  to  return  to  my  former  point. 
Wltat  could  be  more  exasperating  to  the 
Irish  people  than  the  phrases  which  issued 
fmm  the  mouths  of  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men? Now  they  themselves  ask  us  to 
join  in  a  march  "through  plunder  to 
Mr.  Goschen 


disintegration  ;  "  and  because  we  resist 
and  say  that  the  plunder  of  the  present 
day     is    not    unlike     the     plunder     of 
five  years   ago,   we    are    denounced   as 
insulting    the    Irish    people.     I    cannot 
help      saying,      though      again     I     am 
afraid    that   the    phrase    will   not   give 
pleasure    to    the   Party    opposite,    that 
through  the  wliole  of  this  debate   there 
has  been  a  tendency  to  the  palliation  of 
crime.       There   has   also    been  a   mini- 
mising  of   crime.     [Opposition  cries    of 
*'  Forgery/']     Hon.    Members   must  not 
be  carried   away   with   the   belief    tliat 
we  have  minimised  the  hateful  crime  of 
forgery,  or  that   every   speaker  on  this 
side    has    not    expressed    his    heartfelt 
abhorrence  of  the  means  by  which  these 
letters   were   contrived.      I  ^ill  say  no 
more  upon  that  subject,  except  to  express 
my    own    abhorrence.     Even    this    very 
day  an  hon.  Menxher  has  remarked  that 
we  regretted  this  crime.     You  challenge 
us   to   expres.s   our  regret.     When    we 
express  our  heartfelt  regret  yon  do  not 
accept   our  word*.     If  we  have  had   to 
express  our  condemnation  of  that  crime 
which  has  been  committed  against  hon. 
Members,  and  of  the  culpable   careless- 
ness which  followed  tlnit  crime,  I  should 
have  thought  also  that  from  the  opposite  I 
side  of  the   Hou^e,  not  below  'but  above  j 
the   Gangway,   we   should    have   he^rdl 
more  regrets  and  less  palliation  of  those  I 
other  crimes  which  have   been   brought] 
home  to  hon.  Members  opposite.     There 
has  been   a  constant   distinction   drawn 
between      the      person*!      crimes     andj 
the     crimes    which    are    not    jjerscmal.l 
It  ia  a  personal  crime,    we  are  t<3ld,   i^yi 
have  written  such  a  letter  as  was  falsely  ^ 
attributed  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
but  it  is  not  a  personal  crime   according  j 
t<3    the    same    authority   to    engage    in! 
treason  ;  it  is  not   a   personal    crime    to  I 
disseminate     literature     which     incites  I 
to  crime ;  it  is  not  a   personal  crime  to 
make   speeches  which   are   followed  by 
crime,  knowing  the  effect   which  those  j 
speeches  are  likely  to  have.     I  can  draw 
no    such    distinction.      I   sa^^   that   the  I 
whole   point  as  regards  personal    crime! 
is  delusive  and  wrong.     Bat  I  have  saidLi 
that     there     has     been     palliation     ofj 
crime    throughout   the    whole   of    thi»| 
debate,  and  I   am   sorry   to   say   that 
leading  example  of   thi.s  palliation   wnal 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tbej 
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leader  of  the  Opposition  himself.  I  mtlst 
own  that  there  are  many  passages  in  this 
debate  which  we  must  ^1  deeply  regret. 
But  there  is  nothing  which,  for  my  part, 
I  more  deeply  regret  than  the  eloquent 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
which  he  made  the  humiliating  confes- 
sion that  the  Act  of  1881  was  not,  as  we 
thought,  a  great  Act  of  constructive 
statesmanship,  but  that  it  had  been  wrung 
from  the  Prime  Minister  of  England  by 
the  agitation  and  outrages  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  What  I 
said  was  that  the  Act  of  1881,  in  my  be- 
lief, would  not  have  been  possible  with- 
out the  agitation. 

*Mr.GOSCHEN:  If  I  have,  by  one 
hair's-breadth,  misrepresented  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  offer  him  with  all 
sincerity  every  apology,  for  no  more  fear- 
ful confession  could  have  been  made  by  a 
responsible  statesman.  But  as  it  stands, 
•as  now  presented  to  the  House  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  how  has 
he  left  it?  The  Act  would  not  have 
been  passed  but  for  agitation  and 
outrages.  [Mr.  J.  Morley  :  That  it 
would  not  have  been  possible.]  What 
a.  lesson  to  teach  the  subjects  of  this 
^eat  Empire  !  Does  the  House  remember 
those  passages  in  the  eloquent  peroration 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Hackney 
{Sir  C.  Russell),  in  which  he  appealed  to 
us  as  statesmen  to  accept  the  doctrine  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman?  And  the 
doctrine  presented  to  us  as  statesmen  is 
that  no  great  Act  of  reparation  can  be 
passed  unless  it  is  preceded  by  intimida- 
tion and  outrage.  But  the  worst  of  it 
is  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not 
incorrect  in  his  statement.  ["  Hear, 
hear,"  from  Mr.  J.  Morley.]  You  rejoice, 
do  you  ?  See  what  your  Party  has  come 
to  when  they  rejoice  that  constructive 
legislation,  salutary  legislation,  legisla- 
tion which  is  to  unite  the  hearts  of  two 
peoples,  that  such  legislation  must 
necessarily  be  preceded  by  a  certain 
amount  of  agitation  and  outrage.  What 
is  the  view  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  upon  this  subject  ?  Here  is  a 
significant  extract  from  United  Ireland. 
[Home  Rule  cries  of  "  Oh."]  You  see 
they  are  sick  of  quotations  from  United 
Irdand.     They   wish  that  unfortunate 


journal  anywhere  else.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber: Where  do  you  wisn  the  Times?] 
Do  not  compare  the  Times  with  United 
Ireland.  Before  I  sit  down  you  shall 
have  a  specimen  of  the  calumnies  of 
United  Ireland,  and  you  shall  see  how 
they  compare  in  heinousness  with  the 
accusations  of  the  Times,  Here  is  a 
choice  extract  from  your  paper — 

*'  We  ask  the  Government,  must  the  country 
be  thrown  into  confusion  and  agitation  once 
more  before  they  will  condescend  to  redeem 
their  pledges  ?  " 

This  was  written  in  1884,  and  the  Go- 
vernment referred  to  is  that  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian. 

"  If  80,  would  Mr.  Gladstone  kindly  state 
how  many  outrages  should  be  committed  to 
open  his  mind  to  the  urgency  of  this  question  ? 
We  have  Mr.  Gladstone's  confession  that  when 
he  entered  into  office  he  had  no  conception  of 
the  severity  of  the  crisis  through  which  this 
country  had  passed.  Outrages  alone,  it 
appears,  quickened  his  perception.  And  if  the 
most  enlightened  British  statesman  of  the  age 
has  to  make  this  confession  what  shall  we  say 
of  the  rank  and  file  of  his  followers  ?** 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  first 
statesman  of  his  age,  makes  such  a 
confession,  that  we  are  told  to  calculate 
the  number  of  outrages  which  are  neces- 
sary in  order  to  bring  home  to  his  mind 
the  necessity  for  legislation.  That  is  not 
a  pleasant  quotation  for  hon.  Members 
opposite.  The  next  will  be  more  satis- 
factory to  them,  because  it  comes  from 
the  lips  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
He  said — 

''In  order  to  attain  a  settlement  of  any 
question  in  Ireland  from  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment you  have  to  make  it  a  burning  question." 

They  made  it  a  burning  question  when 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman   the  Member 

for  Derby  had  to  surround  himself  with 

16   policemen.     He   bumod,  he  was  in 

flames,  though  now  aU  his  inflammatory 

rhetoric  is  on  the  other  side. 

**Mr.  Gladstone  himself  admitted,  when 
speaking  the  other  da^  at  Mid  Lothian,  that 
it  was  not  until  a  police  constable  had  been 
shot  at  Manchester  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty 
by  the  Fenians,  and  the  Clerkenwell  Prison 
had  been  blown  up,  that  the  Irish  Church 
Question  came  within  the  domain  of  practical 
politics.    He  admitted  in  that  way  that  you 


G03         S^mcud  Commisnon 


{COMMONS} 


(1888)  Report 


have  to  direcfc  Engliflh  public  opinion;  that 
yoa  have  to  act  upon  it  in  some  extraordiDary 
and  unusual  way  in  order  to  receive  any  con- 
sideration of  the  Iriah  Land  QueBtton/* 

It  18  quite  true.  It  is  exceedingly 
humiliating  to  your  great  leader.  Why 
have  I  alluded  to  this  ?  Because  the  whole 
speech  of  the  right  hon,  Grentlemau  was 
direc'ted  to  the  same  end,  I  think,  as  somo 
hon,  Membei*s  have  remarked,  that 
tlie  time  will  soon  come  when  a  vote  of 
thanks  will  be  passed  to  hon.  Members 
l)eIow  the  Gangway  for  havin^coutributed 
so  energetically  and  so  successfully  to  that 
great  piece  of  constructive  legLslation 
which  is  the  charter  of  their  land  policy. 
1  should  like  to  have  expanded  the 
subject,  remembering  it  is  that  as 
Ktatpsmen  we  are  appealed  to.  The 
ijuestion  howfar  outrage  and  intimidation 
.should  be  allowed  to  play  a  part  in  efforts 
to  obtain  legislation  in  the  future  of 
tkis  country  is  one  I  m^ay  commend  to 
the  candid  consideration  of  l^oth  sides  of 
tliis  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
lias  been  followed  by  others  who  have 
minimised  every  act  which  has  been 
t.-ommitted.  I  think  it  was  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  who  said  the  Irish 
Members  had  been  *'  wanting  in  a  sense 
of  proportion  as  between  means  and  the 
end.'*  I  think  the  hun.  and  learned 
Member  for  Aberdeen  held  similar 
laui^'uage.  In  the  same  way  we  have 
had  the  connection  with  the  Clan-na-Gael 
minimised.  Many  hon.  Members  have 
alluded  to  the  new  definition  of  the 
Clan-na-Gael  given  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Memlier  for 
Fife,  the  eq/ant  Un-ible  of  the 
other  side,  in  words  which  w^iU  be 
remembered  [laughter] — I  hope  you  like 
the  phrase — that  the  Clan-na-Gi^el  was  a 
friendly  benefit  society.  I  thought  he 
would  next  call  the  Invincibles  a  society 
of  Oddfellows,  and  the  moonlighters  a 
society  of  Ancient  Foresters.  I  call  that 
minimising  in  a  way  which  would 
s«jarcely  recommend  itself  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Clan-na-Gaeh  and  certainly 
not  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  who 
distinctly  represented  them  as  a  society  of 
physical  force.  Such  is  the  position 
in  which  we  ai'e  landed  in  this  debate. 
That  iR  why  we  can  accept  no  Amend- 
ment, and  must  confine  ourselves  to  the 
Resolution.  If  we  were  to  accept  the 
suggestions  which  have  been  offered  we 
Mr.  Goschen 


should  associate  Ofuraelves  with  the 
specious  attempt  that  is  made  to  under- 
mine the  political  strength  and  morality  of 
the  country.  You  talk  of  calumny  ;  but 
UniUd  Ireland  for  a  series  of  years  hn» 
indulged  weekly  in  calumny  [Mr.  W. 
Redmond  :  l^oi  forgery] ;  no,  not  in 
forgery,  but  I  ask  the  hon.  Member 
which  is  worse?  Do  not  speak 
of  Pigott,  the  editor  of  the  Irishrtmn^ 
which  was  continued  for  four  or  five 
years  under  the  auspices  of  the  Member  | 
for  North'East  Cork,  with  the  declaration 
in  every  paper  that  it  would  be  con- 
ducted with  the  same  mind  and  vntli 
the  same  spirit  as  it  had  been  conducted 
before.  The  mind  was  Pigott *s  and  the 
spirit  was  Pigott's.  [An  hon.  Member  i , 
What  about  the  Times  ^  The  Timett] 
was  taken  in,  but  you  were  not  taken  in. 
You  knew  who  Pigott  was  j  you  allowed 
yourselves  to  continue  his  paper,  an- 
nouncing to  the  Fenian  Organisation  that 
it  would  lie  continued  with  the  same 
mind  and  spirit  as  it  had  been  conducted 
heretofore.  A  more  frank  acceptance  of 
the  doctrines  of  Pigott  Duuld  not  bo  im- 
agined. Wliafc  is  the  explanation  ?  That 
tlie  paper  was  continued  to  give  employ- 
ment to  a  certain  Mr.  James  O^Connory 
whom  it  would  Imve  been  cheaper  to 
pension  than  to  carry  on  the  paper  at  a 
loss.  And  Mr.  James  O'Connor,  who 
conducted  the  Irishman  in  that  manner, 
is  now  a  sub-editor  of  United  Ireland,  so  | 
that  there  is  still  a  survival  of  the  spirit 
of  Pigott  No  doubt  there  was  culpable 
negligence  in  the  acceptance  of  the 
fortred  letters.  [An  hon.  Mlmber  :  Ko, 
no.]  Well,  ask  your  own  friends.  I  am 
sure  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  | 
Front  Opposition  Bench  dare  not  say, 
would  not  %vish  to  say,  that  the  editor  ' 
of  the  Tlmea  did  knowingly  accept  the 
forged  letters  for  the  purpose  of  calumny. 
You  speak  of  calumny  and  of  the  suffering 
which  has  been  inflicted  on  the  hon.  Mem^ 
her  for  Cork,  Is  there  no  sufEering  whichi  1 
has  been  infiicfced  by  United  Ireland  on 
other  men  ?  Do  you  remember  the  chargr 
against  Lord  Spencer  of  burying  in  the 
grave  the  proofs  of  the  innocence  of  his 
victims?  You  charged  him  with  a 
number  of  most  outrageous  crimes  ;  you- 
charged  him  with  shielding  black-coated 
felony ;  you  charged  him  with  crimesbeside 
w^hich  the  crimes  charged  against  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  are  almost  insig- 
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nificant.  I  ask  any  ^r-jndging  candid 
man,  is  it  not  as  base  a  calnmny  to 
accuse  Lord  Spencer  of  knowingly  pnt- 
ting  men  to  death  in  order  to  bury  in 
their  graves  the  proofs  of  their  inno- 
cence  as  to  charge  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  with  not  repudiating  the  murder  of 
of  Mr.  Burke  ?  I  say  that  it  is  a  more 
hideous  one  than  the  other.  But  the 
charge  has  been  retracted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  when 
he  came  before  the  Ck)mmission.  What 
did  he  do  when  he  came  to  give  his 
evidence  ?  At  first  he  said  it  was  not 
Lord  Spencer  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  whom 
he  had  intended  to  charge  personally, 
but  the  system.  However,  that  would 
not  do.  The  hon.  Member  was  cross- 
examined,  and  an  article  was  produced 
of  which  he  admitted  the  authorship. 
That  article  distinctly  stated — 

*'  It  will  not  do  to  ride  off  upon  the  evasion 
that  it  was  the  system  and  not  Earl  Spencer 
that  sinned.  ....  He  directed  every- 
thing  his  was  the  guiding  mind." 

The  hon.  Member  has  since  said  there  is 
nothing  which  has  caused  him  greater 
sorrow  than  to  have  charged  Lord 
Spencer  and  the  right .  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  but — mark  the  calumny — in 
the  very  sentence  in  which  he  reHeved 
Lord  Spencer  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
in  his  examination  before  the  Commis- 
sion, in  the  very  sentence  in  which  he 
relieved  them  he  placed  the  responsibility 
and  guilt  upon  their  subordinates. 
Some  day  Lord  Spencer  must  toll  us 
whether  he  accepts  that  transfer.  It  is 
superb  magnanimity  to  forgive  your  op- 
ponents and  to  forget  their  insults; 
but  that  magnanimity  is  diminished 
if  all  that  has  been  done  was  merely 
to  transfer  all  the  calumny  from  the 
principals  to  their  humbler  brothers  in 
arms.  I  want  to  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  accepts  the  transfer? 
Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seen  the 
passage  ?  [Cries  of  "  Bead,  read  !  "] 
Yes— 

'*  As  to  Earl  Spencer  and  Sir  G.  Trevelyan 
we  were  wrong,  absolutely  wrong.  I  am  sorry 
that  there  ever  was  an  imputation  of  the  kind. 
As  to  their  subordinates,  we  were  absolutely 
and  in  every  particular  right." 

I  must  point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  this  fearful  calumny  as  to  men 
haying  been  hanged  when  they  were 


known  to  be  innocent  is  resting  upon 
men  who  were  loyally  working  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Make  your 
reconciliation;  embrace  each  other  and 
stand  together  on  platforms  cheek  by 
jowl;  but  when  you  do  so  remember 
that  you  are  doing  so  at  the  expense  of 
the  reputation  of  the  men  who  have 
loyally  served  you,  and  who  are  as 
honourable  and  as  virtuous  as  your- 
selves. The  friends  of  the  Member 
for  Cork  ask  for  our  sympathy;  but 
in  order  to  entitle  them  to  that  sym- 
pathy let  them  retract  the  calumnies 
with  which  they  have  blackened 
the  characters  of  honourable  men. 
We  have  been  denounced  as  being  un- 
friendly to  Ireland.  There  is  no  un- 
friendliness to  Ireland  in  our  thinking 
of  the  reputation  of  Irish  officials  as 
well  as  of  English  statesmen.  There 
is  nothing  offensive  to  Ireland  in  regret- 
ting that  a  confession  has  been  made 
that  no  conciliatory  legislation  can 
take  place  unless  it  has  been  preceded 
by  outrages.  We  think  that  we  at  least 
are  taking  a  course  which  will  commend 
itself  to  our  fellow-countrymen  by  say- 
ing that  we  will  not  follow  the  line 
indicated  to  us  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and 
that  we  will  not  admit  that  it  is  by  a 
certain  calculated  number  of  outrages 
that  redress  must  be  sought  for  the  evils 
of  Ireland. 

♦(11.28.)  Mr.  CAINE  (Barrow):  I 
rise.  Sir,  for  the  purpose  of  movirg  the 
following  Amendment : — To  add  at  the 
end  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Reso- 
lution the  following  words: — 

'*  And,  further,  this  House  deems  it  to  be  its 
duty  to  record  its  condemnation  of  the  conduct 
of  those  who  are  responsible  for  the  accusation 
of  complicity  in  murder  brought  against  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  discovered  to  he  based 
mainly  on  forged  letters,  and  declared  by  the 
Special  Ck>mmi8sion  to  be  disproved." 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY  (Berwick) :  I 
beg  to  second  that  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words — 

''And,  further,  this  House  detms  it  to  be  it» 
duty  Ct)  record  its  condemnation  of  the  conduct 
of  those  who  are  responsible  for  the  accusation 
of  complicity  in  muraer  brought  against  Mem- 
bers ox  this  House,  discovered  to  be  based 
mainly  on  forged  letters,  and  declared  by  the 
Special  Ck)mmiS8ion  to  be  disproved."— (Jfr. 
Caine,) 
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Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  added.*' 

(1 1 .30.)  Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle^ 
upoTi-Tyne)  :  I  must  begin  by  expressing 
my  great  satisfaction  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  has  had  the  courage 
to  take  charge  of  aE  Amendment 
which  for  some  inscrutable  reason 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Jennings)  thought  fit  to  drop.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Stockjx^rt  gave  us  tliree  good 
reasons  for  placing  the  Amendment 
which  stood  in  Ids  name  upon  the  Paper  ; 
but  I  would  liave  made  him  a  present  of 
those  three  reasons  if  he  had  given  us  one 
good  reason  for  not  having  moved  it. 
All  I  can  say  is  that  we  shall  have  the 
utmost  pleasure  in  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment that  has  just  been  moved,  not 
because  we  think  that  it  will  much 
strengthen  the  Irish  cause,  but  because 
we  believe  that  it  is  necessary  for  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  this  House.  I  shall 
now  pass  on  to  the  oration  that  we  have 
just  listened  to  from  the  Chancellor  c^f 
the  Exchequer.  He  asks  us  iub  to  the  true 
charge  against  the  Times.  We  tell  him 
what  the  true  charge  against  the  Times 
is — the  ^charge  that  we  mean  to  aflSrm 
by  voting  for  my  hon.  Friend^s  Amend- 
ment. Our  charge  against  the  Titiieg  is 
that  they  deliberately  bought  letters  to 
damage  political  opponente.  Our  charge 
is  that  they  made  no  inquiry,  no  proper 
or  atlequate  inquiiy,  even  of  the  most 
iueagre  chanicttir,  as  to  the  authenticity  of 
those  letters.  We  charge  tliem  with 
persisting  in  giving  publicity  to  those 
letters  after  they  had  the  best  possible 
reason  to  suppose  that  they  liad  got 
them  from  a  foul  and  tainted  saurce.  My 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  said 
that  the  moment  it  was  whispered  that 
it  was  from  Pigott  the  letters  had  come, 
lie  knew  it  was  evidence  on  which  they 
would  not  hang  a  dog.  But  if  my  hon,  and 
gallant  Friend  knew  that,  the  Irish  counsel 
for  the  Times  must  have  known  it.  That 
is  our  charge  against  the  Thne^ — buying 
letters  to  damage  politicfd  opponents,  and 
deliberately    persisting   in   backing  up 


those  letters  until  at  last  the  truth 
extorted  from  them  by  circumstances  for 
which  we  owe  them  no  thanks.  ~ 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  dealt 
briefly  with  the  criticisms  which  hai 
been  ptissed  upon  tlie  Attorney  Gener 
for  his  coming  before  this  Houfle 
with  a  maBk  cm — coming  before  us 
not  as  the  Attorney  General,  not  aa 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight,  but 
some  capacity  as  counsel  for  the  Tunt 
and  saying  to  the  House  that  he  coul 
prove  certain  charges,  and  shelter 
himself  now  behind  the  instruction 
which  the  Tunes  gave— as  the  llnu 
ihelters  itself  beliind  the  eminent" 
authority  of  the  Attorney  General.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  instituted  a 
not  very  felicitous  parallel  between  tb 
conduct  of  the  Time^  and  the  conduct  < 
United  Ireland  in  its  atttick  on  hot 
Spencer  ;  but  was  not  the  line  of  th 
attack  the  line  that  the  Tory  Party  to 
in  1 885.  Was  not  that  the  bond  of  unia 
between  the  Tory  Party  and  the  Gentlj 
men  below  the  Gangway  ? 

♦Me*  GOBCHEN  :  In   those  attacks 
was  not  held  for  a  moment  that  Lop_ 
Spencer  had  connived  at  crime*     They 
went  in  the  opposite  direction. 

Mil.  J.  MORLEY:  I  point  to  the 
Maamtrasna  debate.  I  have  just  read  it, 
and  I  affirm  that  if  that  debate  meant 
anything  it  meant  discrediting  Lord 
Spencer  in  the  most  serious  manner.  I 
say  that  the  discrediting  of  Lord  Spenc 
was  the  price  of  the  alliance  betwe 
Gentlemen  opposite  and  those  below 
Gangway.  ["  Oh  T']  I  hear  the  Und? 
Secretary  for  India  interrupting 
Wliy,  the  Under  Secretary  for  India  an 
the  Solicitor  General — whom  I  do  nO 
see  present^voted  for  the  Motion  dii 
crediting  Lord  Spencer. 

The  under  SECRETART  of  STATE 
FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gqrst,  Chatham)  :  I 
never  made  any  charge  against  Lor 
Spencer. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  say  h" 
made  a  charge.  I  say  the  hon.  Member 
voted  for  that  Motion.  No,  Sir  ;  I  think 
the  least  said  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
about  Lord  Spencer  the  soonest  mended 
What  account  did  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  give  of  this  tribunal,  which  the 
noble  Lord  so  ably  assailed  at  the  cod 
mencement  of  our  proceedings  this  even 
ing  ?     He  said  it  was  constituted  unde 
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pressure  from  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway.  Was  it  that  pressure  that 
made  you  insert  references  to  "other 
persons  "  besides  Members  of  Parliament 
— that  made  you  extend  the  reference 
from  specific  and  definite  charges  into  a 
general  inquiry  into  an  organisation 
covering  the  whole  field  of  crime — that 
made  you  closure  all  their  Amendments? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  talked  about 
the  Motion  for  adopting  this  Report 
being  on  all  fours  with  the  entering  of  a 
Report  from  the  Election  Judges  on  the 
Journals  of  this  House ;  but  he  forgets 
that  the  Reports  of  Election  Judges  are 
entered  by  Statute,  and  that  consequences 
follow  from  the  findings  of  the  Election 
Judges.  But  you  will  take  good  care 
that  no  consequences  will  follow  from  the 
findings  of  the  Commission  Judges.  The 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as 
to  Le  Caron  and  the  secret  service 
money  were  remarks  which  should  not 
fell  from  any  Minister — and  I  recognise 
no  Minister  has  a  greater  sense  of 
responsibility  than  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer — who  feels  a  sense  of  his 
responsibiliiy.  I  do  not  think  such 
remarks  should  be  made  across  the  Table 
of  the  House.  I  do  not  think  it  is  in  the 
interest  of  either  Party  to  make  such 
appeals.  All  we  know  is  this:  that 
information  in  the  possession  of  the 
Government  was  transferred  by  Mr. 
Anderson,  acting  und^r  the  authority  of 
a  Minister,  to  one  of  the  parties  in  this 
case,  and  the  existence  of  Le  Caron  was 
disclosed  by  Mr.  Anderson  to  that  party. 
One  more  point  in  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer's  speech.  He  rose  to  im- 
mense heights.  He  said  it  was  a 
humiliating  confession  for  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to  admit  that  agitation  in  Ireland 
had  any  connection  with  the  passing  of 
the  Land  Act.  "We  thought,"  said  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  "  That  it  was  a 
great  piece  of  constructive  statesman- 
ship. What  a  lesson  to  teach,'*  said 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Why, 
.Mr.  Speaker,  the  Tory  Party  has 
never  taught  Ireland  any  other  lesson. 
That  lesson  is  the  history  of  your  Tory 
Administration,  and  I  think  it  is  being 
taught  in  Ireland  at  the  present 
moment.  I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain)  must  have  winced 
under  the  rhetoric  of  the  Chancellor  of 


the  Exchequer ;  because  my  right  hon. 
Friend  said,  and,  I  think,  said  most 
truly,  in  a  speech  at  Liverpool  on 
October  25;  1881— 

"  The  origiaal  objects  of  the  Land  Lea^e 
were  legal  and  even  praiseworthy,  and  to  stifle 
agitation  at  such  a  time,'*  that  was  in  1881, 
*'  would  have  been  to  prevent  reform  ....  If 
the  Land  League  had  been  suppressed  in  1881 
the  tenants  would  have  had  no  organisation  to 
fall  back  upon." 

Sir,  I  have  a  pretty  good  recollection  of 
what  occurred  in  1880  and  1881,  and  I 
say  that  at  the  very  time  when  my 
right  hon.  Friend  mjftde  these  observa- 
tions we  had  gone  through  that  bad 
winter  of  1880  which  was  thought  to 
justify — as  I  think  wrongly — Mr. 
Forster's  Gtjvemment  in  bringing  in  the 
Coercion  Act  of  1881.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  may  say  that  he  was  in  favour 
of  agitation,  but  not  of  crime ;  but  does 
he  think  that  an  agrarian  agitation  in 
Ireland  can  be  like  an  agitation  in 
Birmingham  or  Newcastle?  Everyone 
who  knows  the  rudiments  of  the  subject 
of  agitation  in  Ireland  knows  that  there 
agrarian  agitation  is  absolutely  in- 
separable from  the  commission  of 
outrage.  [Loud  Ministerial  cheers!] 
Yes ;  by  your  cheering  you  imply  that 
therefore  the  agitators  themselves  are 
responsible  for  every  outrage  that 
occurs.  [Cheers!]  Well,  you  might 
just  as  well  say  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  himself,  when  he  told  the  Irish 
people  that  agitation  was  necessary  to 
procure  reform — you  might  just  as  well 
say  that  he  incurred  the  moral  reponsi- 
bility  of  whatever  crime  was  afterwards 
committed.  After  all,  I  do  not  think 
that  the  position  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  a  remarkably  impressive 
one ;  because  the  Government  are  to 
place  before  us  a  Tithes  Bill  this 
Session,  and  I  ask.  Can  anybody 
say  that  that  measure  would  have 
been  brought  in  if  the  Welsh  farmers  had 
gone  on  peacefully  paying  their  tithes ' 
[Cries  of  "  Yes.'']  When  the  Bill  is  dis- 
cussed we  shall  be  interested  to  hear  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  who  I  think 
said  "yes" — we  shall  be  interested  to 
hear  him  support  that  view.  A  good  deal 
has  been  said  to-night  about  the  price 
that  the  Party  opposite  paid  for  the  Irish 
vote,  and  many  attempts  have  been 
made  in  this  debate  to  clear  the  Tory 
Party  of  the  supposed  stigma — ^which,  in 
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tny  opinion^  is  no  fltigraa  at  all— of 
alliiince  with  the  Irish  Representtitiv«:^s, 
Bat  I  find  that  no  lesa  a  person  than  the 
Chief  Secretary  himself  in  1885,  when 
the  elections  were  procseeding,  did  not 
think  as  ill  of  the  Parnellites,  as  he 
called  them,  as  he  represented  in  his 
speech  last  night.  According  to  his  speech 
last  night,  and  according  tc»  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer's  to-night,  the 
stain  of  personal  disliononr,  of  personal 
complicity  in  eviUdoing,  attaches  to 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway,  But  in 
1885  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

**  There  was  not  on©  cardinal  principle 
of  Liberal  policy  which  they  (the  Liberal 
Party)  had  in  common  with  the  Irish  people. 
That  was  not  the  mm  with  the  Conservatives. 
Tliere  waa  one  principle  which  the  Conserva- 
lives  held  as  earnestly  Ji^  the  Party  to  which 
Mr.  Parnell  belonged,  and  that  wiuithe  principle 
ol  religious  education.  Upon  that  question  the 
Tory  Party,  the  Homi^n  Catholic  Party,  and 
the  ParneUite  Parly  were  absolutely  tit  one, 
and,  united  as  they  were  on  that  aubjeet^  they 
wtfre  divided  by  a  M'ide  and  impaasable  gull 
from  the  Radicde.'* 

Now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  at 
that  time  all  that  he  knows  now.  [CnV,^ 
*»/*'  No."]  He  must  have  known  all  that 
he  knows  now  as  to  the  charges  made 
against  the  Irish  iifembers  of  boycot- 
ting, intimidation,  and  complicity  with 
Patrick  Fonl,  receiving  money  from 
Patrick  Ford  ;  and  tliongli  boy  cotters 
and  intbnidators,  and  thnngh  they  were 
criminal  c<-inspii'ators  and  in  alliance  with 
murderers  and  asstissins,  yet  he  and  ihv 
Tory  Pary  were  willing  to  shake  hands 
with  them  because  they  were  sound  on 
the  principles  of  religious  education. 

»Mk.  a.  J.  BAX.FOUR:  I  did  not 
know  nearly  sa  much  tbcn  as  I  do  now  ; 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
look  at  my  election  address  he  will  8ee 
(if  at  tliis  distance  of  time  ray  memory 
serves  me  right)  that  I  sepamted  myself 
in  the  most  absolute  manner  from  every 
species  of  Home  Rule  under  whatever 
name  it  was  called,  and  I  stated  that 
unless  crime  in  Ireland  could  be  re- 
pressed by  other  means^  a  Coercion  Bill 
would  have  to  be  passed. 

Mr,  J.  MORLEY :  I  do  not  dispute 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  lias  said  ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  it  disposes  of  my 
point,  which  is  that  he  did  not  think 
their  complicity  in  criminal  conspiracy, 
their  connivance  with  crime,  any  reason, 
considering  their  admirable  views  on  the 
Mr,  J.  Morlcy 


religious    education    question,    why 
should  not  pose  as  a  friend  of   the  Irii 
Party. 
♦Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  I  thought 
no  reason  then  why  Irish  electors  shoul 
not  vote  for  me  if  they  liked,  and  I  thii 
it  no  reason  now. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  If  the  nght  ho4 
Gentleman  wants  the  Irish  Party  tovo^ 
for  him  I  do  not  think  he  is  taking  th^ 
right  course  to  obtain  their  support. 
Now,  I  should  like  to  make  some  remarli  ~ 
on  the  speech  of  tlie  right  hon.  Gentl( 
man  the  Member  for  West  Birminghan 
My  right  hon.  Friend  treated  all  tl 
tindings  of  the  Commission  with  whic 
he  dealt  as  if  they  were  verdicts  of 
Court — as  if  they  constituted  a  regular 
established  verdict  of  a  Gimrt  of  La^ 
Now,  when  the  proposal  was  before 
House  of  Commons  that  a  Select  Cor 
mittee  should  be  granted  to  inquire  in! 
these  cliarges  and  allegations,  my  righ 
hou.  Friend  made  a  jjoint  by  arguing  th« 
such  a  Committee  would  be  op<?n  to  the 
great  objection  of  lieing  lx»th  Judge  and 
jury.  He  objected  t4ja  Select  Committee 
because  it  was  all  jury  and  noJudge^an 
yet  he  takes  the  findings  of  the  Co 
mission,  which  are  those  of  Judges  an 
no  jnry.  The  right  hon»  Gentleman 
adoptws  as  a  judicial  finding  what  looks 
like,  but  is  not  ri-ally,  a  conviction,  as  it 
is  the  decision  of  a  tribunal  which  is  not 
rompetent,  as  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  has  pointed  out,  to  define  even  the 
law.  I  prott^st  against  the  use  which  is 
being,  and  will  be,  made  of  the  contro- 
versial findings  of  an  irregular  and  ex* 
ceptional  tribunal  as  if  it  were  the  ver- 
dict of  a  regular  tribunal  of  the  land. 
What  you  do  is  this.  You  harry  th& 
Irish  with  exceptional  tribunals  in  their 
own  country,  and  then  you  endeavour  to 
hunt  them  down  by  exceptional  trihtinals 
here.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Bury, 
whom  I  do  not  see  here,  and  who  I  rather 
think  is  denouncing  us  somewhere  in  the 
North  of  England,  used  an  image  which 
described  fairly  enough  his  want  of 
appreciation  of  the  circumstances  with 
which  we  have  to  deal  when  he  com- 
]Dared  the  Members  of  the  Party  below 
the  Gangway  to  the  Directors  of  a  Joint 
Stock  Company*  I  cannot  imagine  a 
figure  which  betrays  more  entire  mis* 
appreciation  of  the  conditions  with  which 
we  have  to  deal.     I  do  not  know  how 
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many  GenUemen  here  went  into  the 
Commission  Court.  Yon  saw  there  all 
the  panorama  of  modem  Irish  life  ;  you 
had  before  you  the  peasants  in  their 
frieze  coats;  you  saw  prisoners  from 
gaol ;  you  saw  the  sinister  and  ill-omened 
face  of  the  spy ;  you  saw  resident  magis- 
trates, diyisional  magistrates,  and  Irish 
constables ;  you  listened  to  the  whole 
story,  from  the  hovels  on  the  west  coast  of 
GkJway  across  to  the  crowded  cities  of 
the  United  States.  You  had  before  you 
the  whole  tragedy  of  the  Irish  race  and 
people,  and  you  saw  a  scene  which  I 
make  bold  to  say  the  future  historian 
will  record  as  being  as  memorable  as  any 
that  have  taken  place  in  that  ancient 
Hall  through  which  we  pass  to  enter  this 
House ;  and  yet,  in  the  face  of  a  scene 
of  that  sort,  hon.  and  right  hon.  Members 
can  come  forward  and  speak  as  if  they 
had  been  present  at  the  winding  up  of  a 
Joint  Stock  Company  or  the  liquidation  of 
a  fraudulent  banlcruptcy .  It  is  that  want 
of  appreciation  which  has  landed  us  in 
all  our  troubles  with  Ireland.  I  should 
4ike  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  with  his 
present  views,  to  which  he  gave  such 
deplorable  utterance  last  night — I  should 
like  to  ask  him  what  prospect,  what 
chance,  he  has  to  carry  his  own  views 
and  policy  out  to  a  good  end  when  he 
goes  out  of  his  way  to  exasperate  and 
embitter  the  controversy — when  he  goes 
out  of  his  way  to  make  himself  the 
champion  of  this  dirty  organ  the  Times  ? 
He  is  about  to  give  us,  if  he  has  his  way, 
30  years  of  firm  and  resolute  govern- 
ment. Is  the  Times  for  20  years  to  be 
free  ?  Is  it  to  be  like  London's  monu- 
ment, which,  as  Pope  said,  "  Like  some 
tall  bully  lifts  its  head  and  lies."  Is  the 
Times  to  lift  its  head  and  lie  and  count 
on  being  supported  by  the  Irish  Minister  ? 
The  Chief  Secretary  is  going  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  extend  Local  Government  in 
Ireland.  Who  will  work  Local  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  ?  The  very  men  whom 
last  night  he  taxed  with  being  stamped 
with  personal  dishonour.  The  Chief 
Secretary  distinctly  stated  that  it  was 
not  a  mere  charge  of  moral  complicity, 
but  of  personal,  direct  complicity  in 
dishonourable  conduct  which  was  brought 
against  those  Members.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  5ury  in  his  eloquent  speech 
before  the  Commission  wound  up  with  a 
peroration  in  which  he  called  upon  the 
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Irish  people  to  resort  to  new  modes 
of  action  and  to  get  true  men  to 
guide  them.  By  new  modes  of 
action  he  meant  returning  to  old  modes 
of  suffering.  What  new  leaders  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Hunts  (Mr. 
Smith-Barry)  I  suppose,  whose  power  of 
winning  popularity  the  state  of  Tip- 
perary  now  attests.  Or  are  they  to  be 
won  by  the  wise  and  benignant  temper 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Antrim, 
or  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Armagh  ?  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  has  often  told  the  House,  how- 
ever, that  the  laurels  he  would  like  to 
win  are  not  civil  ones,  but  those  gained 
amid  the  ''pomp  and  circumstance  of 
glorious  war."  The  Irish  know  their 
leaders,  and  are  going  to  adhere  to  them, 
and  we  are  going  to  stick  to  them.  And 
you  may  depend  upon  it  that  the  only 
chance  of  winning  success,  either  for 
Land  Purchase  or  for  Local  Government, 
is  to  have  the  support  and  the  sympathy 
and  approval  of  the  Gentlemen  who 
represent  the  sentiments  and  wishes  of 
the  people  of  Ireland. 

Sir  G.  Tebvblyin  (Glasgow,  Bridge- 
ton)  and  Mr.  Byron  Reed  (Bradford, 
East)  rose  together,  but  the  Speaker 
called  on  Sir  George  Trevelyan ,  but  he 
having  resumed  his  seat  after  saying  that 
he  desired  to  make  a  personal  explanation, 

Mb.  speaker  called  upon— 
Mb.  BYRON  REED  (Bradford,  East), 
who  said:  I  wish  to  move  the  following 
Amendment  as  a  rider  to  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  : — 

**  But  that  nevertheless  this  House  desires  to 
record  its  condemnation  of  those  persons  who, 
by  the  Report  of  the  Special  Commission,  have 
been  proved  to  have  been  engaged  in  criminal 
conspiracy,  and — *' 

It  being  midnight,  Mr.  Speakeb  pro- 
ceeded to  interrupt  the  Business ; 

Whereupon  Mr.  William  Hevbt  Smith 
rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move, 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  those 
words  be  there  added.** 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  259  ;  Noes 
321.— (Div.  List,  No.  24.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Besolved^  **  That  Parliftraent  having  conati* 
luted  a  Special  Cotnmissiion  to  inquiro  ioto 
the  charges  and  a]legatioti»  mtide  againat  cer- 
taiit  Members  of  Parliament  and  other  persons, 
and  the  Report  of  the  Conirois^ioners  having 
been  presented  to  Parliament,  this  House  adopts 
the  Report,  and  thanks  the  CommiisionerB  lor 
their  just  and  impartiul  conduct  in  the  mattera 
referred  to  them ;  and  orders  that  the  said  Ko* 
port  be  entered  on  the  Journals  of  this  HouBe/' 


REVENUE,  TAXATION,  AND   POPULA- 
TION, 

He  turn  ordered — 

♦*  (In  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  36,  of  Session  18S4),  respecting  the  Duties 
on  Spirits,  Wine,  Malt,  and  Beer,  &c.t  together 
with  the  Duty  on  Tobacco  and  the  Excise 
Licenses  Duties,  in  order  to  show,  aa  nearly  as 
can  be  ascertained,  the  Proportions  of  the 
seTerallteniBof  Revenue  derived  from  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland  respectively,  for  the  year 
ending  the  3l6t  day  of  March,  1889  (or  the 
latest  financial  year  for  which  the  information 
can  be  given),  and  the  Results  for  each  of  the 
three  Kingdoms  ; 

"  Return  to  be  divided  in  the  tame  manner, 
between  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland 
respectively,  showing  the  produce  of  each 
of  the  other  sources  of  Revenue,  as  nearly  as 
can  be  ascertained,  derived  from  Taxation  (the 
Income  Tax  on  the  Salaries  of  Persona  in  the 
Service  of  Government  not  to  be  included) ;  and 
&  Summary  to  be  given  by  adding  the  Restilts 
of  both  Divisions  together  : 

"  And,  the  Population  of  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland  respectively,  as  f^stimated  by  the 
Registrar  General  for  the  middle  of  1888, 
together  with  the  number  of  il embers  of  Par- 
liament which  each  of  the  three  Kingdoms 
would  obtatn  if  t|ie  670  Members  were  allotted 
acccKrding  to  the  Population  of  each.  [Notes  to 
be  added  to  the  Return  to  point  out  any  Items 
in  which  the  Ket  Revenue  for  each  of  the  three 
Kingdoms  cannot  be  distinguished]/*— (Jfr, 
Propand. ) 

BOUCITOES   AND  APFRENHCES  (lEELANp) 
BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Bill  to 
amend  and  consolidate  the  Laws  relating  to 
Solicitors  and  to  the  service  of  indentured  Ap' 
prenticea  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr.  Reynolds,  Mr, 
Macartney,  Mr.  O'Hea,  Mr*  O'Keeffe,  Mr, 
M^Cartan,  and  Mr.  O'Neill. 

Rill  presented, and  read  lirst  time.  [Bill  182.] 


EXPERIMENTS    ON  LIVING  ANIMALS, 

Address  for — 

•*Copy  of  Report  from  the  Inspector,  show- 
ing the  number  of  Exp  an  men  ts  performed  on 
Living  Animals  during  the  year  1889,  under .^ 
licenses  granted  under  the  Act  39  and  40  Vic, 
c.  77,  distinguishiug  Paioleiis  from  Painful  Ex- 
periments (in  continuation  of  Parliamentary 
Paper,  No.  lU,  of  Seosion  1889)."— (if r.  Stmrt 

WESTERN   AUSTRALIA  CONSTITU- 
TION  BILL. 

Ordered,    That  the    Select    Committee    do.j 
consist  of  Nineteen  Members : 

Ordered,  That  Colonel  Malcolm,  Mr.  Stave- 
ley  Hill,  Mr*  Stanley  Leigh  ton,  Sir  George 
Baden- Powell,  Sir  Richard  Temple,  Mr.  Ernest 
Beckett,  Sir  John  Colomb,  Sir  Edward. 
Hamley,  Lord  Ebrington,  Mr.  Wodehouse,! 
Mr-  John  Morley,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Sir' 
George  Campbell,  Mr.  Rathbone/Mr.  William 
M'Arthur,  Mr,  Octavius  V,  Morgan,  Mr^ 
Justin  M' Car  thy,  Mr.  0' Kelly,  and  Baron 
Henry  De  Worms  be  nominated  Memberi  of 
the  Committee  : 

Ordered »  That  the  Committee  have  power  ta 
send  for  persona,  papers^  and  reoorda  : 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum.— (i?«ro<i 
Henry  D«  W&rm*.) 

PAUPERISM   (ENGLAND  AND  WALESJ^ 

Return  ordered — 

**  Of  monthly  comparativij  Statement  of  the 
number  of  Paopera  of  all  classes  (except 
Lunatics  in  Asylums,  Registered  Hospitals 
and  Licensed  Houses,  and  Vagrants)  in  receip 
of  Relief  in  England  and  Wales  on  the  last  day* 
of  every  week  in  each  month  of  the  several 
years  from  1857  to  1890,  both  inclusive  : 

**0f  Statement  of  the  number  of  Paupera 
(Lunatics  and  Vagrants  included},  distinguish* 
in g  the  number  of  adult  able-bodied  Pauper%_ 
relieved  on  the  1st  day  of  January,  1S90  ; 

"And,  of  similar  Statement  for  the  1st  day  i 
July,  1890,  respectively.*'— (Jfr,JU>«^.) 


Copy   presented 
upon    the    Tabic, 


accordingly 
and    to    be 


;   to 
printed 


House  adjourned  at  half  ader 
Twelve  o*dook» 


^^^ 
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HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  \2th  March,  1890. 


SELBOnoy  (STANDING  jCOAiailTTEES). 

Sm  JOHN  MOWBRAY  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Selectioa  ;  That  they  had  nomi- 
nated the  following  Members  to  serve  on  th( 
Standing  Committee  for  the  consideration  oi 
all  Bills  relating  to  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice, 
and  Legal  Procedure  which  may,  hy  Order  of 
the  Honse,  be  committed  to  such  Standing  Com- 
mittee : — Mr.  Tyssen  Amherst,  Mr.  Asquith, 
Mr.  Atherley-Jones,  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour,  Mr^ 
Bartley,  Mr.  Beach,  Mr.  Beadel,  Mr.  William 
Beckett,  Mr.  George  Cavendish  Bentinok,  Mr 
Jacob  Bright,  Mr.  Bryce,  Sir  George  Campbell, 
Sir  Edward  Clarke,  Mr.  Jesse  CoUings,  Dr. 
Commins,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  Curzon,  Mr.  Dar> 
ling,  Mr.  H.  T.  Davenport,  Colonel  Dawnay, 
Sir  John  Dorrington,  Mr.  Dugdale,  Mr. 
Arthur  Elliot,  Mr.  John  E.  Ellis,  Mr.  Eltoc, 
Sir  Thomas  Esmonde,  Mr.  Finlay,  Mr.  Forrest 
Fulton,  Mr.  Herbert  Gardner,  Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone,  Sir  WiUiam  Vernon  Harcourt,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Stavely  Hill,  Mr.  Samuel 
Hoare,  Mr.  Hobhouse,  Mr.  Isaacs,  Sir  Ughtred 
Kay-Shuttleworth,  Mr.  Kenyon,  Mr.  W.  F. 
Lawrence,  Mr.  George  Shaw  Lefevre,  Sir 
Charles  Lewis,  Mr.  Lock  wood.  Viscount  Lym- 
ington,  Mr.  Macartney,  Mr.  Francis  Maclean, 
Mr.  Swift  MacNeill.  Mr.  Madden,  Mr.  Mahony, 
Mr.  Manim,  Mr.  Story  Miskelyne,  Mr.  Mat- 
thews, Mr.  Milvain,  Mr.  John  Morlev.  Mr. 
WilUam  O'Brien.  Mr.  Pickard,  Mr.  Picton, 
Mr.  Thomas  P.  Price,  Sir  John  Paleston,  Mr. 
John  E.  liedmond,  Mr.  Banaerman  Robertson, 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Sir  Charles  Russell,  Sir 
Richard  Temple,  Sir  George  Trovelyan,  Mr. 
Whitmoro,  Mr.  Arthur  Williams,  Mr.  Wodo- 
house,  and  ^Ir.  Stuart- Wortley. 

Sib  JOHN  MOWBRAY  further  reported 
from  the  said  Committee  ;  That  they  had 
nominated  the  following  Members  to  serve  on 
the  Standing  Committee  for  the  consideration 
of  all  Bills  relating  to  Trade  (including  Agri- 
culture and  Fishing),  Shipping,  and  Mmufac- 
tare,  which  may,  by  Order  of  the  House,  be 
committed  to  such  Standing  Committee.*  — Mr.  i 
Addison,  Mr.  Asher,  Mr.  Banes,  Mr.  Baring, 
Mr.  Barran,  Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach,  Sir 
Edward  Birkbeck,  Mr.  Bolitho,  Mr.  J.  C. 
ik)lton,  Mr.  Bonsor,  Mr.  Boord,  Mr.  A.  H. 
Brown,  Mr.  Brunnor,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Joseph 
Chamberlaiu,  Mr.  Childers,  ^Ir.  Colman,  Mr. 
W.  J.  Corbet,  Sir  James  Corry,  Mr.  Craig,  Sir 
Charles  Dalrymple,  Mr.  Stormonth  Darling, 
Baron  Henry  De  Worms,  Mr.  Dixon- Hartland, 
Sir  George  'Elliott,  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis,  Colonel 
Eyre,  Mr.  Hayes  Fisher,  Mr.  R.  U.  Penrose 
FitzGerald,  Mr.  Gilliat,  Sir  Julian  Goldamid, 
Mr.  Grotrian,  ^Ir.  A.  W.  Hall,  Sir  William 
Houldsworth,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Hoyle,  Mr. 
Jackson,  Mr.  William  Lowther,  Sir  John  Lub- 
bock, Mr.  Peter  M4)oaald,  Mr.  M*U-:in,  Mr. 
Mundella,  Mr.  Munts,  Mr.  ^Murphy,  Sir 
iStaffurd  Northcote,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Sir 
Richard  Paget,  Mr.  Parnoll,  Sir  Joseph  Pease, 
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Mr.  Richard  Power,  Mr.  Rathbone,  Mr.  Edmund 
Robertson,  Mr.  Round,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Shell, 
Mr.  William  P.  Sinclair,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith, 
Mr.  Ernest  Spencer,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart,  Mr.  T. 
D.  Sullivan,  Mr.  Tomlinson,  Sir  Richard 
Webster,  Mr.  Wharton,  Mr.  Whitley,  Mr.  S. 
Williamson,  Mr.  C.  H.  Wilson,  Mr.  Winter- 
botham,  and  Mr.  Wood. 

Sir  JOHN  MOWBRAY  further  reported 
from  the  Committee ;  That  they  had  added  to 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Trade  (including 
Agriculture  and  Fishing),  Shipping,  and 
Manufactures,  the  following  Fifteen  Members, 
in  respect  of  the  Companies  (Winding-up)  Bill 
and  the  Companies  (Memorandum  of  Associa- 
tion) Bill,Tiz  : — Sir  Horace  Davav,  Mr.  Dick- 
son, Colonel  Hill,  Mr.  Howard,  ilr.  Keorick, 
Mr.  Kimber,  Mr.  Lawson,  Mr.  William 
M* Arthur,  Mr.  Molloy,  Mr.  Quilter,  Sir  Albert 
Rollit.  Mr.  Royden,  Mr.  Thomas  Sutherland, 
Mr.  Warming^n,  and  Mr.  John  Wilson. 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  do  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

ORDERS  OF   XHE  DAY. 


TENURE  OF  LAND  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
(No.  3.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

•(12.50.)  Dr.  COMMINS  (Eloscom- 
moQ,  S.)  :  I  bsg  to  move  the  Second 
R jading  of  this  Bill.  The  tenure  of  land 
in  Ireland  is  after  all  the  great  question 
of  the  day  in  that  country,  as  it  has 
baen  for  a  very  long  period  of  years ;  we 
therefore  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
bringing  before  the  Houso  certain 
Amondments  of  the  recent  Tenure  of 
Land  Act  for  Ireland,  in  order  to  give  full 
effect  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  and 
in  order  to  prevent  the  injurious  results 
with  which  one  or  two  of  them  have 
Ixjen  working  in  the  past.  Tiie  first 
matter  to  which  I  wish  to  call  attention 
is  this.  It  is  practically  admitted  by 
everybody  that  tha  improvements  which 
have  l)03n  made  on  farms  in  Ireland 
liavo  been  made  entirely  by  the  tenant?. 
[t  was  admitted  in  so  many  words  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  lion.  Goatleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  the  night  before  last,  and 
rbs  it  is  a  proposition  which  no  one  is 
inclined  to  controvert,  we  assume  that 
it  is  so.  As  the  Bill  of  1881  left  this 
House  it  contained  a  provision  that  was 
intended  to  debar  the  imposition  of  rent 
apon  improvements  effected  by  the 
Tenant.  The  Bill  came  back  to  this 
House  with  a  very  invidious  provision 
inserted  in  it,  that  the  tenant  was  only 
'<)  bo  freed  from  the  imposition  of  rent 
for  his  own  improvements  where  lie  hiul 
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not  been  paid  or  '^otherwise  compen- 
sated ^^  for  fifuch  improvemetits.  I  pointed 
ont  at  the  time  what  the  effect  would  be 
from  a  lawjei'*8  paint  of  view,  and  I 
rsmoraber  that  the  ritrhthon.  Gentleman 
the  Membt^r  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr* 
Glndsfcone)  said  on  that  occjision  that  such 
an  understandiog  as  I  then  indieak'd, 
was  impossible.  He  added  that  the 
intention  of  the  House  was  unmistakable, 
and  with  the  late  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland,  who  was  then  Attorney  General, 
sitting  beside  him,  he  said  that  the 
intention  of  the  House  was  clear  that  no 
rent  was  to  be  imposed  for  the  improve- 
ments of  the  tenants.  Nevertheless  I 
was  not  satisfied,  and  I  stated  that  when 
the  matter  came  into  Court  it  might  be 
held  conventionally  that  enjoyment  of 
the  improvements  would  be  regarded  as 
a  compensation.  My  contention  was 
pooh-poohed  at  the  time,  hut  soon  after 
the  passing  of  the  Act  the  question  was 
directly  raised  in  Court,  and  the  decision 
was  as  I  had  indicated,  namely,  that  the 
enjoyment  of  the  tenant  for  some  inde- 
finite time  was  sufficient  to  compensate 
him  for  the  improvements  he  hud  himself 
made  and  had  alone  ca-lled  into  existence, 
and  without  which  the  land  would  be 
worth  nothing  at  alh  This  decision  has 
created  a  great  revulsion  of  feeling,  and 
has  been  a  bitter  disappointment  to  the 
tenants.  I  regard  it  as  an  outrageous 
decision,  and  one  which  violates  common 
sense.  I  should  like  Uj  know  wliat  other 
description  of  property  was  ever  created 
by  possession  or  under  the  provisions  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  the  mere  enjoyment 
of  which  has  been  considered  suflScieut  to 
extinguish  a  right  to  its  full  value.  As 
a  rule»  the  length  of  possession  is  recog- 
nised as  giving  a  prescriptive  right,  but  in 
this  case,  when  an  Irish  tenant  has  been 
in  the  enjoyment  of  his  own  improvements 
for  20  years  or  more  it  is  held  that  that 
fact  alone  is  sufficient  to  compensate  him 
for  such  improvements,  and  to  ]nstify  the 
imposition  upon  him  of  a  rack-rent.  This 
iiill  proposes  to  bring  Imck  the  Act  of 
1881  to  the|>osition  in  which  it  left  this 
House.  That  is  the  first  provision  of  the 
Bill.  The  next  thing  I  propo.se  is,  that 
in  order  to  give  effect  to  the  beneficial 
intention  of  the  Act  of  1881,  future 
tenancies  after  the  passing  of  that  Act 
must  b3  brought  down  to  the  position  of 
the  tenancies  which  existed  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  the  Act.  A  "  present 
J)r,  Commim 


tenancy  "  was  declared  by  the  Act  to  b© 
a  tenancy  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
the  Bill— an  ordinary  tenancy  from  year 
to  year.  That  was  the  only  tenancy  for 
which  the  Act  provided,  and  it  was  then 
suppose  that  in  the  course  of  a  few 
months,  or  perhaps  a  year,  the  rent  of  all 
"  present  tenancies  *'  would  he  fixed  in 
Ireland.  How  far  short  of  that  proposal 
the  reality  has  been,  I  will  explain  later 
on.  The  next  provision  we  introduce 
with  a  view  of  improving  the  action  of 
the  Act  of  1881,  is  one  that  will  reduce 
the  statutory  term  therein  established. 
It  was  found  that  that  term  was  so  long 
that  the  fluctuation  of  prices  and  of 
seasons,  good  times  succeeding  bad,  and 
bad  times  succeeding  good,  came  in  far 
more  rapid  rotation  than  the  15  years 
provided  for  in  that  Act,  and  showed  that 
the  fixing  of  a  term  of  15  years  was 
much  too  long.  We  propose,  therefore, 
to  reduce  that  t^Brm  to  seven  years, 
which  we  consider  t<j  be  quite  sufficient 
for  all  necessary  purposes.  Next  come 
what  we  regard  as  the  most  important 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  As  hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  will  remember, 
the  question  which  has  given  rise  to  the 
greatast  difficulty  in  legislating  upon  this 
subject,  is  the  question  of  arrears,  the 
law  with  regard  to  which  was  left  un- 
settled and  unfixed.  In  the  Act  of  1881 
there  was  no  j>ro vision  dealing  with  the 
Arrears  Question.  That  Act  for  the  first 
time  practically  admitted  that  the  tenant 
was  joint  owner  with  the  landlord  of  the 
farm  he  had  improved  and  the  value  he 
had  cr.^ated  in  the  land  on  wliich  he  had 
spent  his  life  and  labour ;  and  that, 
therefore,  he  was  entitled  to  an  equitable 
interest  in  the  property.  But  this 
provision  was  never  enforced,  although 
under  that  Act  for  the  first  time  the 
tenant  obtained  the  legal  interests  in  the 
soil,  to  which  he  was  attached  both 
materially  and  morally.  In  giving  him 
thatlegal  right  itVasintynded  that  his  own 
improvements  should  not  be  taxed,  and 
that  rent,  either  rack-rent  or  otherwise, 
should  not  be  charged  against  him  on 
the  property  he  had  created,  and  a  still 
further  advance  was  made  by  giving  to 
the  Court  the  power  of  fixing  what  was  a 
fair  rent  to  be  paid  by  the  occupying 
tenant.  It  was  then  argued,  and  has 
since  been  demonstrated  with  an  absolute 
clearness  which  no  one  can  deny,  that 
the  rents  which  are  being  charged  are 
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rack-rents  in  every  sense  of  the  word ; 
and  by  rack-rents  I  mean  a  rent  not  the 
resnlt  of  a  fair  and  open  agreement,  bnt 
an  imposition  and  a  tax  which  the  man 
who  pays  it  has  no  power  to  refuse  or 
resist,  being  as  much  subject  to  it  as  the 
taxpayers  of  this  country  are  subject  to 
the  payment  of  any  tax  the  Government, 
with  the   support  of    Parliament,  ^may 
impose.     Such  are  the  rack-rents  which 
prevail  in  Ireland.     But  rack-renting  is 
not  only  the  custom  of  the  country  ;  it  is 
a  system  that  has  grown  up  under  the 
economical  conditions  which  prevail,  and 
are  to  some  extent  the  law  of  the  land, 
the  landlords  being  in  many  cases  com- 
pelled to  exact  it.     But  those  rack-rents 
which  are  not  calculated  on  the  returns 
from  the  land  or  the  profits  of  capital,  or 
the  wages  of  labour,  nor  upon  any  other 
econoijiical  condition,  are  always  put  down 
in  the  minds  of  the  people  as  unjust  and 
unfair,  while  the  fact  that  they  are  also 
impossible     rents    is    patent    from  the 
arrear.     There  have  for  many  years  been 
circumstance  that  the  whole  country  is  in 
what  are  called,  first  the  running  gale, 
and  next  the  hanging  gale.  The  running 
gale  is  the  last  rent  payable,  the  hanging 
gale  being  the  one  going  back  six  months 
or  more,  antecedently,  so  that  there  is 
generally  speaking  an  arrear  of  some  12 
months  upon  the  rents  due  from  the  Irish 
tenants.     Taking  them  all  round  it  has 
become  simply  impossible  to  pay  these 
rents.     I  am  very  far  from  denying  that 
there  are  not  many  good  landlords  in  Ire- 
land who  deal  honourably  and  justly  with 
their  tenants,  as  should  always  be  the 
case  between  good  landlords  and  neigh- 
bours ;  but  unfortunately  the  majority  of 
the  landlords  are  men  who  either  insist 
upon  rack-rents  or  are  obliged  to  do  so, 
and  in  very  many  cases  allow  the  arrears 
to   accumulate  for  two,    three,  four,  or 
five  years,  and  I  believe  in  some  instances 
for   as   many  as    10  years.     Well,   the 
moment  12  months*  rent  is  due  the  land- 
lord has  the  power  of  evicting  for  non- 
payment,   so   that  practically  you  have 
evictions   hanging    like    the    sword    of 
Damocles  over  the  heads  of  the  tenants, 
while    the    arrears   are   allowed   to  ac- 
cumulate with  malice  prepense  in  some 
c^sjs,  although  in  others  it  may  have 
been  owing  to  the  good  nature  of  the 
landlord.     When  the  Act  of  1881  was 
passed  there  was  a  good  deal  more  than 
year's  rent,  for  whicl^  alone  the  landlord 


could  distrain,  owing  from  the  different 
tenants,  and  a  large  proportion  of  those 
were  precluded  from  taking  advantage  of 
that  Act.  Where  more  than  the  year's  rent 
was  due  the  landlord  issued  a  writ,  and 
was  able  to  confiscate  the  tenant's  title  to 
his  share  in  the  soil  and  turo  tho  tenant 
out,  or  prevent  him  from  applying  to  the 
Court  at  all,  or,  if  he  did  apply,  to  stop 
him  midway  in  the  process  and  prevent 
his  getting  the  benefit  of  his  application. 
But    this    is    not  all.      That  Act  was 
avowedly    passed    for    the    purpose    of 
checking  cruel  and  unjust  evictions,  as 
well    as    unjust  rack-renting,   and   the 
result  has  been  that  it  has  rather  acted 
as  a  stimulus  to  evictions  than  otherwise. 
At  the  time  the  Act  was  introduced  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the   Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  said  eviction  notices  were 
falling    like    snow  flakes  all   over   the 
country,  and  he  also  said  eviction  notices 
were  oftentimes  sentences  of  death.    The 
figure  of  speech  then  used  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not   one  whit  too 
strong,  and  was  certainly  more  justified 
by  tho  facts  than  figures  of  speech  usually 
are.     What,  Sir,  is  the  case  at  the  present 
moment?       Owing    to    the    fact     that 
the     arrears     question     still     remains 
unsettled,  there  has  been  a  war  going 
on   ever   since  the    period   referred   to, 
totally   untouched  by   the  Amendment 
Acts  that  have  been  passed  since  1881 — 
a  war  between  the  landlords  on  the  one 
side  and  the  tenants  on  the  other.     The 
landlords  utilise  this  weapon  of  arrears 
for  the  purpose  of  restricting  the  effects 
of  the  Statute,  and  debarring  the  tenants 
from  the  benefits  it  would  otherwise  confer 
in  the  event  of  their  desiring  to  go  into 
Court,    and    at    this    moment    eviction 
notices    are    falling    like    snow    flakes 
through  the  country,  inflicting — not,  per- 
haps, in  all  cases,  though  there  are  some 
in   which   it    can    be    alleged — physical 
death  upon  the  victims ;  but  at  any  rate 
what  may  be  termed  economical  and  in- 
dustrial death.     We    know,    of    course, 
what  happens  to  the  tenant  under  these 
circumstances.     He  is  turned  into  a  care- 
taker, and  loses  all  the  benefit  he  would 
otherwise  have  obtained  from  the  Act  of 
1881,  being  again  placed  absolutely  at  the 
mercy  of  the  landlord,  who  may  rack-rent 
him  ad  infinitum.     Well,  Sir,  I  propose 
by  Sections  5  and  6  of  this  Bill  to  deal 
with  this  strangely-overlooked  question 
of  arrears.     Perhaps  I  should  be  wrong 
Z  ? 
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in  saying  it  ia  altogether  overlooked  ;  it 
was  not  altogether  overlooked  in  the 
tenant  clauses  of  the  Act  of  1887,  which 
I  have  cited,  because  they  carefully  kept 
the  arrears  alive  for  the  purpose  of 
neutralising  the  Act  of  188L  I 
think  it  high  time  that  this  House 
Bhonld  interfere,  and  put  a  stop 
to  the  inequitable  law  relating  to 
those  arrears.  The  Land  Courts  have 
shown  that  rack-renting  exists  in  Ireland 
to  an  extent  greater  than  was  previously 
nnderstoixl  by  this  House,  greater  even 
than  has  been  found  by  the  Devon 
Commission.  I  refer  the  House  to  a 
Return  which  has  been  laid  upon  the 
Table  within  the  last  few  days,  and  which 
shows  that  in  that  happy  district  which 
constitutes  the  North  of  Ireland  you  have 
the  Courts  reducing  the  rents  of  the 
tenants  to  an  average  extent  of  some  30 
per  cent,  or  40  per  cent,  every  day. 
Well,  Sir,  what  has  been  shown  to  be 
the  case  in  the  North  also  exists  in  the 
South.  Unjust  nick-rents,  wliich  never 
ought  to  have  been  imposed,  and  which 
have  the  effect  of  preventing  all  im* 
provements  and  tend  largely  to  fetter 
the  industry  of  the  tenants,  are  con- 
stantly im|Mjse<i.  And  I  say  that  those 
rack-rents  ought  to  be  swept  away 
altogether.  What  we  want,  therefore,  is 
power  to  do  this.  There  is  such  a  power 
given  to  the  Court  under  the  Scottish 
Crofters'  Act,  and  under  Section  5  of  this 
Bill  we  propose  to  give  a  power  whicli, 
we  think,  would  be  just  and  equitable  to 
every  person  coming  under  the  operation 
of  the  Bill.  It  is  simply  that  if  the 
tenant  is  evicted  for  non-payment  of 
rent,  and  that  tenant  has  in  his  holding 
a  property  recognised  by  the  law — a 
property  which  the  law  says  he  has  in 
conjunction  with  the  landlord — l)efore 
his  CO- partner  in  that  farm  shall  l>e 
allowed  to  turn  him  out  an  account 
must  be  taken  between  them,  and  the 
value  of  the  tenant's  interest  shall  l>e 
set  against  the  inequitable  arrears  of 
rent  to  which  I  have  referred,  and, 
unless  there  is  a  balance  in  the  landlord  s 
favour  enabhng  him  to  support  a  process 
of  ejectment  that  process  shall  not  he 
allowed.  In  other  words,  it  is  proponed 
to  apply  the  principle  of  ordi narj-  partner- 
ship to  the  relations  which  exist 
between  landlord  and  tenant.  The 
tenant  has  a  jnstly  and  honestly  ac- 
quired property  in  the  soil,  and  the  Bill 
/?r.  Oommins 


provides    that    that    property    shall    be 
protected    against    the    enfoixjement   of 
unjust  arrears  in  respect  of  an  impos* 
sible,  cruel,  and  extortionate  rent,  where^ 
by  the  tenant's  share   in  the  soil  is  at 
present   liable  to   bo  cancelled,  and  thi 
landlord  is  practically  enabled   to  infli 
not  only  a  forfeiture  of  his  interest 
the  property  but  what  amounts  to 
tenant's    extinction,      industrially     an 
economically.     Instances  of    this   might 
bo  adduced  by  thousands  ;  they  are  put 
before  us  in  the  newspapers  day  by  day, 
and    are     well    known    to    every    one 
acquainted   with    the    operation   of    the 
Land  Law  in  Ireland.     I  will,  howeve 
mention  one  case.  Only  a  fortnight  ago 
farmer  who  had  expended  £600  in  erecting 
farm  buildings  on  the  land  he  occupied, but 
who  owed  a  single  year's  rent,  amounting" 
to  XI 00,  was  evicted  for  the  non-payment 
of  that  rent,  the  landlord  thereby  confis- 
cating tlie  property  to  the  value  of  £600, 
which  really  belonged  to  the  tenant.     I 
think  the    House  will  see  that  such  a 
state  of  things  is  grossly  unfair,  and  by 
Clause  5  of  this  Bill  I  have  tried  to  p 
vide  a  remedy,  by  enacting  that  until  t 
lixndlords     arrears    have    cancelled    tl 
tenant  8  interest  in  the  soil,  the  landlo 
shall  not  be  allowed  to  evict.      Section 
goes  a  little  farther.     We    know  the 
have  been  cruel  causes  hke  tViat  to  whicl 
I  have  just  referred,  where  many  timeg 
the  value  of  the  arrears  have    been   left 
behind  by  the  evicted  tenant,  and  whe 
the  restitution  of  his  property  ought 
be  allowed  if  the  tenant  is  prepared 
bring  himself  within  the   provision  si 
out  in  vSection  5.     By    Section    6    it   is 
provided  that  where  a  tenant  comes  in 
Court  within  six  months  of  bis  evictii 
and  pays   C  months'    rent     down,     Ui 
may    then    apply     to  have  a    com  mi 
account  taken   as  between  himself  au^ 
the  landlord,  and  if  the  account  is  show: 
to  bo  in  the  tenant's  favour  the  Coui 
shall  have  the  power  of  restoring  him 
to   hLs    position    as    occupying    tenant. 
These  are  the  most  important  clauses  of 
the  Bill,     The  next  clause,  7,  applies 
leaseholds,  The  Act  of  1887  extended  ti 
l>enetits  of  the  Act   of    1881    very  co: 
siderabiy,    by  admitting  leaseholders 
the  advantages  of  tlie  Act,  but  it  stop[ 
short    by    admitting    only    leaseholder 
whose  k'Tises  do  not  extend  beyond  9! 
years   from   the   commencement  of  t 
Act.  This  neceBearily  left  a  very  considei 
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able  section  of  the  leaseholders  outside  the 
provision  of  the  Act,  and  probably  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell)  will  be  able  to  confirm  what 
I  am  about  to  state.  Ulster,  as  everybody 
knows,  is  a  great  industrial  centre,  in 
which  there  is  a  considerable  demand  for 
land,  and  at  the  end  of  last  century  a 
great  proportion  of  the  population,  both 
Presbyterian  and  Catholic,  not  being  par- 
mitted  to  obtain  freeholds  in  the  land, 
were  obliged  to  take  it  on  lease ;  whereby 
they  were  subjected  to  rack-rental. 
Many  of  them  got  leases  of  999  years, 
and  the  rack-rental  to  which  they  were 
subjected  has  come  down  to  the  present 
day.  Those  leassholders  are  debarred 
from  enjoying  the  benefits  of  the  Land 
Law  Ireland  Act  of  1881  as  extended  by 
the  Act  of  1887.  This,  I  say,  is  a  great 
injustice,  which  I  now  propose  to  remedy. 
If  they  are  not  occupying  tenants,  and 
have  sub-let  their  land,  the  yare  probably 
placed  in  even  a  worse  position  still. 
Of  course,  occupiers  in  Ulster  are  en- 
titled to  the  Ulster  Tenant  Right;  and 
they  often  "are  the  owners  of  a  larger 
interest  than  their  landlords,  and  he  is 
bound  to  pay  his  landlord,  no  matter 
what  he  can  get  out  of  the  tenant  to 
whom  he  suolets,  and  the  result  is  that 
between  the  upper  and  the  nether  mill- 
stone the  actual  tenant  of  these 
long  leaseholds  is  pretty  nearly  ground 
to  death.  Both  these  tenants,  I  think, 
are  entitled  to  the  relief  which  is 
given  to  everyone  else  in  the  Acts  of 
1881  and  1887.  Clauses  8,  9,  10,  11, 
and  12  have  relation  to  the  rights  of  tur- 
bary. A  stranger  to  what  is  going  on  in 
Ireland  looking  to  those  clauses  might 
fancy  they  were  occupying  a  large 
amount  of  space  in  dealing  with  an  appa- 
rently trivial  matter,  but  thosa  who  are 
aware  of  the  actual  state  of  things  in 
Ireland  and  the  general  condition  of  the 
Irish  peasant  know  that  the  turbary 
question  is  in  reality  no  trifling  matter. 
Unlike  England,  Ireland,  unfortunately, 
is  not  rich  in  coal  mines ;  on  the  contrary, 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  she  is  very  poor  in 
that  respect,  and  the  small  quantity  of 
coal  she  does  possess,  being  of  the  kind 
known  as  Anthracite,  is  of  an  inferior 
quality,  and  ill  adapted  to  farm  purposes. 
It  do3S  not  flame  like  other  coal  and  is 
difficult  to  kindle.  Something  like  three- 
fourths  of  Ireland  are  practically  shut 
out  from  the  use  of  coal,  and  are  entirely 
dependent  for  their  fuel  on  the  turf  bogs 


which  nature  has  rather  liberally  pro- 
vided in  that  country.  Turf  is  practically 
a  necessity  of  life  to  the  Irish  peasant,  he 
must  have  it,  and  to  deprive  him  of  it 
Would  be  almost  the  same  as  if  you  were 
to  deprive  him  of  water  or  the  means  of 
breathing  the  fresh  air.  He  cannot  live 
without  it.  The  Acts  of  '81  and  '87 
contain  no  provisions  with  regard  to  this 
important  matter,  and  the  result  is  that 
landlords  who  are  hit  hard  in  the  Land 
Courts  try  to  recoup  themselves  by  de- 
priving the  tenants  of  their  turbary 
rights,  and  in  this  way  bringing  to  bear 
a  tremendous  influence,  with  a  view  of 
preventing  their  resort  to  the  Land 
Court.  In  this  way  tenants  are  de- 
barred from  the  bog  rights  which  their 
fathers,  grandfatheJ;B,  alid  gres^t  grand= 
fathers  have  fully  enjoyed  before  them, 
and,  in  order  to  preserve  their  right  to 
cut  the  turf,  they  are  compelled  to  pay  ex- 
tortionate rents  for  it  As  far  as  continued 
usage  and  undisputed  custom  go  these 
turf  rights  were  the  legal  rights  of  the 
tenants,  but  now  they  are  completely 
taken  away,  and  what  is  proposed  by 
this  Bill  is  to  set  up  the  same  kind  of 
system  fhat  exists  in  England,  where,  on 
an  English  manor,  turf  rights  exist. 
The  Bill  proposes  that  wherever  a  tenant 
applies  for  rights  of  turbary  the  Court 
shall  have  power  to  grant  the  applica- 
tion. We  have  all  heard  of  the  recur- 
ring periods  of  distress  which  have 
afflicted  Ireland,  and  we  know  that 
among  the  large  seaside  population  to  be 
found  on  the  Western  Coast  the  people 
are  in  the  habit  of  gathering  seaweed 
on  the  shore  or  as  it  floats  on  the 
surface  of  the  ocean,  and  of  depend- 
ing upon  that  supply  as  one  of 
their  regular  means  of  support. 
^  one  time  there  was  a  considerable 
i65ustry,  the  manufacture  of  iodine  from . 
seaweed,  but  this  has  long  since  decayed. 
But  the  great  use  of  seaweed  is  as  a 
fertiliser.  Within  a  few  miles  of  the  sea 
coast  on  the  Southern  and  Western 
shores  of  Ireland  the  fertility  of  the 
adjacent  soil  is  entirely  owing  to 
the  distribution  of  gathered  seaweed, 
collected  by  the  poorest  of  the  population 
and  sold  by  them  to  *the  farmers,  who 
also  collect  it  for  themselves.  Three 
miles  from  the  shore  in  Donegal  and 
Sligo  and  other  counties  I  have  seen  the 
weed  so  used.  In  this  country  I  believe 
the  right  to  gather  seaweed  ia  common 
to  anyone  and  everyone.     The  foreshore 
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bstween  kigh  and  low  water  marks 
belongs  to  the  Crown,  and,  except  in  a 
very  few  isolated  instances,  there  has 
been  no  grant  of  foreshore  rights  to 
individuals  in  p]ngland.  In  Ireland  I  do 
not  believe  there  have  been  any  such 
grants.  The  foreshore  is  public  piT>pertj, 
anyone  can  go  upon  it»  entijr  the  water 
from  it,  and  c^jlleet  anything  there  except 
wreckage.  But  man}^  landlords  in  Ire- 
land whose  property  is  near  the  coast  have 
developed  an  idea  of  proprietorship  in 
the  fores  I  lore,  and  demand  a  shilling  a 
load  from  the  ]x)or  creatures  who  go 
naked  into  the  surf  on  tlie  Donegal  Coast 
to  collect  seaweed,  a  monstixius  exaction, 
for  which  there  is  not  a  shred 
of  justification  at  law.  The  hith 
Section  of  this  Bill  merely  declares  the 
common  law  of  the  land,  that  anybody 
has  a  right  to  go  on  the  foreshore  and 
collect  seaweed  there,  and  that  facilities 
for  thifi  purpose  shall  be  accorded  to  all 
I'esidents  within  a  m.ile  of  the  si  lore. 
S;:?ction  14  raises  a  new  question 
entirely.  We  know  that  in  England 
the  mining  industry,  the  companies,  and 
corporations  who  work  coal,  iron,  tin, 
and  copper  mines  have  long  been  crying 
out  against  the  unscientific  and  onerous 
condition  of  the  law  relating  to  mining 
royalties.  We  know  that  in  England 
and  in  England  alone  ai^  royalties  for 
mines  in  theliandsof  private  individuals, 
that  is  to  say,  payments  made  to  the 
owner  of  the  surface  for  access  to  minerals 
under  the  earth  by  means  of  shafts  a)\d 
tunnels.  These  onerous  leases,  rLiyalties, 
de^wi  rents,  and  way-leaves  greatly  clieck 
the  mining  industry  in  England,  and  we 
have  taken  advantage  of  this  opportunity 
to  introduce  a  provision  which  will  pre- 
vent the  like  happc^ning  in  Ireland. 
Unfortunately,  our  mine  ml  wealth  in 
Ireland  is  nut  great,  but  if  we  should 
ever  be  capable  of  developing  it  wc 
should  find  ourselves  checked  at  the 
outset  by  these  exactions  of  royal- 
ties, way-leaves,  and  dead  rents. 
What  wa  propose  is  that  where 
the  land  is  sold  to  the  occupier 
under  the  Ashliourne  Act  of  1887,  that 
there  these  mining  rights  shall  be  made 
public  property,  just  os  they  are  in 
France,  in  Belgium,  in  Spain,  I  believe 
in  Russia,  and  certainly  in  almost  every 
country  in  Europe,  England  being  a 
notable  exception,  England  is,  I  think, 
the  only  country  where  private  rights  in 
mines   or  roj-alties  are  granted  to  the 


owners  of  the  surface.  In  Belgium 
the  royalty  charged  goes  to  the  State,  at 
the  rate  of  a  half  per  cent,  on  the  profits, 
and  if  there  are  no  profits  there  are  no 
royalties,  so  that  the  mining  industry 
is  free  from  those  onerous  leases,  and  the 
incubus  of  dead  rents  and  royalties,  suchas 
in  Lajicashire,  for  instance,  often  amount 
to  2s.  6 d,  in  the  XI  on  the  output,  which  is 
enough  to  crush  any  mining  undertaki 
except  those  of  the  richest  kind.  Fro] 
such  olistrucfcions  mining  in  Belgium 
quite  free,  and  I  do  not  see  why  we 
should  not  take  steps  to  give  equal  free* 
dom  to  the  industry,  should  we  ever  be 
cajmble  of  developing  it  in  Ireland.  It 
may  be  said,  if  a  tenant  purchases  his 
land,  why  should  we  tako  away  bis 
chance  of  acquiring  future  wealth  from 
the  mineral  discovenes  under  the  land  ? 
To  this  I  say  that  the  purchase  is  made 
under  the  Ashbourne  Act  by  agricultui'al 
tenants  for  purposes  of  cultivation,  and  not 
as  a  speculatiDn.  At  a  very  low  rate  of 
interest  we  advance  the  purchase  mone^ 
and  possible  revenue  from  mining  ngl 
never  enters  into  the  calculation.  F( 
the  present  generation  there  is  no  exp 
tuition  of  any  such  revenue,  and  noboi 
is  injured  by  a  provision  which  he  re  aft  _ 
may  become  a  useful  source  of  income  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government,  while  it 
will  free  the  mining  industry  should  it 
ever  arise  from  future  trammels.  Tb 
next  question  is  one  of  great  importan 
I  have  already  said  that  when  the  Act 
1881  was  j.»assed  there  seems  to  have  " 
an  idea  that  the  whole  of  the  ogricultu 
tenancies  of  Ireland  would  have  had 
fair  rents  fixed  in  a  few  months.  It 
was  the  opinion  of  some  that  a  couple  of 
years  would  be  required.  Iso 
anticipated  a  longer  peri<xl,  and  tl 
general  opinion  was  that  a  few  months 
would  suthce  for  fixing  fair  rents  on  the 
500,000  agricultural  tenancies  in  Ire- 
land, The  realisation  of  that  expectatioi 
has  been  very  much  postponed.  TI 
Act  has  been  in  operation  for  near] 
nine  years,  and  we  have  at  this  moment 
ca^es  in  Court  waiting  for  hearing 
to  the  number  of  46,000,  and  some 
of  these  Imve  been  l^eforo  the  Court 
for  three  years.  We,  who  represent 
tenant  constituencies,  are  constantly  re- 
ceiving letters  from  tenants  in  all  parta 
of  Ireland.  I  receive  in  my  own  case, 
may  say,  hundreds  of  letters,  saying- 

*'  Xwo*ye&ri  ago  we  Hied  originating  noti 
our  cases  have  be(;n  on  the  Ust  nil  thta  time,  bni 
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we  hear  nothing  about  Commissioners  being 
lent  down." 

It  will  bo  quite  understood  how,  under 
this  state  of  things,  there  will  be  big 
arrears.  I  need  not  trouble  the  House 
with  figures ;  enough  that  1  refer  to 
the  fact  that  with  46,000  cases  await- 
ing decision,  the  Commissioners  say, 
"We  cannot  deal  with  your  cases 
yet,  it  is  impossible."  This  great 
arrear  of  business  would  not  have 
arisen  had  the  Land  Act  contained  a  pro- 
Tision  for  arbitration  such  as  we  now 
propose.  With  this  block  arises  all  the 
evil  I  have  referred  to  from  arrears  and 
evictions,  and  a  considerable  amount  of 
this  could  be  removed  by  the  provision 
here  introduced  in  Section  1^.  Arbitra- 
tion, as  every  lawyer  knows,  is  an 
expensive  method  of  deciding  dis- 
putes, and,  therefore,  I  think  it  is 
well  that  the  power  of  arbitration 
should  not  be  availed  of  unless  at 
least  five  tenants  of  the  same  landlord 
concur  in  seeking  this  mode  of  settle- 
ment. I  know,  myself,  of  instances  where 
some  hundred  tenants  would  concur  in 
an  application  for  arbitration  if  the  law 
allowed  them  to  do  so.  I  want  to  provide 
them  with  means  of  settlement,  aud  the 
clause  follows  the  usual  arbitration 
clauses  in  several  Acts  of  Parliament. 
If  this  were  adopted  there  would  be  a 
way  out  of  the  impasse  into  which 
matters  have  drifted.  Then  I  come  to 
a  very  important  matter  indeed.  There 
are  arrears  of  46,000  cases  in  Court 
waiting  to  be  heard.  Taking  the  average 
rate  of  progress  from  experience  of  the 
operations  of  the  past  it  will  be  two  or 
three  years  before  these  arrears  are 
disposed  of,  and  originating  notices  now 
being  served  will  have  to  wait  that  time 
for  decision.  We  have  7,000  appeals, 
and  at  the  rate  the  Court  is  going  on  it 
will  take  seven  years  to  dispose  of  thesa 
appeals.  At  the  present  rate  of  progress 
by  the  Commission,  Sub-Commissions, 
and  County  Courts,  it  will  be  10  years 
before  all  the  agricultural  rents  in  Ire- 
land are  fixed.  In  round  figures  there 
are  500,000  agricultural  tenancies  ia  Ire- 
land, only  340,000  have  been  decided  in  one 
way  or  other,  in  or  out  of  Court ;  160,000 
remain,  and  besides  these  46,000  are  now 
in  Court.  Now,  is  this  state  of  things  to 
continue,  with  all  the  consequences  that 
flow  out  of  it?  Is  the  war  between 
landlords  and  tenants  to  go  on  for  an- 
other 10  years  ?    Let  the  House  realise 
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this  state  of  things,  and  I  ask  them  to  do 
something  towards  having  rents  fixed 
within  a  reasonable  time  and  introducing 
a  settled  state  of  things,  which  cannot  be 
while  this  simmering  and  seething 
continues,  as  the  result  of  the  delay 
in  settling  cases.  Under  the  Act  of 
1881  the  Land  Commissioners  have 
power  to  appoint  any  number  of 
Sub-Commissioners  and  decide  cases, 
but  they  have  exercised  that  power 
very  sparingly.  The  number  of  Sub- 
Commissioners  is  only  72,  and  they  have 
been  eight  and  a  half  years  decidiDg 
about  170,000  cases.  About  160,000 
remain,  and  eight  and  a  half  years  or 
more  will  pass  before  these  are  decided, 
and  then  the  judicial  term  of  15  years 
provided  by  the  Act  of  1881  will  have 
expired,  and  the  Commissioners  may 
have  to  recommence  their  work.  Why 
not  create  a  suflScient  number  of  Sub- 
commissioners  ?  They  are  not  diflBcult 
to  find;  I  believe  I  have  heard  of 
grocers,  ironmongers,  and  others,  who 
know  about  as  much  about  land  as  a 
cockney  sportsman,  being  appointed  to 
fix  fair  rents ;  but,  after  sdl,  this  is  better 
than  doing  nothing  at  all.  But  it  would 
not  cost  more  money  if  150  Sub-Com- 
missioners disposed  of  the  work  in  three 
years,  instead  of  70  spending  10  years 
over  it.  Therefore,  it  is  that  in  Section 
16  we  have  a  provision  that  wherever 
there  are  cas'^s  listed  for  hearing,  to  the 
number  of  a  hundred,  then  a  Sub-Cora- 
mission  shall  be  appointed  to  hear  thise 
cases.  This  would  make  short  work 
of  the  cases.  If  there  should  not  bo 
Sub-Commissioners  enough  then  the 
Land  Commission  would  appoint  more, 
and  the  aggregate  cost  would  not  be 
more,  whether  more  Commissioners  did 
the  work  in  a  shorter  time  or  whether, 
with  fewer  oflBcials,  the  work  extended 
over  a  longer  period.  Obviously,  it 
would  be  an  advantage  to  accelerate  the 
decisions.  And  now  I  come  to  tho 
matter  of  appeals.  Nothing  can  be  more 
unscientific  than  the  provisions  in  tho 
Acts  of  1881  and  1887  in  regard  to 
appeals.  One  can  hardly  imagine  these 
provisions  were  drawn  by  lawyers, 
such  ignorance  ol  the  requirements 
of  the  case  do  they  display.  We 
have  actually  Head  Commissioners  try- 
ing applications  for  the  fixing  of  fair 
rents  in  the  first  instance,  and  doing  this 
with  actually  7,000  appeal  cases  staring 
them  in  the  face.      It  is  a  ridiculous  pro 
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vision  ;  it  is  taking  a  razor  to  cut  blocks ; 
it  is  putting  a  thoroughbred  horse  ti^ 
draw  a  plough.  It  is  a  degradation  of 
the  functions  of  the  Head  Commis- 
sioners. It  is  equally  absurd  that  they 
should,  when  the  appeals  conio  before 
them,  proceed  to  try  the  cases  all 
over  again,  a  work  for  which  they  are 
muBtted.  A  case  in  the  first  instance  is 
tried  by  a  Sub-Commission  or  a  County 
Court  Judge,  with  the  assistance  of 
valuers  and  witnesses  in  the  county  and 
on  the  spot.  They  go  on  tho  land  and 
form  their  judgment,  seeing  tbo  position 
of  tho  laud,  its  character,  soil,  and 
surroundings.  But  the  Commissioners 
in  Dublin,  when  they  have  to  hear  an 
appeal,  or  rather  when  they  have  to  re- 
hear a  case,  for  it  is  not  really  an  appeal, 
do  they  gt)  on  the  laud  ?  Nothing  of  the 
sort.  They  cannot  do  it,  and  therefore 
they  have  to  re-hear  the  case,  try  it 
a^in,  upset,  alter,  or  confirm  the  decision 
of  the  Sub-Commissioners  or  the  County 
CouH  in  the  first  instance,  without  having 
tho  first  elements  necessary  to  put  them 
in  possession  of  the  facts  and  enable  them 
to  give  an  equitable  decision-  I  would 
keep  them  to  their  proper  functions  as  a 
Court  of  Appeal  in  matters  of  law  and 
procedure.  When  it  comes  to  a  matter 
of  fact,  a  question  of  the  character  of 
the  soil,  the  situation  of  a  farm — for 
instfinc.^»  we  all  know  that  tho  difference 
of  iX)8ition  between  the  north  and 
the  south  side  of  a  hill  may  make  a  differ- 
onct)  of  50  per  cent,  in  the  value.  T 
would  take  out  of  their  reach  decisions 
lip  in  such  matters  of  fjict  as  these,  which 
are  mattji's  to  be  decided  by  exp-*rts  in 
agriculture,  not  experts  in  law.  I  would 
confine  the  Commissioners  to  the  func- 
tions of  a  Court  of  Appeal,  such  as  Judges 
of  the  High  Court  exercise.  They  do 
not  bring  the  jury  before  them  and  go 
into  the  whole  case  tried  by  the  Judge 
at  Assize,  but  if  they  find  there  may  have 
beenafailure  of  justice  in  law  or  procedure, 
they  direct  a  new  trial.  Why  not  do 
the  same  in  thesj  land  casi^s  '(  Why  not 
relieve  the  Commissioners  frr»m  theso 
bogus  appeals,  brought  for  no  other  pur- 
pose than  delay  J  Tlireefuurths  ul  them 
are  brought  simply  to  put  off  the  evil 
day  when  the  rents  w*ill  be  reduced  30 
or  40  p.^r  cent.  Send  the  cas-^s  back,  as 
cases  may  be  sant  back  by  the  Court  of 
Queen*8  Bench  ;  it  w^ill  be  a  speedier  and 
cheaper  method  of  procedure.  You  may 
interchange  the  cases  by  sending  a  case 


from  a  Sub-Commission  for  ro-iriul  be  fur 
the  County  Court  ovvice  vernd.  You  woul 
soon  dispose    of  the    7,000  appeals,  aniSj 
more  than  that,  you  would  discourago  th 
bringing  of  vi*xations  appeals,  as  most  < 
them  now  are.     Upon   the  provision  fc 
the  re]jeal  of  tho  7th  section  of  the  Aa 
of   1887,  it  ia   necossary  to   say   a   fei 
words.     W^hatever  may  have   b^^en  tl^j 
object  this  7th  Section  was  intended 
serve,  we  know  the  object  for  which  it ; 
used.     I  have  already  jx»inted  out  tt 
in  the    warfare   that   goes   on    betweel 
Landlord  and  tenant,  the  tenant  goes  iut 
Court  whenever  he  can  under  the  Act  < 
1881,  and  the  lamllord  tries  to  keep  tiii 
out  of  Court  by  means  of  the  arrears,  1 
tries  to  break  the  tenant's  title  befi^re  hi 
can  get  a  decision  at  all.      The  result . 
that  tenants  find  themselves  evicted 
notices    served  under  this   7th   sectioii 
and   from   a    Return    1  see   that  7,52^ 
eviction    notices   were  served    last  yen 
from  the  County  Court  and  other  Courti 
This  means  that  these  7,000  tenjvnts  ar 
deprived  of  the  l>enefits  of  tho  Acts 
1881  or  1887,  or  kjth.      The  tenant 
put    back    into   the   position    he  would 
have  been  in  had  the  Acts  of  1881  and 
1887      never      been      passed;     he 
turned     inti     a     future      tenant 
he    becomes    not    a    tenant  at  all    bu 
a  caretaker.     Now\    we    w^ant    to  et 
thesLi    transtvctions,    thtsi    ready    evK 
tions.      If    we    want    to    put    an    «nq 
to  the  present  state  of  things,  and  to  hav 
the  relations  between  landlord  and  tenan 
in  Ireland  settled  by  equitable  adjust 
ment,  we  must  repeal   tliis  7th  section 
of  the  Act  of  1887.     I  submit  this  Bill  fa 
what  it  is,  an  honest,  though  I  fear  a  po 
and   weak   attempt  to  effect  a   soliitiod 
of  some  of  the  difficulties  that  beset  th 
Government  of  Ireland  and  the  peopb 
of  Ireland.     I  offer  the  Bill  as  a  solutioi 
of  the  questions  I  have  touched  upoD 
but  whether  or  not  it  will  be  aecepte 
in  the   spirit  I  offer  it,   I  do  not  knov 
One    thing    is  certtdn^    we    have    ha 
within    the    last    30    years,    introduce^ 
from  this  side  of  the   House,   about 
many  Land  Bills,  and  ".the  cry  is  stiD 
they    come/'    that    have    on    their    in- 
troduction been  scouted  and  voted  out. 
though    our   remedies   have   afterwards 
been  adopted.     Meet   us   in   a   friendlj 
spirit.    We  have  more  knowledge  tt 
you  have  on  the  other  side  of  what  wi 
settle    difficulties    in    Ireland,     If    you 
adopt  tills  small  instalment,  with  such 
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modifications  in  Committee  as  I  know 
a  measure  of  this  kind  must  un- 
dergo before  it  can  pass  the  House 
of  Commons,  it  will  bring  about  an 
improvement  in  a  state  of  things  now 
become  intolerable.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  reject  it,  with  them  will  lie  the 
responsibility. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

*(2.22.)  Mb.  WEBB  (Waterford,  W.)  : 
I  rise,  for  the  first  time  in  this 
House,  with  considerable  diflBdence  to 
second  the  proposition,  but  I  need  not 
detain  the  House  long  as  the  hon. 
Member  who  preceded  me  has  entered 
so  exhaustively  into  the  propositions  of 
the  Bill.  The  measure  will  afford  the 
Government  an  opportunity  of  carrying 
out  its  promise  with  regard  to  Irish 
legislation.  This  Bill  is  demanded  by  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  people,  and  into 
it  no  controversial  element  enters 
of  such  a  nature  as  to  preclude,  even 
according  to  the  theories  of  those 
who  oppose  Home  Rule,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers alone  judging  of  the  matter.  There 
is  nothing  in  the  Bill  affecting  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  Empire,  or  raising  any 
question  as  between  IJlster  and  the  rest 
of  Ireland.  The  representatives  by 
whom  the  Bill  is  brought  forward,  whilst 
they  do  not  arrogate  to  themselves  the 
title  of  being  the  sole  friends  of  the 
tenant  farmers,  are  at  least  those  repre- 
sentatives who  have  always  given  the 
initiative  to  land  legislation  in  Ireland, 
and  whose  views  are  finally  accepted,  and 
proved  to  be  for  the  good  of  the  country. 
I  observe  that  the  Healy  Clause  in  the 
Land  Act  of  1881,  which  was  devisad  for 
the  purpose  of  protecting  the  tenants* 
improvements,  has  been  diverted  from  its 
beneficent  intention,  and  a  clause  in  the 
present  Bill  is  framed  for  the  purpose  of 
putting  an  end  to  all  doubt  on  the  ques- 
tion, and  n;iaking  it  clear  that  the  tenant 
has  a  right  to  his  improvements.  The 
Bill  also  provides  that  the  presumption 
shall  be  that  the  tenants  made  the 
improvements.  The  3rd  clause  dealing 
with  the  postponement  of  the  creation  of 
future  tenancies  is  a  very  desirable  one. 
I  cannot  understand  why  some  lease- 
holders should  have  been  excluded  from 
the  benefits  of  previous  land  legislation, 
and  the  7th  clause  provides  that  they 
shall  no  longer  be  excluded  from  such 
benefits.     The  question  of  turbary  is  a 


most  important  one.  I  have  heard  of 
cases  where  the  rights  of  turbary  have 
been  taken  into  consideration  in  the 
fixing  of  the  rent,  and  when  the  bog  was 
cut  away  the  rent  was  continued  at  the 
same  figure  although  no  further  benefit 
was  derived  from  the  turbary.  The 
clause  which  deals  with  this  subject  will 
set  this  matter  at  rebt,  protect  the  rights 
of  the  tenants,  and  be  fair  to  all  parties. 
Then,  as  to  the  14th  clause  it  deals  witfe 
the  question  of  mining  rights  and  royal- 
ties, and  sets  the  matter,  I  consider,  on  an 
equitable  basis.  Whilst  on  this  topic,  I 
wish  to  express  my  sympathy,  and  I  am 
sure  that  of  the  liish  people,  with  the 
sufferers  by  the  recent  deplorable  mining 
accidents  in  South  Wales,  and  I  may  add 
that  I  am  sure  any  legislation  which  is 
brought  in  with  the  view  of  preventing  such 
catastrophes  will  receive  the  hearty 
support  of  the  Irish  Representatives.  I 
hold  that  the  various  other  clauses  of  the 
Bill  are  deserving  of  support.  I  can- 
not bring  myself  to  believe  that  the  Bill 
will  not  be  passed;  but,  if  it  is  not,  we, 
at  any  rate,  have  the  satisfaction  of 
knowing  that  sooner  or  later  its  principles 
will  be  accepted. 

(2.30.)  Colonel  WARING  (Down, 
N.)  :  The  light  that  has  been  thrown 
upon  the  Bill  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  is  quite  as  vivid 
as  might  have  been  anticipated  from 
his  antecedent  opportunities  of  judging 
of  the  Land  Question.  But  one  thing 
he  has  said  will  be  endorsed  by  Members 
on  both  sides,  and  that  is  his  ex- 
pressions of  sympathy  with  the  sufferers 
by  the  late  accident  in  Wales.  When  I 
came  to  the  House  with  the  intention  of 
moving  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  I 
expected  to  find  the  soil  prepared  in  the 
usual  manner  for  the  reception  of  the 
seed.  I  expected  to  see  it  ploughed  by 
depreciation  of  the  Land  Act,  harrowed 
by  scenes  from  Irish  evictions,  mostly 
the  creation  of  the  brains  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  and  crushed  and  pulverised 
into  a  proper  seed-bed  by  denunciation 
of  villainous  landlords.  And  if  the 
result  is  but  a  poor  crop,  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  will  have  only  themselves  to 
blame.  To  my  great  surprise  these 
usual  operations  were  very  mildly 
indulged  in.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Roscommon  (Dr.  Commins),  who 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  has 
undoubtedlygreatopportunitiesofjjudging 
of  the  Irish  X^d  Question,  because  he  has 
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Btudied  it  for  30  years  ftt  least  from  the 
opposite  side  of  the  Channel,  and  we  all 
know  that  distance  lends  enchantment 
to  the  view,  and  upon  the  Land  Question 
my  experience  is  that  Members  who 
propose  to  deal  with  it  express  their 
confidence  in  an  inverse*  ratio  to  their 
knowledge  of  the  subject.  I  wish  to  say 
jnst  one  or  two  words,  before  I  come  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  the  Bill  itself, 
on  the  remarks  of  the  hon-  Member  who 
introduced  it.  In  the  first  place,  there 
was  a  rather  curious  distinction  drawn 
as  to  the  meaning  of  the  words  rack- 
renting,  I  could  very  well  understand 
such  a  definition  coming  from  very  many 
Members  on  tlie  opposite  Benches  ;  but 
coming  from  a  lawyer  of  30  years*  stand- 
ing the  words  usetl  are,  as  1  say,  mthi  r 
curious,  l>eeauso  the  hon.  Member's 
definition  of  a  rack-renting  landlord  is 
that  he  is  a  landlord  who  allows  his 
tenants  to  get  10  yeai*s  into  arrear. 
That  strikes  me  as  a  definition  which  is 
new,  and  which  probably  will  be  new  to 
many  of  our  English  friends.  Now»  as 
to  the  question  of  improvements,  1  do 
not  think  I  shall  deal  with  that  under  the 
head  of  the  hon. Member  s  speech,  because 
I  intend  to  go  through  the  clauses  later 
on.  But  I  think  he  has  rather  mis- 
represented the  decision  in  **  Adams  r. 
Dunseath/' because  that  decision  was  by  no 
means  destructive  of  the  tenant  s  right  to 
claim  exemption  for  his  own  impiT>ve- 
ment^  from  the  fixing  of  a  future  rent. 
As  U^  the  futiue  tenancies,  he  urged  tliat 
the  term  at  which  future  it^naucies  should 
commence  ought  to  be  postponed,  because 
the  success  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  in 
inducing  tenants  to  take  advantage  of  it 
andtoget  their  rents  thereby  fixed  for 
15  years,  wjia  not  wliat  was  expecti^d  by 
its  promoters,  and  that  it  had  not  fulfilled 
their  expectations.  But  that  was  not  so. 
It  was  the  Land  League  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  who  are  its  organisers,  who 
were  the  cause  of  that  failure,  for  when 
the  League  did  not  hold  sway  the  tenants 
eagerly  availed  themselves  of  those 
opportunities  that  were  given  by  the 
Legislature,  but  when  the  Lei^ue  did 
hold  sway  they  drew  back  because  they 
wei*e  told  that  they  should  stand  by  their 
own  organisation,  and  all  thatsortof  thing. 
I  think  it  is  rather  hard  to  attribute  a 
fiault  to  legislation  when  that  fault  ^^-as 
produced  by  hon.  Gentlemen  themselves. 
We  are  told  tliat  the  term  of  15  years  is 
too  long,  and  that  seven  years  is  to  be 
Colonel  IFarin^ 


the  term.     You  have  got  the   term  oi, 
seven  years   in   England  in  your  tithe 
rent   averages.     But  no  one  appears  tc 
be  satisfied  with  that.     It  seems  to  ma  I 
that  you  must  either  have  a  fixed  term,l 
which  will  be  long  enough  to  cover  the  J 
average  of  good  and   bad   seasons,    and] 
which  will  give  a  fair  chance  to  those  j 
interested  in  both  sides  of  the  question, 
or  you  must  have  an  annual  valuation  opj 
rent  fixed  from  the  prices   of   produce. 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  about   the  1 
question    of     arrears*    and    I    am     not 
altogether  clearthat  some  legislation  on  the  i 
subject  of  arrears  would  not  he  desirable. 
I  would  not  be  opposed  to  s  'eing  othet 
men  obliged  to  do  what  I  am  willing  to] 
do  myself.     Accordingly,   I  thiuk  there  | 
might  be  a   welUconstructed  Bill  intro- 
duced   dealing    with     the    question    oFl 
arrears ;  but  the   subject  is   one    wluchl 
is  beset  by  enormous  difficulties,  because  I 
you  have  not  only  to  consider  the  tenant! 
in  arrears  but  the  pusltion  of  the    land- 
lord^you   have  tp  consider  the  case  of 
the  man's  next  door  neighbour  who  haa 
honestly  and  fah*lypaid  liis  rent.     When, 
the  landlord  finds  he  has  a  tenant  whoscl 
arrears    he     knows    have     arisen    from 
drunkenness,  or  a  disinclination  to  work, 
or   from   other  causes,   he    is   certainly  J 
driven  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  a  very! 
hard  case  that  the  tenant  who  has  alwaya 
kept  on    the    right  side   of   the    books 
should  be  placed  in  p  worse  position  then 
his  idle  and  dissolute  neighbour.     That 
is  the  chief  difticulty  that  has  confrontt-d 
many  Irish    landlords,    who    have    felt. 
tbeniselves     deiarred     from     forgiving 
arrears  all  round,    because  they  do  noti 
see  their  way  to  treating  the  idle  andl 
dissohita  tenant  in  the  same  way  as  the! 
deserving  one.     As  to  the  hanging  galeJ 
I  did  not  know  that  that  was  considered! 
arrears  at  all.     It  always    was  there,  no 
doubt,  but  no  landlord  expected  to  get  itl 
in.     It  has    been  a.ssumed   that  arrear 
prevented  tenants   from  going  into  the 
Land  Courtis,  but  that  was  dealt  with  by 
the  Act  of  1 SB2.     1 29,000  holdings  weit 
dealt  with  under  that  Act^  and  a  large 
amount  of  public  money  was  stolen  fron 
the  ecclesiastical  objects  to  which  it  waul 
originally  dedicated,    and  not  applied  to 
other  eccIesiasiicTil  objects— for  if  it  ha 
been  so  1  could  have  w^ell  understood  the 
sympathy  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would' 
have  taken  in  the  movement.  There  was 
cx3n  verted    to  purely    secular    purposes 
£70(),019     3s.    lid.       That    sum 
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abstracted  from  its  original  purpose  and 
applied  to  the  mitigation  of  the  debts  of 
the  tenants.  And  what  was  the  remark 
made  in  the  Report  of  Mr.  Richard 
Burke,  the  Commissioner  appointed  to 
deal  with  that  question  1  He  said  that 
a  very  large  number  of  extremely  poor 
tenants  had  been  relieved  from  an 
accumulation  of  rent  which  would  other- 
wise probably  have  led  to  the  loss  of 
their  holdings.  It  cannot,  therefore,  be 
said  that  the  question  of  arrears 
has  not  been  dealt  with,  and  I  think  it 
cannot  be  fairly  or  rightly  said  that  the 
existence  of  arrears  has  to  any 
large  extent  prevented  the  tenants  from 
tiiking  advantage  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1881.  We  know  that  in  some  cases 
tenants  have  been  sold  out  for  debts 
owing  to  local  bankers,  and  the  tenancies 
renewed  by  those  ingenious  gentle- 
men by  a  process  which  is  not  available 
to  the  Irish  landlord,  and  in  a  way  that 
puts  the  tenant  out  of  the  protection  of 
the  Land  Act.  When  I  see  an  honest 
desird^hown  to  deal  with  such  a  viola- 
tion of  existing  legislation  as  that  I  shall 
believe  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are 
just  and  honest  in  their  wish  to  im- 
prove the  position  of  Irish  tenants.  But 
until  then  I  shall  continue  to  hold  my. 
present  opinions.  It  is  proposed  to 
relieve  the  congestion  in  the  Land 
Courts  by  opening  those  Courts  to  every- 
one who  h  ,s  not  got  his  rent  settled ; 
but  how  that  is  to  remove  the  block  is 
a  mystery  to  me.  I  think  the  point 
made  that  landlords  indulge  in  appeals  in 
order  to  put  ofE  the  evil  day  on  which 
the  reduced  rent  commences  falls  to  the 
ground,  because  the  hon.  Member  for 
Roscommon  knows,  as  a  lawyer,  that  the 
reduced  rent  commences  from  the  date 
of  the  service  of  the  application.  I  want 
now  to  give  a  few  reasons  why,  in  my  judg- 
ment, the  Bill  should  not  be  read  a 
second  time.  Those  bad  times,  which 
we  are  happily  beginning  to  see  coming 
to  a  close,  have  not  affected  the  Irish 
farmers  in  one -tenth  degree  as  they  have 
affected  the  English  farmer.  The  pro- 
duce of  England,  as  a  whole,  is  largely 
cereal,  while  the  produce  of  Ireland  is 
largely  cattle.  It  is  perfectly  manifest 
that  the  Almighty  intended  Ireland  for 
a  cattle-raising  country,  and  up  to  the 
Napoleonic  wars  it  was  a  cattle-raising 
country.  But  the  Irish  landlord  has 
never  interfered  with  his  tenant  putting 
what  crops  he  liked  into  his  land  ;  and 


statistics  show  the  proportion  the  ques- 
tions of  cereal  and  cattle-raising  bear  to 
each  other  in  this  discussion.  In  England 
the  average  of  the  corn  crops  to  the 
total  cultivation  is  25*2 ;  in  Scotland 
27*1 ;  while  in  Ireland  it  is  10- 1  of  all 
cereal  crops.  The  falling  off  in  the 
growth  of  wheat  has  been  the  greatest ; 
next  comes  barley,  while  the  decline  in 
the  growth  of  oats  is  comparatively 
unimportant.  In  England  the  per- 
centage af  wheat  is  9*4 ;  barley 
71;  oats  6*5 ;  but  in  Ireland  the 
percentage  of  wheat  is  0*6 ;  barley 
02;  and  oats,  8*8 ;  so  that  the  growth 
of  wheat  in  Ireland  is  a  little  over  \  per 
cent,  of  the  total  cereals.  As  to  cattle 
the  change  is  the  other  way.  In  Ireland 
the  value  of  two-year-old  cattle  in  1850 
is  put  down  as  X9,  whereas  the  value  of 
the  same  cattle  in  1875  we s  XI 2,  and  in 
1885  instead  of  finding  a  fall,  such  as  we 
had  in  cereals,  of  cent,  per  cent,  we  find 
the  value  of  the  same  cattle  had  actually 
risen  to  £13.  The  value  of  cattle  at 
the  present  day  is  equal  to  what  it  has 
ever  been  at  any  time.  I  do  not  think 
there  was  ever  an  occasion  when  cattle 
paid  better  from  the  Irish  point  of  view. 
We  are  rearing  the  young  cattle,  and  we 
are  making  John  Bull  pay  through  the 
nose  for  it.  He  has  got  to  turn  it  into 
beef,  and  he  does  not  find  that  quite  so 
profitable  a  transaction.  What  does  the 
English  farmer  t,ay  about  it  ?  He 
grumbles  and  complains,  but  he  is  going 
on  with  the  greatest  possible  patience. 
He  does  not  come  whining  and  howling 
to  this  House  for  legislative  assistance. 
He  puts  his  own  shoulder  to  the  wheel, 
and,  to  a  very  large  extent,  in  this  year 
of  grace  1890,  he  has  got  his  waggon 
out  of  the  mud.  I  do  not  like  to  go  into 
personal  questions,  but  I  will  give  you 
shortly  the  result  of  my  own  experience. 
I  am  farming  at  present  468  statute  acres, 
and  last  yearns  clear  profit,  after  payment 
of  all  expenses  and  of  interest  on  the 
capital  employed,  was  £1,258  9s.  lid. 
The  details  are  entirely  at  the  service  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 

Mr.  MAHONY  :  Who  paid  the  rent? 

Colonel  WARING :  I  am  just  coming 
to  that.  I  ask  the  hon.  Member,  who 
has  experience  in  that,  what  he  thinks  is 
a  fair  rent  for  good  pasture  land  in 
Ulster? 

Mr.  MAHONY  :  I  never  saw  any. 

Colonel  WARING  :  That  is  a  misfor- 
tune.    I  do  not  find   any  land  in   my 
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nQighbourliood  is  valued  at  more  than  £1 
or  21s.  a  statute  acre. 

Mr.  MAHONY  :  I  thought  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  said  pasture  land, 
and  I  remarked  I  had  never  seen  any 
good  pasture  land  in  Ulster. 

Colonel  WARING  :  I  am  glad 
of  the  interruption,  because  it  very 
much  strengthens  my  argument.  Is 
21s.  an  acre  a  fair  rent  to  charge 
on  average  Ulster  land?  [An  hon. 
'  Member  :  Too  much.]  Then  I  am 
charging  myself  with  that.  Twenty- 
one  shillings  an  acre  comes  to  X481  Ss., 
so  that  the  profit  amounts  to  £777  Is.  1  Id. 
That  is  not  a  bad  return  for  a  capital  of 
£2,000  or  £3,000.  I  should  like  to 
know  the  business  in  which  the  same 
money  can  be  made,  and  I  will  go  into  it 
to-morrow.  Now,  we  have  had  a  great 
deal  of  talk  about  ancient  history,  but 
an  ancestor  of  mine  in  the  year  1669 
valued  a  sheep  at  5s.,  and  that  same 
ancestor  let  41  acres  of  land  to  one  John 
Dawson  for  999  years  at  a  rent  of  £10  5s. ; 
consequently  the  value  of  an  acre  of 
land  in  that  portion  of  the  County  Down 
was  equal  to  that  of  a  sheep.  In  the 
year  1890  he  would  be  glad  to  say  to 
his  tenants,  "  Give  me  my  sheep  and  you 
shall  have  your  acre."  A  lease  of  land 
was  taken  for  the  Marquess  of  Donegall — 
or  Earl  of  Donegall  I  think  the  title  then 
was.  Five  or  six  shillings  an  acre  would 
be  about  the  price  of  Irish  land,  and  if 
that  was  at  one  time  represented  by  a 
sheep,  35s.  an  acre  will  now  be  re- 
presented by  a  good  fat  sheep.  I  do  not 
want  to  weary  the  House  by  going  into 
the  question  of  tenant-right,  which  has 
been  so  frequently  dealt  with  before.  We 
are  all  aware — I  do  not  think  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  deny — that  the 
tenant  right  in  many  parts  of  Ireland 
frequently  exceeds  the  value  that  re- 
mains to  the  landlord.  I  will  give  one 
or  two  instances  in  which  I  am  able 
to  vouch  for  the  accuracy  of  the  figures. 
The  tenant-right  in  one  of  my  own  farms, 
the  rent  of  which  was  £6  10s.  a  year,  was 
sold  for  £315,  or  48|  years'  purchase. 
Does  that  look  as  if  Irish  farming  has 
become  unprofitable  ?  The  average  value 
of  tenant-right  estates  about  me  has  been 
£12  per  statuta  acre,  having  been 
S3ttled  by  arbitration  over  and  over  again. 
Only  the  other  day  there  was  a  sale  in 
the  immediate  neighbourhood,  and  the 
price  realised,  instead  of  being  £12  10s., 
was  £33  an  acre.  Yet  recently  rents 
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have  been  reduced  on  my  own  property 
— not  by  the  Land  Commission,  because 
when  I  am  about  to  sufEer  a  painful 
operation  I  like  the  operation  to  be  per- 
formed by  a  friendly  hand,  and  when 
there  is  rent  to  be  taken  ofE  I  take  it  o£E 
myself.  I  have  reduced  it  on  one  of 
my  own  farms  from  £20  5s.  to  £15.  In 
an  adjoining  county  a  certain  farm  was 
let  at  £120  a  year;  the  Commissioners 
reduced  the  rent  to  £75 ;  the  tenant, 
though  only  paying  a  rent  of  £75,  found 
the  temptation  to  realise  too  great,  and 
making  up  his  mind  to  settle  in  another 
country,  he  sold.  The  landlord  succeeded 
in  getting  somebody  to  purchase  for  him, 
and  he  bought  the  land  rented  at  £75 
for  £1,000.  He  did  not  hold  it  very 
long,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact  it  is  now 
let  to  a  solvent  tenant  for  £170,  return- 
ing him  5  per  cent,  on  his  £1,000,  and 
his  old  unreduced  rent.  I  leave  the 
House  to  judge  whether  in  this  case  the 
tenant  who  sold  had  not  been  treated 
fairly,  and  whether  the  landlord  had 
rack-rented  him.  There  is  another  case 
coming  from  the  same  neighbourhood. 
A  landowner  let  a  farm  to  his  land 
steward  at  £93  a  year.  The  land  steward 
failed,  and  the  owner  had  to 
take  the  property  into  his  own 
hands.  He  cultivated  it  until  his 
death,  when  it  went  into  Chancery.  The 
Court  ordered  tenders  to  be  advertised 
for,  which  was  done.  In  the  meantime 
the  Land  Commissioners  had  been  at 
work  in  the  neighbourhood,  and  had 
made  reductions  which,  on  a  proportionate 
scale,  would  have  reduced  the  rent  on 
this  land — which  had  previously  been 
£93— to  £65.  Well,  in  answer  to  the 
advertisements,  tenders  were  received 
ranging  from  the  original  £93  to  £107. 
The  Court  did  not  accept  the  highest 
offer,  but  took  one  which  was  moderate, 
namely,  £95.  The  land  is  now  held  by 
a  ** future  tenant'*  who  cannot  go  into 
the  Land  Court — at  least  at  present — and 
who  cannot  have  his  rent  reduced  unless 
the  landlord  in  the  first  instance  sees  fit 
to  raise  it.  There  is  another  thing 
which  proves  the  value  of  land,  and  that 
is  sab- letting — a  system  which  is  largely 
practised,  as  all  landlords  know,  and  as 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  know,  if  they 
thought  it  prudent  to  confess  it.  I  have 
a  farm  of  22  acres,  the  rent  of  which  is 
£23  a  year.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Too 
much.]  "  Too  much "  says  an  hon. 
Member.     Let  him  listen   to  this:  My 
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tenaDt  is  an  excellent  one,  and  I  have 
no  complaint  to  offer  as  to  his  doing  the 
best  he  can  with  the  land.  He  has  sub- 
let five  acres  of  the  22  to  a  neighbour — ^for 
what  ?  Why  for  £14  a  year,  or  nearly 
three  times  the  rent  he  is  paying  me. 
Yon  may  say  "  But  there  are  buildings 
and  improvements  on  the  land."  Nothing 
of  the  kind.  There  is  not  a  stick  nor  a 
stone  on  it.  My  tenant  has  sub-let  a 
large  portion  of  the  worst  part  of  his 
farm,  and  the  sub-tenant  had  to  drain  it 
before  he  could  make  use  of  it.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  Give  us  the  name 
of  the  tenant.]  Certainly ;  his  name 
is  Mackenzie,  and  Kelly  is  the 
sub-tenant.  Much  has  been  heard 
of  the  fall  in  prices,  but  not  of  the 
rise  in  prices.  Between  1850  and  1875 
the  rise  was  85  per  cent. ;  between  1875 
and  1887  the  fall  was  41  percent.  Any 
one  who  tells  me  that  the  rents  are  rack 
rents,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  did  the  other 
day,  simply  because  the  .Sub-Com- 
missioners have  thought  it  right 
to  reduce  rents  in  view  of  the  fall  in 
prices  between  the  middle  and  the 
latter  period  I  have  mentioned  is,  I 
think,  very  much  misrepresenting  and 
distorting  the  real  bearing  of  the 
question.  Now,  Sir,  as  I  have  already 
taken  up  a  large  amount  of  time,  I  will 
hurry  through  the  clauses  of  the  Bill.  The 
1st  clause  deals  with  improvements,  and 
asks  us  to  hand  over  to  the  tenant  the 
whole  benefit  of  the  increased  letting 
value  of  his  holding.  This  claim  seems 
plausible,  and  may  commend  itself  to 
farmers  in  England  who  have  not  looked 
the  question  in  the  face,  but  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  a  tenant,  by  a  very 
small  expenditure — by  putting  up  a  few 
yards  of  rail  at  a  cost  of  £5 — ^might 
increase  the  value  of  6  or  8  acres  of  land 
to  such  an  extent  as  to  increase  the 
letting  value  £5  a  year.  It  is  mad- 
ness to  say,  because  a  tenant,  by  the 
merest  accident,  gets  hold  of  a  piece  of 
land  capable  of  such  improvement,  that 
he  is  entitled  to  the  whole  of  the 
increased  letting  value.  He  is  entitled 
to  the  .£5  he  has  expended,  and  no 
honest  landlord  would  refuse  it  to  him. 
I  do  not  think  that  even  what  hon. 
Gentlemen  call  the  "felonious  land- 
lord" would  refuse  to  allow  his 
tenant  this  £6  compensation,  but 
t  think  it  would  be  quite  fair  for 
him  to  rebel  against  paying  £200  for 


this  £5  improvement,  which  would  ba 
the  capitalised  value  of  the  improvement. 
How  about  the  other  side  of  the  ques- 
tion? Suppose  the  tenant  allows  the 
land  to  deteriorate,  is  he  to  compensate  the 
landlord  for  the  deterioration?  Ton 
may  say  *'  Yes,"  but  where  is  the  land- 
lord to  get  his  compensation  from? 
When  a  tenant  goes  put  of  a  farm  which 
has  deteriorated  it  is  a  matter  of  "  get 
your  compensation  if  you  can  ! "  With  re- 
gard to  express  contracts,  you  have  drawn 
a  very  arbitrary  line  between  ancient  ani 
modern  history.  The  presumption  in 
respect  of  improvements  executed  within 
a  period  of  50  years  prior  to  the  passing 
of  the  Act  is  placed  so  far  back  as  to 
make  it  unlikely  that  any  record  of  suc- 
cession will  be  forthcoming.  On  a  mat- 
ter of  this  kind  I  am  not  satisfied  to 
rely  upon  the  recollection  of  the  Irish 
tenant,  and  even  landlords  cannot  be 
trusted  to  recollect  certain  circumstances 
affecting  their  property  over  a  period  of 
50  years.  They  were  not  in  the  habit 
50  years  ago  of  keeping  the  records  they 
do  now.  Then  as  to  the  postponement 
of  the  creation  of  future  tenancies j  I 
would  submit  that  this  provision  in  the 
Bill  really  amounts  to  what  may  be  des- 
cribed as  increasing  a  sentence  on  ap- 
peal. That  is  a  thing  said  to  be  un- 
known to  English  Law.  It  is  as  though 
a  sentence  of  1 5  years'  penal  servitude  were 
appealed  against  and  a  life  sentence  pro- 
nounced in  lieu  of  it.  I  would  ask  any 
hon.  Member  opposite  of  actuarial  know- 
ledge whether  this  clause  would  be  a  fair 
alteration  of  the  Land  Act.  The  4th 
clause  deals  with  the  shortening  of  the 
period  for  which  judicial  leases  are  to  run. 
I  can  understand  that  clause .  It  is  one  in 
the  interest  neither  of  the  landlord  nor 
tenant,  but  one  very  largely  in  the  in- 
terest of  hon.  Members  opposite.  It 
is  a  clause  very  largely  indeed  in  the  in- 
terest of  local  solicitors,  and  very  largely  in 
the  interest  of  the  local  banker,  who  ad- 
vances money  for  costs.  It  is  very 
largely  in  the  interest  of  those  unfortu- 
nate gentlemen  who  are  misfits,  and 
who,  having  been  xmable  hitherto  to  find 
profitable  employment,  hope  to  be  made 
Sub-Commissioners  in  the  future.  It  will 
plunge  the  whole  country  into  fresh  litiga- 
tion and  fresh  turmoil,  and  it  will  cause 
the  money  of  the  tax-payers,  not  of  Ire- 
land alone,  but  of  England  also,  to  be 
expended  on  an  overgrown  staff  of 
officials,  whose  object  will  be  to  keep  the 
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sbop  open  and  customers  going  to  it,  by 
supplying  attractive  gooda,  or,  in  otiier 
words,  giving  large  reductions.  The  5th 
clause  is  a  new  one,  and  deals  in  a  sort 
of  tentative  way  with  arrears.  I  am  not 
adverse  to  the  passage  of  fair  legislation 
in  regard  to  arrears,  with  the  object  of 
obliging  bad  landlords  to  do  that  which 
good  landlords  would  willingly  do  them- 
selves,  but  I  cannot  at  present  see  my 
way  out  of  the  difficulties  which  sur- 
round the  question,  and  I  cannot  think 
that  even  if  this  clause  were  drafted 
with  the  greatest  possible  skill  and  care» 
it  would  be  a  sufficient  reason  for  reading 
the  Bill  a  second  time.  The  6  th  clanse 
deals  with  the  question  of  eviction,  or 
removal  of  tenants.  I  do  not  know  ex- 
actly what  is  meant  by  this  clause,  and 
I  think  that  the  occurrence  of  those 
eviction  scenes  we  hear  so  much  of  ought 
to  make  xla  extremely  cautious  how  we 
think  of  repealing  Section  7  of  the  Act. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  long 
leases,  they  are  practically  purchases, 
which  are  practically  speculations. 
If  a  man  bnys  stocks  or  shares, 
and  there  is  a  fall  in  their  value 
he  has  to  suffer  for  it,  and  I  do  not  see 
why  a  man  who  speculates  in  land  should 
h&  placed  in  a  more  favourable  position. 
If  compulsion  has  been  used  to  induce 
the  tenant  to  take  the  lease,  your  remedy 
already  exists,  because  you  can  Imve  the 
lease  broken  to-morrow.  So  far  as  I  am 
able  to  gather,  thc^  Lfnid  Courts  at 
present  have  ample  power  to  deal  with 
turlJa^^  If  they  have  not  such  power, 
I  have  no  objection  whatever  to  its  being 
conferred  on  them.  As  to  the  Seaweed 
Clause,  it  appears  tf3  me  that  you  will 
raise  a  very  'serious  question  indeed  if 
you  make  the  seaweed  free  within  a  mile 
of  the  shore.  The  Gulf  Stream  would 
not  wash  away  the  blood  that  would  be 
shed  with  bludgeons  and  pitchforks  and 
all  kindhs  of  weapons  over  this  flotsam 
and  jetsam  of  the  sea.  I  do  not  know 
what  the  views  of  my  constituents  are 
on  the  subject.  It  may  be  that  they 
would  prefer  to  fight  for  it.  If  they 
choose  to  have  the  question  settled  at  the 
point  of  the  pitchfork  rather  than  by  the 
landlord's  decision,  I  am  quite  ready  to 
voto  for  the  clanse.  With  regard  ta  the 
proposal  to  establish  a  Court  of  Arbitra- 
tion, it  is  one  which  is,  no  doubt,  likely 
to  catch  the  votes  of  the  agricultural 
Members.  Arbitration,  on  the  face  of  it* 
is  a  very  fair  thing.  But  what  arc  tbe 
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Irish  Land  Courts  at  the  present  moment 
They  are  Courts  of  Arbitration,  and  thi 
proposal,  therefore,  is  to  go  over  the  sami 
process  again*     One  party  says  I  demand 
80  *much,    the   other  says    I    am    onlj 
willing  to  give  so  much,  and  arbitration 
means  splitting  the  difference.    You  ma^ 
go  on  Bplitting  the  difference  too  often  J 
I    object     to     arbitration,    because     I 
say     that,     however     fair    it     seema^ 
it    is     really     specious     humbug.     Aa 
to    the    question    of    appeal,  I    do    nc 
mean  to  appeal  against  the  decisions  i 
the  Land   Courts,  and  I  do   not   kno^r^ 
whether  many  of  my  friends  do  either, 
I    think    we   have   had   enough  of    it. 
Under  Section   19  it  appears  that  if  it 
can  be  proved  that  the  tenant  or  his  pre- 
decessor in  title  has  laid  down  grazingj 
land  at  his  own  expense  he  is  not  to  gef 
his  rent  fixed.     But  who  is  to  prove  that 
he    did   not   first   break     up    the    land 
and  then  proceed  to  lay  it  down  ?     Th© 
landlord   may   not   remember  anything 
about  it,  and  the  tenant  ^-ill  be  able 
get  sufficient  witnesses  to  carry  him  bacli 
to  the  deluge  if  he  desires,      1  hold.  Sir, 
that  this  Bill  is  an  attempt  to  effect  by] 
Constitutional    means    that    which    hasl 
been     attempted     by    nn -Constitution 
means   by  persons   acting   in  the   samel 
interest     as     hon.     Members     opposite.! 
The   object   is   to  banish    from  Ireland! 
what  hon.  Members  opposite  are  pleased' 
to  call  **  the  English  garrison."      As  ^i 
matter  of  fact,  this  Bill,  if  put  in  force » 
would  do  it  in  almut   14  years.      Well, 
Sir^  I  think  the  landlords  of  Ireland  will 
continue   to  exist  for  more  than   another 
14  years.     I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  on  this  day  six., 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  tho| 
word  **  now,"  and  ai  the  end  of  the  Ques- 1 
tion  to  add  the  words  **  upi^n  this  dav 
six  months." — {Col oriel  Warm<i,) 

Question   proposed,  **  That   the    war 
*  now  '  sti^nd  part  of  the  Question." 

(3.39.)     Mr.  macartney  (Antrim, j 
S.)  :  I  l>eg   to  second  the  Amendment,  I 
and  in  doing  so  I  wish  to  complimentl 
tbe  hon*  and  learned  Grcntleman  opposite  j 
on  the  way  in  which  he  introduced  thia 
Bill  to  the  attention  of  the  House.     We 
have  not  been  accnstomed   in  previous* 
years  to  the  moderate  language  in  which 
he  enforced  his  arguments  to  the  House. 
Ab   far,    however,   as    I    could    gather^ 
from  his   remarks,   he   did  not  himaelf 
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profess  to  be  an  expert  in  Irish  agri- 
cultnre.  He  viewed  the  Bill  from  a 
lawyer's  point  of  view,  and  the  principal 
remark  he  made  about  it  was  that  it  was 
an  extremely  badly  drafted  Bill.  I  wish 
to  say  one  or  two  words  on  some  of 
the  clanses  of  the  Bill.  I  quite 
admit  that  turbary  is  a  matter  of  great 
importance  to  Irish  tenants  who  have  no 
other  means  of  finding  fuel  for  their 
support.  But  I  altogether  dissent  from 
the  opinion  expressed  by  an  hon. 
Member  opposite,  that  under  the  present 
system  the  Courts  have  no  adequate  means 
of  dealing  with  turbary.  I  do  not  say 
there  are  not  instances  in  which  the 
Commission  Courts  have  experienced 
diflBculty  in  dealing  with  cases  of  turbary ; 
but  I  believe  that  the  principles  which 
are  now  generally  acted  on  by  the  Sub- 
Commission  Courts  generally  meet  all 
the  cases  of  turbary  which  come  before 
them.  The  principle  on  which  the 
Courts  act  is  this.  The  landlord  either 
denies  the  tenant's  right  to  turbary,  and 
proves  he  is  entitled  to  do  so,  in  which 
case  the  question  of  turbary  is  not  con- 
sidered in  fixing  the  judicial  rent,  or 
the  landlord  denies  the  right,  but 
consents  to  its  being  enjoyed  by  the 
tenant  during  the  judicial  tenancy,  or  the 
tenant  proves  his  right  to  have  the 
question  considered  by  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners. I  cannot  sae  that,  generally 
speaking,  there  is  any  great  want  of 
justice  or  equity  in  the  proceedings 
before  the  Court  on  the  question  of 
turbary.  I  have  looked  at  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  and  I  do  not  think  they  are 
drafted  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  clear 
the  action  of  the  Court.  The  principles 
of  the  Court  are  now  well  ascertained, 
and  the  result  of  this  Bill  will  bo  to 
involve  the  question  in  still  greater  con- 
fusion than  exists  at  the  present  moment. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  who 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 
dwelt  at  the  close  of  his  speech  on  the 
question  of  evictions,  and  referred  to  the 
number  of  tenants  in  Ireland  who  during 
the  last  year  have  had  their  tenancies 
determined  under  the  Act  of  1887.  But 
it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  the  actual 
evictions  in  Ireland  bear  no  proportion 
to  the  actual  number  of  tenancies 
determined.  Last  year  the  actual 
numbers  of  evictions  did  not  amount  to 
more  than  one  for  every  450  tenancies 
in  Ireland.  When  we  see  the  attempts. 
made  diiring  the  last    year    to    take  v^ 


course  of  action  which  must  result  in 
the  serving  of  notices  on  them,  we  cannot 
but  think  that  the  number  of  actual 
evictions  which  took  place  is  not  a 
number  which  ought  to  alarm  this  House 
or  the  country.  As  to  the  Bill  as  a  whole, 
its  introduction  does  not  seem  to  me  to 
be  justified  unless  hon.  Members  can 
prove  that  the  Land  Courts  do  not  pro- 
vide fair  rents  in  Ireland.  The  number 
of  judicial  rents  fixed  up  to  the  end  of 
last  year  was  223,607,  and  there  were 
9,000  cases  settled  out  of  Court.  We 
find  that  whereas  during  the  eight  years 
the  reductions  efEected  by  the  Land 
Courts  averaged  20*3  per  cent,  the 
reductions  agreed  upon  between  the 
landlords  and  tenants  were  only  17*4. 
Whenever  cases  are  settled  out  of  Court 
we  find  that  the  reductions  agreed  upon 
are  less  than  those  granted  by  the  Court. 
The  statistics,  therefore,  prove  that  the 
reductions  made  by  the  Courts  have 
been  substantially  and  suflBciently  fair. 
That  being  so,  I  cannot  conceive  why 
year  after  year  the  time  of  the  House  of 
Commons  should  be  taken  up  in  the 
discussion  of  practically  the  same  Bill  as 
we  have  had  before  us  for  three  years 
past.  The  clause  relating  to  improve- 
ments absolutely  sweeps  away  the 
provision  made  by  the  Act  of  1881 
constming  the  Act  of  1870.  What  is  the 
history  of  that  provision?  The  Bess- 
borough  Commission  reported  on  this 
question,  and  they  pointed  out  that,  in 
their  opinion,  no  allowance  ought  to  be 
given,  except  for  improvements,  which 
were  actually  doing  good  to  the  farm, 
and  being  enjoyed  by  the  tenants.  I 
understand  that  it  is  the  practice  of  the 
Land  Commission  Courts  to  take  that 
view ;  and  that,  in  practice,  the  very 
highest  possible  benefit  is  given  to  the 
tenants  for  improvements,  which  have 
not  been  exhausted.  With  regard  to  the 
statutory  term,  the  Bessborough  Com- 
mission recommen^^athat  it  should 
be  31  jeajra^^yfho  Act  of  '1881 
cut  down  tjje  period  to  15  years. 
Hon.  MemJ>6«  opposite  will  say  that  the 
Cowper  0ommission  recommended  that 
the  term  should  be  reduced  ;  but  on  what 
authflfrity  did  they  do  that  ?  The  Com- 
mia^oners  gave  the  names  of  eight 
gentlemen.  I  suppose  they  picked  out 
the  best  evidence  they  could  get  to 
support  their  view,  and  I  have  gone 
through  the  evidence  of  the  eight  gen- 
tlemen upon  whom  the  Commissioners 
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relied,  I  find  tliat  only  one,  and  he 
was  uot  an  jigricultTiral  expert.— he  was 
an  AJderman^  and  the  only  acquaintance 
he  had  with  land  was  that  be  had  been 
some  sort  of  a  manager  of  Corporation 
property  in  Ireland — only  one  advocated 
A  seven  years'  term.  The  evidence  of 
tho  other  gentlemen  was  opposed  to  a 
seven  years'  term,  and,  if  anytliing,  in 
support  of  an  annual  revision  of  rent 
upon  a  shding  scale.  The  Cowper  Com- 
mission had  really  no  evidence  upon 
which  they  could  base  their  proposal 
to  upset  the  1 5  years*  term  ;  and  bon. 
Members  opposite  will  find  great  diffi- 
culty in  finding  any  expert,  either  land- 
lord, land  agent,  or  tenant  farmer,  who 
is  prepared  to  say  that,  in  his  judgment,  a 
seven  years'  term  is  better  than  a  15 
years\  I  am  perfectly  certain  of  this :  that 
if  the  House  wore  to  consent  this  year  to 
the  period  being  shortened  to  seven  years, 
next  year  a  Bill  will  be  brought  in  to 
shorten  the  term  to  three  years  ;  indeed,  1 
cannot  conceive  that  any  argument 
can  be  adduced  in  favour  of  seven 
years,  which  could  not  with  equal  pro- 
priety be  adduced  in  favour  of  three 
years.  I  do  not  say  that  15  years  is  the 
most  perfect  term ;  but  I  believe  it  is  as 
good  a  term  as  we  could  possibly  fix. 
Everj'body  who  has  any  practical  ac- 
quaintiince  with  agriculture  knows  that 
we  cannot  fix  a  definite  term  of  years 
which  will  meet  all  the  casualties  and  all 
the  ups  and  downs  which  must  affect  the 
agricultural  interest.  Therefore,  I  can- 
not believe  hon.  Members  are  serious  in 
proposing  to  reduce  the  term  from  15 
to  seven  years.  I  could  imagine  that, 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  professional 
a^tator,  some  one  might  say,  ''  Oh,  let  us 
reduce  the  term,  because  it  will  give  us  a 
cry  to  go  to  the  country  with ;  let  us 
reduce  the  term  to  seven  years,  and  try 
next  year  to  reduce  it  to  three.  At  all 
events,  we  shall  create  a  grievance 
amongst  a  certain  section  of  farmers." 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  Second  Heading  of  the 
Bill  said  that  one  of  tho  gi-eat  evils 
of  Ireland  ia  the  hanging  gale. 
I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member, 
and  if  it  could  be  abolished  I  would  be 
delighted.  But  is  any  hon.  MeiTiber 
opposite  prepared  to  §tate  that  the 
tenants  on  any  single  estate  are  pivpniinl 
to  figroo  to  the  abolition  of  the  hanging 
gale  ?  Do  they  not  know  that  it  is  tho 
tenants  who  have  always  insisted  on  the 
Mr,  Macartney 


hanging  gale  a«  their  customary  right  % 
To  ray  knowledge  any  landlord  who  has 
proposed  to  get  rid  of  it  has  always  been 
looked  upon  as  an  unpopular  landlord* 
Tlie  hon.  and  learned  Member  also  made 
a  rathtr  indefinite  complaint  as  to 
leaseholders  in  Ireland.  He  went  back 
to  the  last  century.  It  is  perfectly  well 
known  that  the  leasehold  tenants  in 
Ireland  are,  numericiilly,  far  inferior  to_ 
the  yearly  tenants,  and  I  ask  the  ha 
and  learned  Member  whether  he  is  al 
t(^  point  to  a  single  case  in  which  a  tena 
holding  under  a  lease  has  been  deprivd 
of  his  holding  as  long  as  he  paid  the  renl 
With  regai'd  to  the  last  portion  of  i" 
Bill — that  relating  to  royalties — I  cannot 
understand  why  it  has  been  introduced  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Land  Act.  The  law 
as  to  lYvyalties  may  be  bad,  but  it  is  the 
law  which  applies  to  England,  Scotland 
and  Wales,  as  well  as  Ireland  ;  and 
hon.  Members  are  anxious  to 
the  sense  of  tho  House  upon  it  as 
now  stands,  they  should  not  attempt 
introduce  it  in  a  measure  like  this,  whid 
really  has  a  totn.lly  d liferent  object 
view.  A  great  deal  of  public  attentid 
has  been  drawn  to  the  question,  but* 
doubt  whether  hon.  Members  iire  able  to 
find  any  case  of  illegal  action  by  Ian 
lords  with  regard  to  royalties.  Besidd 
if  any  landlord  on  the  sea  coa 
invokes  rights  which  he  has  no  power  \ 
invoke,  it  ia  the  simplest  thing  in  the 
world  for  a  tenant,  or  the  organisatioE 
which  makes  itself  the  tenants*  cbampifl 
to  proceed  against  him  at  small  ccst 
way  of  injunction.  I  am  quite  cont 
to  leave  tho  Bill  to  tlie  judgment  of 
House,  especially  after  the  critical  e| 
arainatiou  it  has  received  at  the  han 
of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colon 
Waring).  I  venture  to  assert  that  ho 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  find  it  impossil 
to  justify  the  Bill,  either  on  the  groand 
of  the  inadequacy  of  the  Land  Courts  to 
make  adjustments  of  rent  in  Ireland  or 
up^n  the  particular  state  of  tho  agri- 
cultiirtil  interest  during  the  last  year 
and  a  half,  because  it  is  well  known  to 
everybody  in  Ireland  that  thei*e  has  not 
been  a  better  year  for  agriculture  for 
nearly  20  years  than  the  last. 
Statistics  show  that  to  be  the  case  ;  and 
that,  though  there  is  a  slight  diminu- 
tion in  the  aci*eage  of  crops,  yet  the  pro- 
duce ha«  increivsed.  Thouirh  wo  may 
ydii^er  as  to  the  action  of  tho  Judical  Ilent 
Courts  and  the  position  the  Irish  tenants 


Tentite  0/  Limd 


{MAnCH  12,  1890  J 


(Ffekmd)  Bill. 


eso 


oodnpy  in  those  Comrts  and  outside, 
gtill,  I  venture  to  say  that  no  hon. 
Member  who  has  intimate  acquaintance 
with  trcnants  will  deny  that  last  year  waa 
a  moat  profitable  one.  I  second  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  in  the  proposal 
for  the  rejection  of  tlie  Bill. 

(4,00  Mit.CLANCY(D!ibUn  Co,,  ^,) : 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  aat 
down  has  referred  to  the  Bill  as  one  of 
the  hardy  annual  series  ;  but,  for  my  part, 
I  should  have  thought  that,  when  it 
becomes  a  practice  to  bring  in  Bills  upon 
Irish  Questions  year  by  year  with  the 
consent  of  the  whole  Irish  Party,  and 
these  Bilk  are  continually  rejected,  that 
proceeding  in  itself  affords  a  strong 
argument  for  remitting  to  an  Irish  Legis- 
lature the  settlement  of  questions  of 
this  kind.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
referred  to  many  matters  with  which 
the  clauses  of  this  Bill  deal,  and  amongst 
other  things  he  spoke  against  the  Tur- 
bary  Clause,  This  I  thought  somewhat 
extraordinary,  inasmncli  nh  he  is  him- 
self connected  with  the  Party  which  bis 
introduced  a  Turbary  BiU.  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  is  the  parent  of 
the  Bill  ;  but,  at  all  events,  he  has 
backed  it,  and  now  he  comes  forward 
and  delivers  a  speech  against  clauses 
that  carrj^  out  the  object  of  his  own  Bill. 
There  are  parts  of  Ulster  in  wliich  the 
hon.  Member  poses  as  the  friend  of  the 
t^^nants,  though  I  do  not  know  that  the 
tenants  have  any  l)enefit  from  that,  and 
in  the  character  of  tenants*  friend  tlie  hon. 
Member  supports  a  Bill  for  the  real  or 
imaginary  settlement  of  this  question  of 
turbary;  but  when  we  propose  clauses  in 
a  Bill  for  the  same  object,  the  hon. 
Member  singles  these  out  for  special 
opposition. 

Me.  macartney  :  I  am  not  aware 
that  my  name  is  on  the  back  of  any 
Tnrljary  Bill  in  this  or  last  Session, 

Mr.  OLANCT  :  I  did  not  say  in  this 
or  last  Session.  Does  the  hon.  Member 
deny  that  he  ever  had  anything  to  do 
with  a  Turbary  Bill? 

Me.  MACARTNEY  :  If  1  had  I  do  not 
recx>llect  any  clauses  of.  this  kind.  I  do 
not  recollect  putting  my  name  on  such  a 
Bill. 

Mr,  CLAJ^CY  :  Then  are  we  to 
understand  tliat  the  Bill  in  relation  to 
turbary  introduced  on  the  other  side  has 
not  the  hoa.  Gentleman's  support ;  that  he 
separates  himself  from  the  son^alled 
friends  of  the  tenants  on  the  other  side, 
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and  on  this  matter  poses   as   a  landlord 
pure  and  simple  1 

Mii.  MACARTNEY  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  assume  anything  what- 
ever as  to  my  position. 

Mil.  CLANCY  :  I  think  I  am  entitled 
to  draw  my  own  inference  from  the 
foots,  and  this  seems  to  me  the  only 
logical  inference.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  repeated  the  arguments  used 
last  year  to  the  effect  tluit  the  reductions 
granted  out  of  Court  were  smaller  than 
those  granted  in  Court.  Now,  I  should 
have  thought  these  arguments  had  been 
blown  to  the  winds  long  ago.  Amongst 
others  who  liave  dissipated  the  fallacy 
there  is  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  whose 
very  able  article  the  hon.  Gentleman 
must  have  seen,  because  ho  quoted  from 
it  last  year  here.  It  is  useless  to  waate 
time  in  refuting  the  statement  tliat  in 
the  settlements  out  of  Court  landlords 
and  tenants  c-oncurred.  These  are  the 
cases  in  wbich  the  tenant  is  weak  and 
lacks  the  means  t-o  carry  on  the  contest 
and  is  ready  to  submit  to  any  settlement 
rather  than  be  turned  out  of  his  holding. 
Even  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone, 
who  professes  to  know  the  truth  of  these 
matters,  will  not  deny  this.  It  is  also 
said  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  reduc- 
tions in  Court  have  been  fair  and  reason- 
able ;  but  may  1  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  there  have  been  recently,  all  over 
Ireland,  meetings  held  at  which  great 
dissatisfaction  has  been  expressed  at  the 
decisions  of  8ul>Commissionei-8,  and 
there  have  been  such  meetings  among 
the  Down  farmers  in  the  constituency 
the  hon.  Gentleman  represents  t  If  he 
reads  the  Belftist  newspapers  the  hon. 
Gentleman  cannot  doubt  this.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  wanted  some  fresh 
arguments  in  fovour  of  the  Bill;  those 
we  had  advanced,  he  said,  were  old.  I 
will  supply  him  with  one  fresh  argument^ 
at  least,  in  relation  to  one  clause — the 
long  leaseholders'  clause — and  it  will 
be  of  personal  interest  to  him,  inasmuch 
as  it  is  illustrated  by  reference  to  an 
estate  owned  by  his  own  father,  I 
understand  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  s 
father  owns,  as  middle nmn,  an  e^tak* 
near  Belfast ;  and  I  invite  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  treatment  of  the 
tenants  on  that  property,  which  I  think 
will  be  conceded  by  the  House  to  be  a 
good  argument  in  favour  of  admitting 
every  leaseholder  in  Ireland  to  the 
benefits  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881.  The 
2  A 
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hoB.  Membor's  father  m  1866  became 
possessed,  as  middleman,  of  this  estate. 
He  paid  no  fine,  and  expended  no  mouej 
on  improvements,  which,  in  fact,  have 
all  beer  mtide  bj  the  tenants.  The 
relations  between  the  landlord  and 
tenante  were  excellent  up  to  1878 ;  the 
landlord  went  down  once  a  year  to  col- 
lect his  rents,  there  was  a  very  pleaaant 
audit,  and  liquids  and  solids  in  plenty  at 
Green's  Hotel,  Randalstown.  Things  went 
beautifully,  and  the  tenants  considered 
themselves  fortunate.  They  were  some- 
what in  the  position  of  the  lady  in 
Dickens*s  novel — 

**  *  Mr.  Pickwick,'  said  Mrs,  BardoU,*  is  a  man 
of  honour ;  Mr.  Pickwick  is  a  man  of  hiB  word  ; 
Mr,  Pickwick  is  no  deceiver.' '" 

Still  the  widow  was  deceived,  and  her 
son  had  to  lament  the  loss  of  his 
**  alleytors  '*  and  **  oommonys,'*  and  these 
tenants  had  to  forego  all  these  gor»d 
things  and  found  their  positioii  suddenly 
changed  in  1878, 

Mr.  MACARTNEY:  I  am  sorry  to 
interrupt  the  hon.  Membt^r,  but  with  the 
exception  of  the  fact  that  my  father  o^tis 
this  property,  holding  it  on  a  fee-farm 
rent  of  a  peppercorn  from  the  Marquess  of 
Donegal,  everytliing  else  which  the  hon. 
Member  states  is  incorrect.  The  whole  case 
was  brought  before  this  House  in  1874, 
and  the  case  made  against  my  father  was 
proved  to  bo  incorrect  and  a  most  un- 
justifiablo  attack  upon  him.  The  tenants 
took  out  of  their  own  free  will  fee-farm 
grants,  which  gave  them  full  property  in 
minerals,  building  land,  and  everything* 
They  took  them  out  at  their  own  desire. 

Me.  CLANCY  :  I  must  protest  against 
this  interruption. 

Mr.  MACAETNEY:  I  am  sorr)^  to 
interrupt  at  an  mconvenient  moment, 
but  I  thought  1  should  save  time  by 
doing  so  ;  and,  besides,  I  have  to  leave 
shortly  to  catch  a  train. 

Mb.  CLANCY  :  I  respectfully  submit 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  entitled 
to  interrupt  me  in  the  middle  of  my 
sucech. 

«^Mr.  speaker  :  Tlte  hon.  Member  is 
entitled  to  make  a  personal  eitplanation, 

Mb.  CLANCY:  But  I  respectfully 
submit  the  time  for  that  is  when  T  have 
made  my  statement,  not  before  I  have 
made  it.  I  liave  not  stated  a  single  one 
of  the  facts,  every  one  of  which  I  con- 
sider has  relation  to  these  clauses  deal- 
ing with  lefiseholders.  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  Memb^r^s  hurry  to  catch  a 
Mr.  Clancy 


train  justifies  the  interruption,  TH# 
estate  to  whieh  I  wa^  alluding  is  situated 
three  miles  from  Belfast,  and  its  position 
may  be  estimated  from  the  fact  of  its 
being  1,272  feet  above  sea  level ;  and  I 
mention  this  to  show  that  the  ten».t 
derive  no  advantage  from  the  contigui 
of  the  estate  to  Belfast,  with  which  sob 
means  of  communication  are  extreme 
limited.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  holj 
ings  are  so  poor  that  the  tenants  have  \ 
make  their  living  mainly  out  of  emplo 

ment  obtained  in  Belfast.    These  tenan 

in  1878  were  asked  to  secure  themselves 
for  ever  from  bad  treatment  at  the 
bands  of  any  future  landlord,  the  hon. 
Member's  father  intimating,  I  believe — 
I  am  not  sure  of  the  fact,  but  so  I  am 
informed — that  he  was  about  to  sell  the 
property,  and  his  successor  was  unknown. 

Mr,  JVLiCARTNEY  :  I  am  sorry  again 
to  intt^rrupt  the  hon*  Memlier,  but  that 
is  not  coiTcct, 

Mr,  CLANCY:  I  accept  the  hoiu 
Member's  contradiction  \  but,  of  course  J 
may  \nt  pennitted  to  make  my 
statement,  and  unless  u|K)n  a  point 
order  I  claim  that  1  am  entitled 
proceed  free  from  further  inkrruption 
My  staitement  is  that  this  gentlei 
having  told  his  tenants  (hat  he 
about  to  sell,  and  that  his  suoocb 
might  not  he  a  man  like  himself,  invits 
them  to  ^cure  immunity  from 
treatment  for  ever  by  taking  out  cert 
leases.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  sai3 
that  it  was  of  their  own  free  will. 
[Mr,  Macartney:  Hear,  hear.]  But 
this  was  before  the  Land  Act  of  1881, 
when  it  was  in  the  jiower  of  any  landlord 
to  screw  up  the  rents  to  any  pitch 
liked  and  put  the  tenants  out  witha 
compensation.  In  these  circumstanc 
to  pretend  that  any  tenants  agreed  to 
leases  of  their  own  free  will  is  buml 

Me.  MACARTNEY  :  I  am  sorry  to 
have  Uy  interrupt  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :    I   cannot  submit  ^ 

tliese  interruptions 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order!  When 
a  statement  is  made  affecting  the  con- 
duct of  a  near  relative  of  an  hon. 
Member,  an  explanatory  interruption  is 
allowable. 

Mh.  I^IACARTNEY  :  The  hon.  Mem* 
beris  again  misleading  the  House.  The 
tenants  even  at  that  time  had  ample 
compensation ;  they  had  the  unlimited 
Ulster  right  on  the  estate.  No  tenant  liad 
been  removed  by  the  landlord   within 
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the  memory  of  man,  nor  liaB  any  tenant 
been  so  treated  since. 

Mr.  CLANCY:  This  explanation 
would  have  come  more  properly  after  I 
had  finished,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  stand 
between  the  House  and  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  vindication  of  his  father.  I 
hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  allowed 
the  opportunity  of  making  out  whatever 
case  he  can  for  his  relative.  I  can  only 
put  the  statement  as  it  is  furnished  to  me 
on  what  I  believe  to  be  of  good  authority, 
and  I  feel  bound  to  go  through  with  it. 
The  tenants  were  induced  to  enter  into 
these  bargains.  I  may  say  they  are  all 
loyal  tenants,  all  Protestants. 

Mr.  macartney  :  No  ;   not  all. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  Nearly  all  Protestants, 
and  a  good  many  of  them  Orangemen. 
They  are  all  too  loyal  to  adopt  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  All  they  do  is  to  beat  a 
big  drum  on  the  12th  of  July;  but, 
somehow,  beating  a  big  drum  does  not 
pull  down  rack-rents  or  enable  tenants 
to  keep  out  of  bad  leases.  The  tenants 
entered  into  these  covenants;  and,  in  the 
first  place,  the  cost  of  conveyances  was 
borne  entirely  by  these  comparatively 
poor,  and  in  many  cases  absolutely  poor, 
tenants.  Even  the  heavy  Stamp  Duty 
on  fee-farm  grants  was  borne  by  the 
tenants.  In  the  next  place,  I  shall  have 
to  call  attention  to  some  of  these  cove- 
nants. The  hon.  Gentleman  was  rich 
upon  xjovenants  in  the  coarse  of  his 
remarks.  I  have  here  a  copy  of  a 
covenant  I  should  like  to  lay  upon  the 
Table.  It  is  one  of  the  covenants  in 
question,  and  I  will  give  the  House 
some  of  its  items.  This  is  the  covenant 
with  William  McBride,  dated  May,  1878, 
when,  as  I  have  said,  tenants  had  no 
Land  Act  for  their  protection,  and  when 
even  on  estates  protected  by  the  Ulster 
custom  evictions  had  taken  place  for 
non-payment  of  unjust  rents,  and  when 
evictions  might  take  place  at  any  time, 
and  rents  might  be  raised  at  any  time, 
notwithstanding  the  Ulster  custom. 
The  answer  that  the  Ulster  custom  pre- 
vailed is  nonsense.  It  was  the  com- 
plaint in  Ulster  that  the  custom  did 
not  afford  protection,  and  the  result 
of  the  action  of  the  Land  Commission 
has  shown  that  the  Land  Act  was  re- 
quired in  Ulster  as  much  as  in  any  other 
part  of  Ireland.  The  custom  gave  no 
protection  to  the  tenant  until  he  was 
leaving.  But  let  me  read  some  of  these 
oovenantB. 


Mr.  macartney  :  From  what  is  the 
hon.  Gentleman  reading— a  lease  or  a  fee- 
f  arm  grant  ? 

Mr.  CLANCY:  From  one  of  the 
covenants  I  have  already  suflBciently 
described 

Mr.  macartney  :  Yes,  but  which 
is  it? 

Mr.  CLANCY :  No  matter  what  the 
document  is,  the  covenants  are  the  same 
in  fee-farm  grant,  or  lease,  and  most 
oppressive.  I  ask  the  House  to  listen  to 
some  of  them.  All  trees  and  timber  are 
reserved  out  of  the  grants,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  those  trees  secured  to  the 
tenant  by  Act  of  Parliament.  Those 
are  the  trees  tenants  may  have  registered, 
but  we  know  very  well  how  little  trouble 
tenants  in  Ireland  have  taken  in  the  way 
of  registering  improvements ;  the  thing 
is  not  done  in  any  part  of  Ireland. 
Practically,  all  trees  and  timber  are  taken 
away.  Next  are  reserved  all  minerals, 
quarries,  turf,  bog,  and  turbary,  save  so 
much  as  is  suflBcieut  for  consumption  on 
the  premises.  Then  we  find  that  over 
and  above  the  unjust  rent  each  tenant 
is  to  pay  there  is  a  condition  that  he 
shall  pay  an  annual  rent  of  20s. 
for  every  acre  of  land — some  with 
corn — beyond  the  amount  secured  by 
covenant.  Now,  such  a  restriction 
upon  agriculture  as  that  would  be  set 
aside  by  any  Court  in  England.  It  is  an 
iniquitous  provision,  and  in  all  legislation 
I  trust  that  careful  watch  may  prevent 
anything  of  the  kind  in  future.  Then 
we  find  that  over  and  above  these  two 
rents,  the  tenant  covenants  to  pay 
10s.  sterling  at  or  upon  the  death  of 
the  said  John  Ellison  Macartney — that 
is,  the  the  hon.  Member's  father — and 
of  every  other  chief  tenant  seized  or 
possessed  of  the  rents  of  the  said  lands 
and  hereditaments.  I  believe  this 
covenant  is  copied  from  one  by  a 
southern  landlord  who  delighted  in 
giving  his  tenants  this  sort 'of  lease; 
and  he  used  to  tell  them  it  gave  them  an 
interest  in  the  prolongation  of  their 
landlord's  life,  and  they  would  be  less 
likely  to  make  a  target  of  him  when  a 
successful  shot  would  be  to  their  dis- 
advantage. Well,  but  Colonel  Macartney 
was  in  no  danger  of  being  shot,  and 
indeed  he  never  visited  the  property,  or 
very  rarely.  The  only  parallel  wluch  ^i 
can  think  of  to  this  arrangenjent^n  the 
Macartney  estate  in  A^f9m  ^«  ^thif 
afforded  by  the  circnm^«e^mt'(^^tia^ 
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the  death  of  a  King  in  certain  parts  of 
Atrioa.  Thero,  on  a  Kling's  death,  there  is 
a  holocaTist  of  hifi  sabjects,  the  idea  being 
that  a  certain  number  of  his  friends 
should  accompany  his  spirit  to  Hades. 
There  is  the  usual  covenant  for  distress, 
and  there  is  further  provision  that  if 
there  is  not  sufficient  stock  to  cover  the 
cost,  the  landlord  may,  when  the  rent  is 
21  days  in  arrear,  enter  upon  the  holding 
and  put  an  end  to  the  whole  contract*  In 
the-  case  of  McBride  there  are  several 
special  covenants,  and  one  is  in  regard  to 
the  planting  of  trees.  The  tenant  is 
required  to  plant  and  preserve  oak,  ash, 
and  elm  treea  along  ditches  and  walls,  at 
distances  of  20  feet,  and  to  preserve 
these  from  cattle,  and  to  plant  others 
when  the  trees  decay  or  are  destroy t?d. 
There  is  a  further  provision  requiring 
him  to  pay  a  shilling  a  year  for  every 
tree  not  so  planted.  And,  after  all, 
the  trees  are  the  property  of  Colonel 
Macartney.  Sir,  I  tlunk,  with  a 
record  like  this  of  an  estate'  in  his 
family,  the  hon.  Member  might  Imve 
said  less  about  the  audacity  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Eoscommon. 
Now,  let  me  give  some  of  the  figures  in 
reference  to  the  rents  on  this  estate.  R, 
Tatt*  holds  21  acres  on  the  side  of  this 
bleak  mountain,  1,272  feet  above  sea 
level,  where  any  fertility  is  due  to  the 
tenant's  industry.  The  old  rent  was  £23, 
the  valuation  £22  10s.,  and  the  new  rent 
fixed  in  187iS,  when  the  tenants  were 
induced  to  take  fee-£&rm  grants  was  £63 
— nearly  trebled.  R.  Ckyton  holds  20 
acres;  old  rent  £15,  new  rent  £25. 
Daniel  Partington  holds  14  ncvea  3  roods. 
He  was  a  yearly  tenant  until  1878,  when 
he  entered  into  a  covenant,  and  his  old 
rent  was  £1G.  It  will  be  understood  the 
rents  on  the  estate  were  imposed  on  the 
tenants  at  the  time  they  entered 
into  these  bargains,  when  leases  were 
forced  upon  them.  I  liave  here  a  list 
of  cases  in  which  in  1878  the  rents  on 
this  estvite  were  increased.  In  the  first 
the  old  rent  was  £16,  the  Poor  Law 
valuation  £18  lOa.,  and  the  new  rent  £25 ; 
in  the  next  case  the  old  rent  was  £36, 
the  Poor  Law  \'aluation  £25^  and  the 
new  rent  £60 ;  in  the  third  case  the 
IX* nt  was  increased  from  £39  to  £78  ;  in 
the  fourth  tlie  old  rent  was  £36,  the 
Poor  Law  valuation  £38,  and  the  new 
rent  £52  ;  in  the  next  the  old  rent  was 
£154,  the  Poor  Law  valuation  £189,  and 
the  new  rent  £250 ;  in  the  next  the  old 
J//'.  Claiicy 


rent  was  £124,  the  Poor  Law  valuatic 
£130,  and  the  new  rent  £200,  althou 
one-third  of  this  holding  was  liable  to" 
flooding  during  the  winter  ;  in  another 
case  the  old  rent  wna  £36  13s.,  the  Po   ^ 
Law  valuation  £32,  and  the  new  reu 
£60 ;    in  another  case  the  increase 
from  £52  to  £80,  and  in  the  last  case  < 
his  list  from  £40  to  £78.     Taking  th 
case  of  11  holdings    they   show   a  tot 
increase  from  the  old  rent  of  £572  to  i 
new  rent  of  £97 1, the  Poor  I^iw  valuation ' 
being  £609,      Tiie  rents  in  these  caaes 
were,  therefore,  nearly  doubled.     I  think 
I    have    given     the     House     a     fi-esh 
argument     in     support     of    this     Bill 
in      connection      with      at      least     one 
class    of     tenants,   namely,    long-leaae- 
holders.      If     ever     the      Bill 
with  that  clause  in  it,  I  will   take   tl 
liberty    of  calling  it   the    **  MacartneJ 
Clause,''   because  it  is  entirely  due 
the  monstrous    proceedings   of    Colonel 
Macartney  on  that  estate.      In  pleading 
tht    cases    of   these    tenants   it   cam 
be    said    I    am    actuated     by    politic 
motives;    in    fact,  they    are  nearly 
Orangemen,  and  on  the  12th  July  they  i 
about  beating  big  drums  in  honour  of  th 
man    who    rewards    them  by   deny  in 
them  redress  he  owes  them,  and  refugini 
to    allow   them    to   go  into    the    Land 
Courts  to  get  these  rack-rents  reduced, 
may   further   jjoint   out  that    the   mo 
vehement  and  mobt  frequent  oppositioij 
to  all  measures  of  reform  proposed  fa 
the    benefit   of   the    tenants   of  Ireland 
comes  from  hon.  Members  opposite  wIk 
represent  Down  and  Antrim  ;  and  I  hop 
the  farmers  of  those  counties  will  " 
those  facts  in  mind  at  the  next  election 
and  take    care   that  they   are  not 
represented  by  workers  in  the  landlc 
interest. 

(4.35.)  Mb.  macartney  :  I  should 
like   to   make    a    personal  explanation 
This  is  not  tlie  first  time  the  facts  ac 
figures  just  read  by   the  hon.  Meml 
have  been  sUited  to  the  House.      In  the 
Parliament  of  1874,  when  my  father  was 
a    Member   of    this    House,    the    sam^ 
figures  were  quoted,  and  my  father  the 
made  a  statement  which  I  believe  was  COB 
sidered  satisfactiiry,  at  least  by  the  groa 
majority  of  the  House.      I  apologise 
the  House  for  liaving  now  to  repeat  thd 
facts.     Ill  1878  a  numbtir  of  old   lease! 
on  my  father  property  hiid  nin  out     M| 
father  held  under  a  fee-farm  grant  froB 
thu  Marquess  of  Done  gall,  and  he  told  hil 
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tenants  whose  leases  had  run  ont,  and 
those  who  wished  to  give  up  their 
leases,  that  they  might  3  they  pleased 
take  fee-farm  grants.  The  tenants 
knew  that  my  father  could  not  give 
themfee-farm  grants  except  subject  to  the 
covenants  under  which  he  himself  held, 
and  all  the  covenants  which  the  hon. 
Member  read  out  are  covenants  which 
existed  in  the  original  fee-farm  grants, 
under  which  my  father  and  his  pre- 
decessors in  title  had  held  the  property 
for  200  years.  So  single  tenant  has 
ever  been  evicted  from  that  property, 
and  until  that  agreement  in  1878  no 
rent  had  been  raised  for  90  years. 
There'  is  no  agent  employed  on  the 
estate,  and  no  bailiff.  The  tenants  are 
not  poor  mcD  ;  two  or  three  of  them 
hunt  in  Kildare,  and  every  one  of  them 
is  well  to  do.  One  of  the  tenants  has 
since  1878  sold  his  fee-farm  holding, 
and,  notwithstanding  the  rent  and 
covenants  which  he  held — covenants 
which  the  hon.  Member  dilated  upon — his 
holding  was  sold  for  more  than  30  years* 
purchase.  The  property  is  situated 
within  a  mile  of  Belfast.  I  do  not  con- 
tend that  the  rent  is  a  fair  agricul- 
tural rent  for  land  in  the  wilds  of 
Donegal ;  but  .in  view  of  the  fact 
that  in  the  fee -farm  grant  the 
whole  property,  buildings,  and  every- 
thing were  transferred  at  a  valuation 
which  was  fixed  by  a  valuer  agreed  upon 
by  the  tenants,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  the  rent  is  a  perfectly  fair  one.  The 
facts  are  well-known  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  the  estate. 

*(4.37.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
FOR  IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin 
University)  :  The  greater  part  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  last  but  one  related 
to  matters  which  have  been  most  efEec- 
tually  disposed  of  by  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Antrim.  The  very  small  portion 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  which 
was  not  so  occupied  was  devoted  to  a 
contention  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Antrim  has  been  guilty  of  incon- 
sistency in  opposing  the  Bill  before  the 
House  when  he  had  backed  another  Bill- 
dealing  with  the  question  of  turbary. 
In  the  first  place,  there  was  some  doubt  as 
to  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  ever 
backed  a  Turbary  Bill ;  but  even  if  he 
had,  and  even  if  the  two  Bills  dealt  with 
the  question  of  turbary  in  precisely  the 


fiame  manner,  I  do  not  see  any  incon- 
sistency in  the  conduct  of  my  hon. 
Friend ;  because  the  Bill  before  the 
House  deals  with  16  distinct  and 
important  matters,  and  contains  pro- 
visions which,  I  venture  to  submit, 
are  entirely  subversive  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  rights  of  property, 
principles  recognised  by  the  legislation  of 
recent  years.  I  have  carefully  examined 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  and  I  sub- 
mit that  each  of  the  16  distinct  matters 
it  deals  with  might  fairly  be  made  the 
subject  of  a  separate  Bill.  Is  it  to  be 
said,  then,  that  because  an  hon.  Member 
may  be  in  sympathy '  with  ^the  proposal 
for  dealing  with  one  oidy  of  these 
matters,  he  is  inconsistent  in  moving  the 
rejection  of  a  Bill  containing  clauses 
affecting  other  subjects  which  he  be- 
lieves to  be  of  a  dangerous  and  ob- 
jectionable character?  What  are  the 
subject-matters  dealt  with  in  this  Bill  ? 
To  my  mind  there  is  one  principle 
plainly  involved  in  the  Bill  to  which  I 
think  the  majority  of  the  House  will 
not  assent  by  passing  the  second 
reading,  namely,  the  principle  of 
"prairie  value."  If  I  make  that  plain 
to  the  House,  I  think  hon.  Members  who 
object  to  that  principle  will  not  vote  for 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  even 
if  they  think  it  contains  useful 
provisions  in  connection  with  tur- 
bary. There  are  three  provisions 
of  the  Bill  which,  taken  together, 
amounted  to  the  establishment  of  the 
principle  of  "  prairie  value."  First,  the 
"  improvements,'^  which  are  to  belong  to 
the  tenant,  are  defined  to  be,  not  the  work 
done,  but  the  entire  increased  letting 
value  of  the  holding.  Secondly,  there 
is  to  be  a  presumption,  which  is  practi- 
cally irrebuttable,  that  every  improve- 
ment was  done  by  the  tenant,  unless  that 
presumption  is  rebutted  by  evidence 
going  l»ck  50  years.  Thirdly,  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  whether  the  im- 
provements were  done  by  the  tenant  or 
not,  every  person  who  is  the  successor  in 
occupation,  irrespective  of  the  con- 
tinuity of  tenancy  in  the  land,  in  other 
words  the  successive  occupiers  of  the 
land,  may  be  represented  by  the  existing 
tenant.  What  does  taking  the  improved 
letting  value  as  the  value  of  the  improve- 
ments mean  ?  It  means  this.  The  effect 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1881  has  often  been 
described,  I  think  correctly,  as  the  crea- 
tion of  a  kind  of  psbrtnership  between  land- 
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lord  and  tenant.  Wliat  would  anyone 
think  of  the  application  to  an  ordinary 
partnership  of  the  principle  contained  in 
this  Bill  7  Two  parties  come  into  that 
partnership  ;  the  landlord  brings  the  soil 
with  all  its  capacity  J  for  improvement. 
[An  bon.  Member  :  No,]  I  think  the 
majority  of  the  House  will  agree  that 
that  is  so.  The  tenant  brings  into  the 
partnership,  assnming  he  does  all  the  im- 
provements, his  labour  and  money,  or 
money's  worth.  Then  the  Bill  says  the 
entire  improved  value  is  to  belong  to  the 
tenant.  That  means  tliat  the  tenant,  one 
of  the  partners,  shall  appropriate  the 
entire  benefit  accruing  to  the  property 
brought  into  the  partnership.  The 
true  principle  is  that  the  profit 
must  bt?  divided  according  as  it  is- 
produced  by  what  is  brought  into  the 
ptirtnership  by  each  partner  ;  but  that 
[jriuciple  is  opposed  to,  and  uprooted  by, 
one  of  the  fundamental  principles 
of  the  Bill  before  the  House,  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  successive 
tenants,  it  has  been  decided  under  the 
Act  of  1870  that  "  pi^edeoessor  in  title*' 
means  "  predecessor  in  legal  title  ;''  and 
under  the  Act  of  1881  it  has  been 
decided  in  the  case  of  **  Adams  v.  Dun- 
S€»ith  "  that  there  must  be  a  substantial 
continuance  of  the  tenancy,  but  that 
legal  devolution  of  title  need  not  be 
prc»ved.  But  how  do  the  frame rs  of  this 
Bill  deal  ^vith  tlie  subject?  The  Bill 
before  the  House  goes  furtlier,  and  in- 
cludes successors  in  occupation.  The 
Bill  defines  "  predecessors  in  title "  to 
mean — 

'*  Predeceasors  iji  occupancy,  where  from  the 
uatore  of  the  tranamiasiou  or  derivatioo  of 
Buoh  ooctipaucy  to  or  from  the  successive 
occupiers,  or  from  any  other  circumt^tance,  it 
shall  appear  to  the  Court  in  which  any  pro- 
ceedinga  under  the  said  Acts  or  any  of  tbem 
shall  be  pending  that  (be  juBtioe  of  the  case  so 
reqnires/' 

This  is  a  matter  of  principlci  which  ought 
to  be  decided  one  way  or  other  by  the 
Ijegislature  /  Does  it  mean  successors 
in  occujiancy  or  succeasonj  in  tenancy  T 
In  order  to  escape  fi*om  the  abaui-dity  of 
laying  down  that  in  every  case  successive 
oooapatiou  should  constitute  succession  of 
title,  the  frame rs  of  the  Bill  have  been 
driven  to  the  other  absurdity  of  leaving 
that  question  of  principle  to  be  decided 
by  the  particular  views  of  the  Jud^^e 
before  whom  the  case  comes.  I  ask  tho 
House  to  say  that  whatever  may  be  tho 
opinions  of  individual  Members  with  re- 
M/\  JJiuidcii 


gard   to  the   propriety  of  dealing   with] 
some  of  the  minor  questions  raised  in 
the  Bill,  it  will  not  give  acceptance  to 
the   principle  of  prairie  value,  which,  in 
my  opinion,  is  the  cardinal  principle  of] 
the  Bill,  and  that  to  which  its  authors] 
attach    the    greatest    importance.     The! 
most    severe  critic    of  the  Bill    cannot 
compkin     that    it    is    not     sufficiently 
comprehensive.      The     framers    api>ear . 
to  Imve  gone  through  the  laud  legisla*! 
tion    from    1870    to    the    present    dayJ 
and  picked  out  all  the  siifeguards  to  tlie 
rights  of  property  and  either  repealed  or 
nullified  them.     For  iustance,  Section  HI 
of  the  Bill  repeals  Sub-section  6  of  Sec- 
tion 13  of  the  Act  of  1881,  which  deprives  I 
of  compensation  for  disturbance  tenant* J 
evicted  for  breach  of  any  statutory  provi- 
sion.     It     is     plainly    just    that    if    ni 
man     is     evicted,     not     through     mis-] 
fortune      but     through     a     deliberate] 
breiich  of  statixtorj^  conditions,  he  ought  j 
to  have  no  chum  for  compensation  for] 
disturbance.     The  Bill  also  prop^es  to  J 
repeal  that  portion  of  the  Act  of  18871 
which  substitutes  the  service  of  an  evic-1 
tion  notice  for  the  process  of  actual  di»-l 
possession,  a  process  which^  in  the  great 
majority  of  cases,  is  useless,  for  the  tenant 
is  usually   restored  either  as  tenant  or 
caretaker.      I  think  the  Returns  beforel 
the  House  prove  that. 

Sm  GEORGE  TREVELYAN   (Gl 
gow,   Bridgeton)  :    What  Returns  is  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  referring  to  ?1 
Returns  supplying  this  information  have 
been  applied  for  but  not  granted. 

•Mb.  madden  ;  I  refer  to  the  Ketupn 
tis  to  evictions  which  distinguish  between 
actual  evictions  and  evictions  not  carrie 
out,    and    the    latter    form    the    greaH 
majority. 

SiK  GEORGE  TREVELYAN :  Is  ther 
any    Return    showing    the    number 
tenants  re-instated? 

•Mr.  MADDEN :  My  point  is  that  the 
Retuiais  in  the  possession  of  the  Hous«l 
show  that,  in  the  vast  majority  of  ttuies,] 
the  eviction  notice  has  not  been  foUowec" 
by  actual  dis?possession,     But  there  is  i 
really  remarkable  clause,  which  con  toil 
the  marginal  note  "  restitution  of  pogsea 
sion/'  *fcc.     The  praposal  of  the  claufie 
a  modest  one.  It  is  that  at  any  time — so  J 
read  the  clause^ — so  long  as  the  holdingl 
remains  in  the  landlord's   possession   an] 
evicted     tenant    may,     by    lodging   six| 
months   rent,   claim  to  liave  an  account 
between    him    and   his    landlord, 
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to  be  re-instated,  the  Court  making 
BTioli  arrangements  as  it  thonght 
fit  with  respect  to  arrears  and  payment 
by  instalments.  A  proposal  more 
entirely  subversive  of  what  has  always 
been  considered  fair  between  landlord 
and  tenant  has  hardly  ever  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.  I  would  describe 
this  Bill  as  a  review  of  the  legislation  of 
the  last  20  years,  with  a  view  carefully 
to  cut  out  of  that  legislation  any  fair  pro- 
tection of  the  rights  of  landlords  in  the 
just  enjoyment  of  their  property.  I  do 
not  think  anybody  interested  in  Ireland 
will  fail  to  admit  that  the  country  would 
again  be  plunged  into  a  sea  of  litigation 
if  the  statutory  period  of  15  years  were 
reduced  to  seven  years.  There  is 
another  clause  which  I  think  satisfies 
the  general  description  which  I  have 
given  of  this  Bill  as  a  whole.  I  refer 
to  the  clause  which  renders  it  impossible 
for  the  Court  to  have  regard,  on  the 
question  of  improvements,  to  the  length 
of  enjoyment  of  those  improvements  by 
the  tenants.  The  way  the  law  stands  is 
this :  It  has  been  decided  by  the  Court 
of  Appeal  in  Ireland  that  no  length  of 
enjoyment  by  a  tenant  holding  under  a 
lease  can  be  taken  as  amounting  to  com- 
pensation for  his  improvements,  inas- 
much as  it  was  not  in  the  landlord's 
power  to  dispossess  the  tenant.  On  the 
other  hand,  in  the  case  of  a  yearly  tenancy 
before  1870,  the  landlord  may  have 
refrained  from  exercising  his  legal  rights 
under  a  tacit  agreement  that  the  tenant 
should  not  have  his  rent  increased  until 
he  had  enjoyed  the  value  of  his  improve- 
ments. Under  the  law  as  it  now  stands, 
the  Court  in  considering  the  question  of 
improvements  may  have  regard  to  any 
such  arrangement  with  the  tenant, 
when  they  find  it  to  exist.  This 
Bill  says  there  must  be  an  express  con 
tract  between  the  two  parties — that  is  to 
say,  the  landlord  and  tenant  must  come 
together  at  a  definite  time  and  at  a  definite 
place,  and  the  landlord  must  say  to  the 
tenant — **  I  will  give  you  a  certain  num- 
ber of  years."  That  would  hit  the  good 
landlords,  and  would  not  hit  the  bad 
ones,  for  the  good  landlords  would 
not  be  able  to  rely  on  any  tacit  agree- 
ments with  their  tenants.  Where  Siere 
exists  a  mutual  confidence  between  the 
landlord  and  tenant,  the  good  landlord 
is  hit ',  whereas  the  bad  landlord,  who 
haa  been  exercising  his  legal  rights  to 
the  fullest  extent,  is  placed  in  no  worse 


position  than  the  good  landlord.  I  pass 
lightly  over  the  clause  dealing  with 
arrears.  The  matter  has  not  been  dis- 
cussed at  any  length.  Further,  this  Bill 
cannot  be  supported  as  a  general 
Arrears  Bill,  inasmuch  as  it  deals  with 
that  question  merely  from  one  particular 
point  of  view,  namely,  the  case  of  applica- 
tion by  the  tenant  to  have  a  judicial  rent 
fixed.  The  case  of  the  crofters'  arrears 
has  been  cited  j  but  hon.  Members  will 
admit  that  there  is  one  case  which  dif- 
ferentiates the  case  of  the  Scotch  crof- 
ters and  that  of  the  body  of  the  tenants 
of  Ireland,  namely,  that  the  crofters 
have  only  recently,  and  for  the  first 
time,  been  admitted  to  the  privileges  of 
having  judicial  rents  fixed ;  whereas  the 
great  mass  of  Irish  tenants  have  had  the 
Courts  open  to  them  for  the  last  nine 
years.  The  question  of  the  leaseholders 
is  also  dealt  with  by  this  Bill.  That,  too, 
is  a  question  of  importance  ;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  the  House  ought  to  be 
asked  to  deal  with  it  by  this  Bill.  The 
House  is  asked  to  go  back  to  the  legis- 
lation of  1887.  Under  what  circum- 
stances is  it  so  asked?  It  is  asked 
to  assent  to  the  Second  Heading 
of  this  Bill,  which  contains  16 
principles,  each  of  which  is  of 
considerable  importance,  though  vary- 
ing in  degree,  and  commencing, 
as  I  have  shown,  with  the  principle 
of  prairie  value.  I  respectfully  submit 
to  the  House  that  this  is  not  the  way  in 
which  the  question  of  the  leaseholders 
should  be  dealt  with,  nor  do  I  think  that 
this  particular  question  has  been  dis- 
cussed at  any  considerable  length  on  this 
Bill.  There  are  other  provisions  of  the 
Bill ;  there  is  that  dealing  with  turbary, 
I  think  it  is  a  question  which,  at  the 
proper  time  and  on  the  proper  occasion, 
is  deserving  the  attention  of  the  House. 
And  I  think  it  is  especially  deserving  of 
consideration  in  connection  with  the 
question  of  land  purchase.  But  I  think 
the  remarks  which  I  have  made  in  refer- 
ence to  tJie  clause  dealing  with  lease- 
holders apply  with  very  great  force  to  that 
portion  of  the  Bill,  "fiien  we  come  to 
Clause  13,  which  has  been  humorously 
commented  upon  by  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Down  (Colonel 
Waring) ;  that  is  a  clause  which,  as  he 
described  it,  would  make  the  seaweed 
on  the  sea  shore  the  subject  of  a  free 
fight.  Where  the  foreshores  of  Ireland 
do  not  belong  to  the  Crown,  they  have 
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been  conveyed  by  patent,  and  are  the 
property  of  tbe  private  owner.  With- 
out the  smallest  suggestion  of  compenstir- 
tion,  tiiia  clause  proposes  to  deprive  the 
landlords  of  their  rights,  which  are 
of  extreme  value,  and  often  the  subject 
matter  of  litigation.  Hon,  and  learned 
Members  opposite,  who  are  familiar 
with  the  decisions  of  our  Law  Courts, 
know  that  in  many  parts  of  Ireland 
the  question  of  seaweed  is  of  very 
great  importance.  Well,  this  remark* 
able  clause  transfers  that  valuable  pro- 
perty, I  will  not  say  to  anybody,  but, 
as  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  de- 
scribed it,  to  the  strongest  who 
could  take  it  away  before  his  less 
adventurous  or  weaker  neighbours  could 
get  ti?  the  sea  shore.  I  do  not  think 
that  clause  will  commend  itself  to  the 
favourable  attention  of  the  House, 
The  next  question  has  reference 
to  mining  rights  and  royalties. 
That  question  was  brought  up 
on  the  occasion  of  the  Ashbourne  Act, 
1888.  It  is  a  subject  which  ought  to  he 
fairly  and  fully  considered  ;  but  1  sub- 
mit that  this  is  not  the  time  for  the  dis- 
oussioe  of  it,  and  that  it  should  be 
CKJusidered  in  connection  with  some 
measure  of  land  purchase.  The  subject 
is  one  deserving  of  the  fullest  considera- 
tion, and  one  whicli  no  doubt  will,  when 
fitting  opportunity  occurs,  receive  ade- 
quate attention  at  the  hands  of  the 
House.  As  regards  the  clause  rekting  to 
8ul>letting,  Ithink  the  Hou.se  will  scarcely 
join  in  any  attempt  to  extend  tlie  benefits 
of  the  Act  of  1881  to  those  who  are  not 
substantially  in  the  occupation  of  their 
holdings.  Occupation  was  the  fundamental 
principle  of  the  Act  of  1881,  and,  as  far 
as  that  principle  goes,  it  has  been  adopt^-d 
by  both  sides  of  the  House,  and,  so  far 
as  I  am  aware,  by  every  person  in- 
terested in  land  legislation  in  Ireland. 
But  this  Bill  seems  to  demand  an  ex- 
tension of  the  principle  to  those  who 
are  not  in  actual  occupation.  There 
are  cases  in  which  a  certain  amount  of 
sub*  letting  does  not  interfere  with 
the  principle  of  occupation,  but  such 
cases  have  been  fully  and  satiBfactortly 
dealt  with  by  this  Houi?e  by  a  clause 
which  was  introduced  into  the  Act  of 
1 887.  Whenever  the  sub-letting  does  not 
interfere  with  the  principle  of  substantial 
occupation  on  the  part  of  the  tenant,  there 
is  now  no  grievance  ;  but  whenever  it  does 
interfere  with  that  principle^  and  extends 
Mt\  Madden 


the  benefits  to  non-occupying  tenants,  I 
submit  they  are  not  the  persons  intended! 
to  be  benefited  by  the  Act  of  1881,  which 
intended  to  confer  the  lienefit  on  occupy- 
ing tenants.     Sir,  I  have  endeavoured    to  J 
go  through,  I  hope   not  in   unnecessary 
detail,     the     main     provisions    of    this  I 
Bill.     It   contains  a  number    of    other] 
clauses,    some  of  an  objectionable  cliarac^ 
ter,    with    which    I   do   not  intend   to  I 
trouble  the  House  ;  but  I  do  contend  that:  I 
the    single   consideration   that    the  Bill 
now  before    the    House   embodies  the  I 
principle     of      prairie     value     aa     the 
basis   of   assessment   of    rents   between 
landlords     and    tenants,   fully  justifiea  i 
the  Clovernmeut  in  opposing  the  Second 
Beading. 

*(5.150    Mr.   T  W.   RUSSKLL  {Ty-^ 
roue,  S.) :    We  have   heard  many  times 
during    the    last    20    years,  I  suppose,, 
such  speeches  as  that  to  which  we  have  ] 
just  listened,  urged  from  that  Bench  and 
at  that  box.     I  am  going  to  vote  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  not  because 
I  approve  of  ever}^ thing  in  it,  but  l:)e cause 
there  are   things   in    it  which   ought  to 
have  been  granted  long  ago.  The  learoed 
Attorney  General  has  taken  care  to  show 
all  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  against  which 
any  objection  can   be    brought ;   but  he 
skimmed   very  lightly  indeed    over   the 
clauses  of  the  Bill  that  are   really  good,  ] 
and    which    he    cannot    argue    against 
Take,  for   example,  the    question  of  thel 
long  leaseholder,  upon  which  I  have  risen 
chiefly  to  speak.     What  is  the  position  of 
the   long   leaseholder?       The    Attorney 
General  referred  to  the  question  a«  having 
been    settled   in    1887.       I  should  likei 
the    House  i;o  bear   in  mind  what  took  I 
phice    in    1887    regarding    these    leaae- ' 
holdei's.      By  that  Bill,  n&  it  came  down 
from  the  Hiiuse  of  Lords,  very  little  was 
done  for  the  leaseholder  at  all.     The  Bill, 
as  it  was  revised  by  this  House,  did  a 
great  deal  of  good  to  the  leafleholders. 
Still  it  left  out  of  its  provisions  every 
leaseholder  whoso  leaae  extended  beyond  . 
a  period  of  99  years.     The  Members  of  j 
the   Unionist  Party  met  at  Devonshire 
House,  and  passed  a  resolution  that  every 
leasehc'lder  should  be  brought  within  the 
Act    of   1881.     But   the    House    as     a| 
compromise  left  out  leases  of  over  99  | 
years.     Public  and  private  appeals  have 
been  made  to  the  Government  on  behalf 
of  the   long    leaseholders,   without   the 
slightest    I'egard    being    jmid    to   those 
appeals.     I  admit  that  the   number  of 
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long  leaseholders  is  small — some  4,000 
or  5,000.  What  is  the  moral  difference 
between  a  lease  of  99  and  a  lease  of  100 
years  ;  why  should  the  holder  of  the  first 
be  included  in  the  Act,  and  the  holder  of 
the  other  excluded?  The  Attorney 
General  aaks  me  now  to  vote  against 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  which 
contains  a  proposal  to  liberate  these 
men.  Do  we  always  approve  every  line 
of  a  Bill  when  we  pass  its  Second  Read- 
ing? Nothing  of  the  kind  ;  we  pass 
the  Second  Reading,  and  strike  out 
objectionable  provisions  in  Committee. 
In  voting  for  the  Second  Reading  I  am 
not  voting  for  prairie  value.  I  am  not 
sure  that  the  first  clause  is  altogether 
wrong.  I  should  be  very  sorry  to 
see  it  passed  as  it  stands,  but,  if 
amended,  I  think  it  would  make  a  very 
valuable  addition  to  the  Land  Law  of 
Ireland.  There  is  so  much  good  in  this 
Bill  which  deals  with  the  long  lease- 
holdera,  who  are  cruelly  treated  and 
cruelly  rack-rented,  not  by  landlords  like 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  but  by  middle- 
men who  get  hold  of  the  land,  and  who 
extort  most  unreasonable  rents  from  the 
tenants,  that  I  feel  bound  to  vote  for  the 
Second  Reading,  notwithstanding  that 
the  measure  contains  objectionable  pro- 
visions. Take  the  turbary  clauses.  What 
is  their  justification  ?  When  the  tenants 
went  into  the  Land  Court  under  the  Act 
of  1881,  their  rents  were  reduced  j  but 
very  often  a  new  bog  rent  was  put  on, 
which  rendered  the  whole  of  the  benefits 
of  the  Act  of  1881  nugatory.  It  is  very 
easy  for  the  Attorney  General  to  make  a 
speech  and  to  chop  logic  over  a  Bill  like 
this.  It  is  very  easy  to  show  that  there 
is  objectionable  matter  in  the  Bill,  but 
the  Bill  offers  a  chance  to  my  Unionist 
friends  around  me  to  return  to  the 
position  they  took  in  1887  in  favour  of 
admitting  every  leaseholder  to  the 
benefit  of  the  Act,  and  I  urge  upon  them 
to  vote  for  the  Second  Reading.  We 
are  the  allies  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
we  are  not  their  slaves. 

(5.25.)  Mr.T.M.  HE ALY  (Longford): 
Sir,  I  wish  to  make  a  few  observations 
on  this  Bill.  The  Attorney  General  has  not 
touched  upon  one  of  the  chief  grievances 
of  the  leaseholders,  many  of  whom  are 
excluded  by  a  clause  in  the  lease  from 
the  benefits  of  the  Act  of  1870,  their 
admission  to  the  Land  Court,  therefore, 
being  a  mere  farce.  Is  it  not  mon- 
strous that  the  Government  should  allow 
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a  state  of  the  law  by  which  thousands  of 
tenants  are  not  entitled  to  one  penny  of 
compensation  for  disturbance?  The 
decision  given  in  a  recent  case,  and 
confirmed  by  the  Chief  Land  Com*- 
missioner,  is  an  iniquitous  decision. 
It  may  be  a  necessary  decision 
following  on  "Adams  v.  Dunseath," 
but  on  the  point  of  equity  it  is  an 
utterly  ridiculous  decision.  Reference 
has  been  made  to  Section  7  of  the  Act  of 
1887.  In  the  course  of  the  last  f(>rtnight, 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  at  Dublin 
has  come  to  a  decision  which  absolutely 
strikes  at  the  root  of  all  protection  of  the 
tenants  in  Ireland.  Section  7  of  the 
Act  of  1887  says  that  every  person  shall 
be  served  with  a  writ  or  process,  who  at 
the  time  shall  be  in  possession  of  the 
land.  But  in  the  case  decided  by  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  service  upon 
the  nominal  tenant  in  Brisbane,  Austra- 
lia, was  held  to  be  good,  and  they  gave 
the  actual  tenant  a  magistrate's  notice  to 
vacate  the  land,  although  he  was  proved 
to  have  redeemed  it.  The  Judges — 
landlord  Judges  every  one  of  them — 
made  a  rule  which  deprived  the  sub- 
tenant of  the  protection  afforded  by  Sec- 
tion 7 — the  miserable  protection  of 
having  an  eviction  notice  served  upon 
him.  These  Judges  had  the  audacity  to 
make  a  rule  repealing  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, for  by  their  rule  the  nominal 
tenant  was  to  be  served  in  Brisbane  with 
a  notice  sent  in  a  registered  letter, 
whereas  the  sub-tenant  was  not  entitled 
to  notice  at  all.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Kilkenny  reminds  me 
that  the  original  draft  of  the  Act  was  in 
accordance  with  the  Judge's  ruling  ;  but 
this  House  put  in  an  Amendment,  and 
tliat  Amendment  has  been  repealed  by 
the  rule  to  which  I  have  referred.  I  say 
it  is  of  no  use  this  House  passing  legisla- 
tion if  it  is  to  be  repealed  by  the  Judges 
in  Ireland. 

(5.29.)  Dr.  CoMMiNS  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  move,  **  That  the  Ques- 
tion ba  now  put." 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

(5.35.)  The  House  divided  : —Ayes 
179;  Noes  231.— (Div.  List,  No.  25.) 

Words  added. 
2  B 
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Main  Qaestion,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Reading  pnt  off  for  six  months. 

FISHERIES  REGULATION  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. -(No.  63.) 
SECOND  B6ADIN6. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr.  Marjoribcmks,) 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Bute) :  The  Government  can- 
not accept  this  BilL  It  may  be  satis- 
factory to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
know  that  we  propose  to  deal  with  the 
question  this  Session. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Tuesday 
next. 

SUPPLY 

Order  for  Committee  road. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  :  On  this 
Order  I  wish  to  ask  some  Member  of  the 
Government  to  be  good  enough  to  say, 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House,  on 
what  day  the  Vote  on  Account  will  be 
taken? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  On  Thursday  in 
next  week. 

Committee  deferred  till  to-morrow. 

DEEDS  OF  ARRANGEMENT  BILL. 
(No.  163.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

CRIMINAL   LAW  PROCEDURE  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— (No.  96.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Sacond  Reading  read. 

Mofcioa  made,  and  Question  proposed 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Bracllav^h.) 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  I  object. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  hope  the  objection  will  not  be  persisted 
in.  I  understand  there  is  an  objection 
to  the  first  clause  ;  but  that,  I  think,  can 
be  met  by  an  Ameodment,  which  I  am 
ready  to  accept  in  Committee. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  I  am  afraid  we 
cannot  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time  without  discussion. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Wednes- 
day next. 


MERCHANT  SHIPPING    AC  IS    AMEND- 
MENT   BILL.— (No.  103.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (iTr.  Howell.) 

Objection  taken. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) : 
I  would  appeal  to  the  House  to  allow 
this  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time.  The 
Amendments  cannot  be  put  on  the  Paper 
until  the  Committee  stage  has  been 
reached.  We  will  do  all  ,we  can  to  meet 
the  objections  of  hon.  Members. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  to- 
morrow. 

MOTIONS. 

MARRIAGES  IN   BRITISH   EMBASSIES,    (StC, 

BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Woodall,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Marriage  of  British 
Subjects  in  British  Embassies  and  on  board 
Her  Majesty's  Ships  Abroad,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Woodall.  Mr.  Addison,  Mr. 
Atherley-Jones,  and  Mr.  Coghill. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  1S3.] 

CHARITABLE   TRUSTS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Woodall,  Bill  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Law  relating  to  Charitable 
Trusts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Woodall,  Mr.  Addison,  Mr.  Atherley  -  Jones, 
and  Mr.  Picton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  184.] 

LAW  CLERKS   (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Crill,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  regulating  the  admission  of  Law  Clerks 
into  the  profession  of  Solicitors  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Gill,  Mr. 
Crilly,  Mr.  M*Cartan,  Mr.  Richard  Power,  and 
Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  185.] 


NEW  WRIT. 
For  Ayr  District  of  Bnrgha,  v.  John 
Sinclair,  esqnire.  Manor  of  Northstead. — 
(Mr.  Marj(yrU)anks.) 

CATHEDRAL  CHURCHES  BILL  [LORD.S.] 
Bill  read  the  first  time  ;    to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  186,] 

HARES  PRESERVATION  BILL  [LORDS.] 
Bill  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second    time    upon    Friday,  and  to   be 
printed.     [Bill  187.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LOEDS. 
Thursday,  13th  March,  1890. 


His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Edin- 
burgh— Singly  took  the  oath. 

INDIAN  COUNCILS  BILL.— (No.  28) 
COHMn*rEE. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be   now  con- 
sidered in  Committee." 

Lord  HEESCHELL  :  My  Lords,  there 
is  a  matter  to  which  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  noble  Viscount  opposite 
in  going  into  Committee  on  this  Bill, 
becanse  it  appears  to  me  to  be  a  matter 
of  very  considerable  importance,  and  one 
which  will  interfere  with  the  object  of 
the  legislation  with  which  the  noble  Vis- 
count is  now  concerned,  the  design  of 
which  is  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
Provincial  Councils  in  India  and  to  give 
them  further  activity  and  vitality.  It 
will,  I  think,  very  much  interfere  with 
that  end  and  object  unless  it  receives 
ihe  attention  of  your  Lordships'  House. 
It  will  be  observed  that  in  the  Bill,  as 
originally  drafted,  and  which  received 
the  approval  of  the  Government  of  India, 
there  was  a  provision  contained  in  the 
3rd  clause  of  the  Bill  that  the  Local 
Lagislature  of  any  Province  in  India 
might,  by  Acts  passed  under  and 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Indian 
Councils  Act  of  1861,  repeal  or  amend  as 
to  that  Provincd  any  legislation  made 
with  regard  to  that  Province,  prior  to 
the  passing  of  the  Act  or  to  the  for- 
mation of  any  Councils  subsequently 
established.  In  order  to  explain  the 
point,  I  should  like  to  call  attention  to 
the  provisions  contained  in  the  Indian 
Councils  Act  of  1861.  That  Act  deals 
with  the  Councils.  Lat  me  take  the  Coun- 
cil of  Bombay  as  an  illustration.  It 
enabled  the  Council  of  Bombay  to  act 
in  regard  to  what  I  may  call  local 
legislation,  but  it  provided  that  it  \ras 
not  by  its  legislation  in  any  way  to 
repeal  or  amend  or  interfere  with  any 
law  passed  by  the  Council  of  the  Gover- 
nor General  subsequent  to  the  Indian 
CouncilB  Act  of  1861 — the  object,  of 
course,  being  that  the  Local  Legislature 
should  not  interfere  with  sabsequent 
legislation  of  the  Governor  General  in 
VOL.  CCCXLII.      [third  series.] 


Council  dealing  with  matters  with  which 
it  thought  fit  to  deal,  notwithstanding 
the  existence  of  the  Provincial  Council ; 
but  it  left  the  Provincial  Council  free  to 
deal  with   all   the   legislation    prior  to 
1861,  and  of  course  with  all  legislation 
on   matters    which   were     in    no    way 
dealt  with    for  Bombay    by  the    sub- 
sequent action   of  the  Governor  Gene- 
ral in  Council.     It  enabled  other  Provin- 
cial  Councils   to   be   formed,   bnt  they 
could  only  be  formed  subject  to  the  same 
conditions  as  to  legislation  as  were  appli- 
cable to  Bombay.     The  consequence  was 
that    any    Provincial   Councils  forme d, 
however  many  years  afterwards,  could 
not  deal  with  any  subject  of  legislation 
practically  between  1861  and  the  time 
it  was   formed,  which   had   been   dealt 
with  for  that  Province  by  the  Governor 
General  in   Council.     Before  that  time 
there    had    been    comparatively     little 
legislation   of  that  kind,  and,  therefore, 
to  preclude  a  Council  formed  in  1861  or 
about  that  time  from  dealing  with  any 
legislation   subsequent  to  1861  was    to 
limit   their   legislation   to  a  very  small 
area.     But  after  1861  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  legislation  necessary  by  the  Go- 
vernor General  in  Council  affecting  other 
parts   of    India,   affecting   them   as    to 
purely  local  details,  as  to  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  never  before  thought  fit  to 
interfere.     Therefore,   when   the    Local 
Council  was  constituted  for  the  North 
West  Provinces  it  was  in  this  position  : 
that  it  could  not  deal  with  any  subject 
of  legislation  that  had  been  dealt  with 
in  any  way   whatever,   so  that   purely 
local    matters    which    had    been   dealt 
with     by     the     Governor     General    in 
Council   between  1861  and,   say,    188G, 
could  not  be  dealt  with  by  the  Provincial 
Council.     For  example,  if  the  Governor 
General  in  Council  bad  dealt  with  such 
matters   as  the  straying    of    cattle,    or 
trespassing  of  cattle,  which  are  of  course 
purely  local  concerns,  then  because  they 
had  been  dealt  with  in  some  way  by  the 
Governor    General  before    the     North- 
West  Provinces  Council  was  constituted, 
the  North  West  Provinces   Council  was 
powerless    to    deal    with     them.     The 
consequence  is,  that  though   the  North- 
West  Provinces  Council  has  been  created, 
its  hands  are  tied,  and  it  is  prevented 
from    dealing    with    a    vast    range    of 
purely  local   subjects   which  the   other 
Councils,  such  as  the  Council  of  Bombay, 
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have  been  dealing  with  for  years.  If 
there  is  a  Council  constituted  for  the 
Punjaub,  which  will  probably  soon 
be  the  case,  that  will  be  subject 
to  the  same  fetters.  The  conse- 
quence is,  that  there  will  be  little 
advantage  gained  by  increasing  the 
importance  or  strengthening  the  powers 
of  the  Provincial  Councils  if  you  only 
strengthen  them  in  importance,  but 
leave  them  in  such  a  'position  that  they 
are  prevented  from  dealing  with  a  vast 
range  of  purely  local  matters,  which  it 
is  in  the  highest  degree  expedient  the 
Councils  should  be  induced  to  take  up  as 
much  as  possible.  To  meet  that  difficulty 
the  3rd  clause  was  introduced  into  the 
draft  Bill  which  is  before  your  Lordships* 
House,  and  it  was  approved  by  the 
Governor  General  in  Council.  I  need 
not  read  it  ;  but  that  clause  practically 
gets  rid  of  the  difficulty  to  which  I  have 
called  your  attention,  and  enables  these 
Councils,  notwithstanding  the  prior 
legislation  before  they  were  constituted 
by  the  Governor  General  in  Council, 
to  deal  with  these  important  local 
matters.  I  do  not  know  why  this  clause 
has  dropped  out  of  the  Bill,  but  I  desire 
to  call  your  Lordships'  attention  to  it 
because  it  is  really  of  little  use  to 
strengthen  these  Provincial  Councils,  as 
1  hold  it  is  in  the  highest  degree  necessary 
to  strengthen  them,  and  which  will  lead 
to  most  valuable  work  being  done  in 
India,  if  their  hands  are  tied  so  that 
they  cannot  deal  with  these  important 
subjects  of  every-day  interest,  and  re- 
garding purely  local  concerns,  which  it  is 
necessary  for  them  to  deal  with  and 
legislate  upon.  I  hope,  therefore,  that 
we  shall  have  some  explanation  from 
the  noble  Viscount  as  to  why  this  clause 
has  been  omitted. 
•The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross):  My  Lords, 
what  has  fallen  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  is  perfectly  true. 
This  clause  was  in  the  original  Bill,  and 
had  received  practically  the  sanction  of 
the  Government  of  India.  It  was  only 
left  out  in  order  to  lighten  the  Hill, 
which  we  are  anxious  your  Lordships' 
House  should  pass.  Thinking,  however, 
that  it  would  be  wise  not  to  leave 
that  point  alone,  I  have  been  in  consul- 
tation with  some  of  those  who  are  most 
intimately  acquainted  with  the  Norfch- 
Western  Provinces,  and  I  am  prepared, 
Lord  Hersch^U 


if  it  should  be  considered  necessary 
for  this  clause  to  be  inserted,  to  at  once 
assent  to  that  re-insertion.  But  I  am 
further  strengthened  in  that  opinion  by 
the  consideration  that  the  more  one 
looks  into  the  matter  the  more  one  is 
convinced  that  the  extension  of  these 
Councils  will  be  a  great  advantage  to 
India.  I  am  in  correspondence  privately 
with  the  Viceroy  as  to  whether  it  would 
not  be  well  in  other  parts  of  India  to 
set  up  Councils  like  these  in  order,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  bring  about  decen- 
tralisation. If,  therefore,  in  Committee 
the  noble  Earl  will  move  the  re-insertion 
of  that  clause  in  the  Bill,  I  shall  at  once 
assent  to  it. 

*The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY :  I  am 
exceedingly  glad  that  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  has  called  attention  to 
this  matter.  I  am  sorry  I  overlooked 
it,  because  the  point  was  raised  at  the 
time  I  was  at  the  India  Office,  and 
extreme  inconvenience  was  experienced 
by  the  absance  of  such  a  clause  as  this 
which  has  been  left  out  of  the  Bill.  I 
believe  it  would  be  a  great  practical 
remedy  for  that  inconvenience.  I  have 
heard  with  great  pleasure  the  opinion 
which  the  noble  Viscount  has  expressed 
that  it  is  desirable  to  extend  the  Coundls 
to  other  parts  of  India.  At  the  time  I 
was  in  the  India  Office  it  was  determined 
to  extend  tlie  system  of  Councils  to 
the  North-TVestern  Provinces,  and  I 
certainly  from  what  I  heard  at  that  time, 
speaking  from  my  own  examination  of 
the  subject,  am  fully  persuaded  that 
from  time  to  time  as  the  Pix)vinces  are 
found  to  be  in  a  fit  condition  to  receive 
Councils,  they  should  be  extended  to 
those  Provinces. 

On  Question,  agreed  to. 

Hous3  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Clause  1. 

•The  Earl  ofNORTHBROOK  :  It  will 
be  perhaps  in  the  recollection  of  your 
Lordships  that  on  tlie  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill  my  noble  Friends  the  Marquess 
of  Ripon  and  the  Earl  of  Kimberley  and 
I  myself  expressL'd  our  cordial  support 
of  the  Bill,  but  our  desire  that  the  door 
should  not  be  shut  to  some  system,  of 
election  or  selection  in  respect  of  the 
nomination  of  members,  certainly  of  the 
Local  Legislatures  and  possibly  also  of 
the  Supreme  L?gislature.     My  Lords,  in 
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expressing  that  opinion  we  took  care,  and 
ray  noble  Friends  will  correct  me  if  I 
am  not  giving  an  accurate  account  of 
their  views  as  well  as  my  own,  to  ex- 
press our  opinion  that  India  was  at  the 
present  time  entirely  unsuited  to  the 
introduction  of  any  general  system  of 
popular  representation.  In  the  discus- 
sion my  noble  Friend  the  Marquess  of 
Bipon  gave  an  illustration  of  the  manner 
in  which,  when  he  was  Viceroy,  he  made 
one  or  two  appointments  to  the  Legisla- 
tive Council  of  the  Viceroy  ;  that  is  to 
«ay>  1>7  requesting  a  Public  Body  of  some 
importance  in  Calcutta  to  recommend  a 
l^entleman  for  appointment  as  a  member 
of  that  Council,  in  view  of  a  very  im- 
portant project  of  law  which  was  then 
being  discussed.  In  reply  to  our  obser- 
vations, the  noble  Viscount  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  referred  to  that  illustra- 
tion, and  expressed  his  opinion  that  some 
such  practice  as  that  was  likely  to  be 
carried  out  under  the  Bill,  and  he  said 
it  might  be  very  desirable  that  Public 
Bodies  of  different  kindj  in  India  should 
make  recommendations  to  the  Viceroy 
and  to  the  heads  of  Local  Governments 
for  appointments  to  the  different  Legis- 
lative Councils,  the  Viceroy  and  the 
heads  of  the  Local  Governments  nomina- 
ting, if  they  thought  jSt,  the  p3rsons  so 
recommended  to  them.  I  think  the  noble 
Viscount  added  that  he  believed  that 
could  be  done  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  I  was  a  little  doubtful  whether 
that  suggestion  could  be  carried  out 
without  possibly  a  legal  difficulty  arising, 
unless  an  extension  were  made  of  the 
words  contained  in  the  Bill ;  and  for  the 
purpose  of  making  that  quite  clear  I 
venture  to  propose  the  Amendment  which 
I  have  placed  upon  your  Lordships' 
Table,  namely,  to  insert  the  following 
words  at  the  end  of  Clause  1  : — 

"Provided  that  the  Governor  (icneral  in 
Council  may  from  time  to  time,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council 
make  regulations  as  to  the  conditions  under 
which  such  nominations  or  any  of  them  shall 
be  made  hy  the  Governor  General,  Governors, 
nnd  Lieutenant  Governors  respectively,  and 
prescrihe  the  manner  in  which  such  regulations 
should  be  carried  into  effect." 

t  apprehend  those  words  will  make  it 
quite  clear  that  some  such .  system  as 
was  indicated  by  my  noble  Friend  the 
Marques^  of  Ripon,  and  which  appaared 
to  receive  the  assent  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for   India,  could    b3   carried  into 


effect.  I  have  only  to  add  one  word  more, 
and  that  is  to  express  my  own  opinion 
that  while  it  is  desirable  that  a  certain 
number  of  nominations  to  the  Legislative 
Councils  in  India  may  be  made  in  this 
manner,  yet  I  am  far  from  thinking  that 
it  would  be  wise  at  the  present  time  to 
enact  that  all  the  non-official  members  of 
the  Council  should  be  nominated  after 
such  consultation  ;  and  I  will  give  your 
Lordships  an  illustration  showing  how 
difficult  it  would  be  to  create  such  a 
rule  with  fairness  to  the  people  of 
India.  I  take  it  that  in  the  Lower 
Province  of  Bengal  the  rapresehtation  <rf 
the  ryots,  the  cultivators  of  the  soil — 
that  is,  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
must  be  provided  for  by  the  s  3 lection  of 
some  person  by  the  Lieutenant  Grovertior, 
for  instance,  some  member  of  the  Civil 
Service  who  has  paid  great  attention  to 
the  wants  of  the  ryots,  and  who  can  re- 
present those  wants  in  the  Legislative 
Council.  Taking  any  system  that  could 
be  applied  to  Bengal  at  the  present 
time  for  the  purpose  of  selecting  a  re- 
presentative by  the  recommendation  of 
Public  Bodies,  it  would  be  exceedingly 
unlikely  that  anyone  really  representing 
the  great  mass  of  the  cultivators  of  the 
soil  would  be  recommended.  Therefore, 
I  think,  there  should  always  be  some 
power  reserved  to  the  Governors  and 
Lieutenant  Governors  of  Provinces,  in 
order  to  provide  for  the  representation  of 
different  classes  of  people — people  of  dif- 
ferent raC3S  and  different  religions — a 
representation  which  could  not  bo  ade- 
quately provided  for  by  any  system  of 
election  which  I  have  yet  seen  ad- 
vocated by  anyone  who  has  taken  the 
subject  into  consideration.  I  venture, 
therefore,  to  move  the  insertion  of  the 
words  which  I  have  read. 

Amendment  moved,  at  the  end  of 
Clause  1,  to  add — 

**  Provided  that  the  Governor  General  in 
Council  may  from  time  to  time,  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council, 
make  regulations  as  to  the  conditions  under 
which  such  nominations,  or  any  of  them,  shall 
bo  made  by  the  Governor  General,  Governors, 
and  Lieutenant  Governors  respectively,  and 
prescribe  the  manner  in  which  such  regulations 
shall  be  carried  into  effect.** — \^The  Earl  of 
Nurthbrooh.) 

♦Viscount  CROSS :  The  noble  Lord  who 

has  just  sat  down  has  most  accurately 

described  what    I    had  the   honour  of 

stating  to  your  Lordships  when  I  intra- 
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duced  this  Bill,  and  therefore  it  is  un- 
necessary for  me  to  repeat  anything  I 
then  said,  because  it  has  been  so  plainly 
put  before  your  Lordships  by  the  noble 
Lord.  It  had  always  been  my  intention 
when  this  Bill  became  law,  which  I  hope 
will  soon  be  the  case,  to  follow  the 
example  of  Sir  Charles  Wood,  and  in 
sending  out  a  copy  of  the  Act  to  send 
with  it  a  despatch  pointing  out  how 
these  members  of  Council  might  very 
well  be  nominated,  so  as  not  only  to  give 
the  Governor  General,  the  Grovemors, 
and  Lieutenant  Governors,  sufficient 
additional  assistance,  as  they  might 
require,  but  that  they  might  get  the 
best  representatives  of  the  people  of  the 
country.  But  the  noble  Lord  has  said 
that  there  might  be  some  possible  legal 
difficulty  experienced  in  carrying  that  out, 
unless  there  was  something  in  the  Act  of 
Parliament  showing  how  that  might  be 
done.  Nothing  was,  or  is,  further  from 
my  mind  than  to  leave  a  legal  difficulty 
open  for  further  dispute ;  and  therefore  I 
have  not  the  smallest  objection  to  insert 
such  words  in  order  to  make  quite  clear 
the  intention  of  the  Legislature  in  passing 
this  Act  of  Parliament.  There  is  one 
further  advantage  in  inserting  words  of 
this  kind,  and  that  is  that  their  insertion 
will  satisfy  the  people  of  India  that  this 
matter  has  been  thought  of  and  con- 
sidered, when  they  find  that  this 
particular  point  is  referred  to  in  the 
Act  itself  which  practically  increases 
the  number  of  persons  who  are  to  be 
nominated.  I  do  not  think,  therefore, 
that  I  should  be  justified  now  in  taking 
up  more  of  your  Lordships'  time  upon 
the  matter  than  I  have  already  done, 
because  I  should  only  be  repeating  what 
I  said  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  inser- 
tion of  those  words. 

♦The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
Lords,  I  am  extremely  glad  to  hear  that 
the  noble  Viscount  will  accept  the  words 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  behind  me. 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  can  express 
my  own  satisfaction,  because  I  regard 
this  as  to  a  certain  extent  admitting  the 
elective  principle.  I  understand  tliat 
this  will  enable  the  Governor  General, 
Governors,  and  Lieutenant  Governors 
to  put  into  the  hands  of  certain  public 
bodies  the  selection  of  the  persons  who 
are  to  be  nominated  by  him  to  the  Coun- 
cil. That  may  not  not  be,  strictly 
Viscount  Cross 


speaking,  what  we  should  call  election ; 
but  I  welcome  this  clause  as  opening 
the  door — because  I  should  wish  to 
leave  an  open  door — to  the  Government 
to  practically  leave  the  selection  to 
bodies  who  will,  in  fact,  elect  the  repre- 
sentatives. I  entirely  agree  with  my 
noble  Friend  behind  me  that  it  is  not 
desirable  that  this  system,  whatever  it 
may  be  which  is  adopted,  should  be 
extended  to  the  whole  of  the  non-official 
members;  in  other  words,  it  is  most 
essential  in  India  that  the  interests  of 
minorities  should  be  protected.  It  has 
been  found  in  this  country  not  very  easy 
to  protect  the  interests  of  minorities  by 
any  contrivance  that  can  be  devised;  but 
there  must  be  found  some  mode  in  India 
of  seeing  that  minorities  such  as  the 
important  body  of  Mahomedans,  who 
are  frequently  in  a  minority  in  parts  of 
that  country,  are  fully  represented. 
There  are  several  reasons,  as  my  noble 
Friend  stated,  for  adopting  that  course. 
It  is  not,  of  course,  really  possible  that 
the  ryots  should  be  represented  other- 
wise than  by  such  persons  as  may  be 
selected  by  the  Governors.  These,  my 
Lords,  are  the  reasons  why  I  thoroughly 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord  that  this  will 
be  an  improvement  to  the  Bill,  and  I 
can  only  hope  that,  under  a  judicious 
use  of  those  powers  by  the  Governor 
General,  with  all  such  safeguards  as 
would  be  necessary  in  carrying  out  a 
very  important  experiment  such  as  this, 
this  enactment  will  be  found  to  be  a 
very  valuable  addition  to  the  constitution 
of  the  Councils  in  India. 

On    question,    "That     the    proposed 
words  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

♦Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  : 
Your  Lordships  may  have  observed  that 
when  questions  have  been  put  either  in 
this  or  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
with  regard  to  grievances  or  complaints 
in  India,  one  of  two  answers  is  generally 
given,  either  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  has  not  had  the  matter  referred 
to  him,  and  he  knows  nothing  about  it, 
or  that  the  matter  has  been  decided  by 
the  Indian  Government,  and  he  cannot 
go  back  from  what  they  have  done.  On 
one  ofthe  occasions  last  Session  when  I  put 
a  question  to  the  noble  Viscount  I  was 
making  no  complaint  against  individual 
officials,  but  rather  against   the  system 
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that  was  going  on — I  called  attention  to 
cases  of  men  and  women  who  had  been 
fined  and  imprisoned  for  trifling  in- 
fractions of  the  Revenue  Laws  in 
regard  to  the  manufacture  of  salt.  I  am 
glad  of  this  opportunity  of  thanking  the 
noble  Viscount  for  saying  that  he  would 
inquire  into  the  matter,  for  he  inquired 
to  such  good  purpose  that  a  very  short 
time  afterwards  it  was  announced  that 
resolutions  had  been  pass  3d  prohibiting 
prosecutions  in  future  for  trivial  in- 
fractions of  the  Revenue  Liws  in 
regard  to  salt.  But  it  is  not  only 
natives  who  have  to  sufFer  from  in- 
justice, but  also  Englishmen.  Tliere  was 
the  case  of  a  Mr.  Crole  who  obtained 
justice  from  my  noble  Friend,  and  before 
that  from  Earl  Kimberley.  Mr.  Crole 
having  been  suspsnded  through  the  action 
of  a  Member  of  the  Madras  Council,  came 
home  to  England  and  laid  his  CEise  before 
the  Secretary  for  India.  He  was  ordered 
to  be,  and  was,  re-instated  as  far  as  he 
could  be  re-instated  ;  but  as  his  place  had 
been  taken  in  the  meantime  by  somebody 
else,  he  had  to  be  placed  in  an  inferior 
position,  and  he  lost  besides  a  year's 
salary.  I  believe  the  noble  Viscount 
afterwards  gave  him  that  year's  salary  ; 
but  1  do  not  know  whether  it  cams  out 
of  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers  or  had 
to  be  made  good  by  those  who  had 
suspended  him.  There  can  be  no  reason 
for  any  obstacle  being  placed  in  the 
way  of  the  Government  knowing  in 
time  what  has  been  done  by  its 
subordinates  ;  therefore,  my  Lords,  I  beg 
leave  to  move  the  Amendment  of  which 
I  have  given  notice.  Perhaps  the  noble 
Viscount  will  be  able  also  to  tell  me 
whether  the  four  rastrictions  contained 
in  Clause  19  of  the  Act  of  1861  will 
still  be  in  force,  and  if  that  which  is 
not  forbidden  by  those  restrictions  will 
be  permitted  ? 

Amendment  moved,  on  Page  2,  at  end 
of  Clause  2,  to  add — 

*'  Provided  also  that  rules  made  under  this 
Act  shall  not  prohibit  questions  being  asked 
relating  to  complaints  respecting  alleged  acts 
of  maladministration  within  British  territory." 
[The  Lord  Stanley  ofAlderUy.) 

•Viscount  CROSS  :  In  reply  to  the  last 
observation  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  four 
restrictions  he  refers  to  will  undoubtedly 
be  in  force.  I  know  of  no  others.  As 
to  my  noble  Friend's  Amendment,  I 
think  the  words  he  proposes  would  be 


dangerous^  and  thsy  would  certainly  be 
superfluous.  In  the  first  place,  the  rules 
are  to  be  drawn  up  by  the  Governor 
General,  and  if  we  permit  questions  to 
be  asked  I  think  it  should  be  for  him  to 
consider  the  matter.  I  think  the  Viceroy 
should  have  the  power  of  putting  a  stop 
to  any  question  if  he  thinks  it  advisable, 
because  it  might  be  entirely  against 
the  public  interest  for  certain  questions 
to  ba  answered.  That  liberty  you 
must  leave  to  the  Viceroy,  Governors, 
and  Lien  tenant  Governors.  Therefore  I 
should  3:ky  that  those  words  would  be 
utterly  useless,  because  no  such  rule 
would  ever  be  made  as  to  prevent  any 
general  inquiry  into  cases  of  malad- 
ministration. In  fact  the  object  of 
giving  this  right  of  asking  questions  is 
for  the  purpose  of  interrogating  the 
Government  upon  their  acts.  At  the 
same  time,  it  is  necessary  to  preserve  the 
power  of  the  Viceroy,  Governors,  and 
Lieutenant  Governors,  to  prevent  any 
question  being  asked,  or  at  all  evente 
to  refuse  an  answer  in  case  it 
should  be  in  his  opinion  injurious  to 
the  public  interest.  I  hope,  therefore, 
your  Lordships  will  not  desire  that  that 
Amendment  should  be  adopted. 

On  Question,  "That  the  proposed 
words  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  resolved  in 
the  negative. 

Clause  3  and  Clause  4  agreed  to. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  After  Clause  4, 
I  have  to  move  a  new  clause  in  reference 
to  the  powers  of  Indian  Provincial  Legis- 
latures. I  need  not  say  anything  fur- 
ther about  it  on  the  present  occasion, 
because  1  stated  all  1  had  to  say  about  it 
upon  going  into  Committee. 

Moved,  on  page  3,  after  clause,  to  insert 
the  following  new  clause  : — 

*'The  local  legislature  of  any  province  in 
India  may  from  time  to  time,  hy  Acts  passed 
under  and  suhject  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Indian  Councils  Act,  1861,  and  with  the  previous 
sanction  of  the  Governor  General,  but  not 
otherwise,  repeal  or  amend  as  to  that  province 
any  law  or  regulation  made  either  before  or 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act  by  any  authority 
in  India  other  than  that  local  legislature :  Pro- 
vided that  an  Act  or  a  provision  of  an  Act 
made  by  a  local  legislature,  and  subsequently 
assented  to  by  ih^  Governor  General  in  pur- 
suance of  the  Indian  Councils  Act,  1861, 
shall  not  be  deemed  invalid  by  reason  only  ot 
its  requiring  the  previous  sanction  of  the 
Governor  General  under  this  section." — {TIm 
Lord  HiT8chelh)\ 
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On  question,  "That  the-*  proposed 
words  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  agreed 
to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3'  on  Monday  next ; 
and  to  ba  printed  as  amended.  (No. 
40.) 

COUNTY    COUNCILS   ASSOCIATION 

EXPENSES  BILL.— (No.  37.) 

COMMIT  FEE. 

House  in  Committee  (accx)rding  to 
order). 

Amendments  reported,  (according  to 
order). 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  I  have  to  pro- 
pose an  Amendment  to  this  Bill.  It  is 
little  more  than  a  verbal  Amendment ; 
but  it  has  been  suggested  to  me  by  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  I  think  it  carries  out  the  intention  of 
the  Bill.  As  the  Bill  is  worded,  it  en- 
ables subscriptions  to  be  provided  by  the 
County  Councils  to  form  a  Common  Fund, 
and  the  intention  no  doubt  was  to  form 
a  single  Association,  of  which  all  the 
County  Councils  in  England  and  Wales 
might  be  members.  The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  has  thought 
it  might  be  considered  that  power  was 
given  to  subscribe  to  an  unlimited  num- 
ber of  Associations.  That  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  Bill,  and,  there- 
fore, I  propose  to  amend  it  so 
that  it  will  read  that  it  is  formed  for 
the  purpose  of  consulting  upon  matters 
to  the  common  interest  of  County 
Councils  in  England  and  Wales.  That 
meets  the  objection  of  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  he 
approves  that  Amendment. 

.  Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  1, 
line  6,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  purposes 
aforesaid,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words — 

''purpose  of  consultations  as  to  their  common 
interests  and  the  discussion  of  matters  relating 
to  local  government,"— ( The  Lord  HeraehelL) 

— instead  thereof. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Bill  to  be  read  3*  to-morrow. 

STANDING  ORDER  No.  XXI. 
•Lord  TEYNHAM:  Your  Lordships 
will  believe  that  it  is  with  keen  ^regret 
and  disinclination — more,  perhaps,  than  I 
can  express,  for  I  do  not  know  that  words 
are  adequate  to  their  expression — that 


I  invite  your  attention  to  the  Motion 
and  to  the  observations  of  which  I  have 
given  notice.  I  do  regret  to  have  to 
make  this  Motion.  I  regret  that  it 
should  be  necessary,  but  I  believe  that 
regret  is  pardoned  to  humanity  since  we 
know  that  it  has  sometimes  been  divine, 
and  I  feel  myself  precluded  from 
resting  any  appeal  on  the  ground  of 
disinclination  to  make  this  Motion, 
contrary  to  my  own  wish.  Although, 
as  too  often  happens,  I  am  ashamed  to 
say  I  do  not  realise  it  as  fully  as  I  should, 
that  unwillingness,  far  from  being  a  dis- 
advantage, is  an  advantage,  and  a  great 
advantage,  if  I  have  undertaken  this, 
in  submission  to  the  imperious  necessity 
sometimes  laid  by  a  higher  power  upon 
the  unwilling.  For  nearly  60  years. 
I  have  possessed,  and  made  use 
of,  the  opportunity  afforded  at  all  timea 
of  observing — vigilantly  and  sometimes 
anxiously  observing  —  the  fluctuating^ 
political  fortunes  of  your  Lordships>' 
House,  but  more  intently  the  variations  in 
mode,  in  temper,  and  in  manner  (which 
is  but  the  index  of  temper)  and  in  the- 
ideas  which  have  been  presented  to,  and 
received  by,  the  mind  of  the  House, 
determining  it  in  an  upward  or  a  down- 
ward course,  and,  above  all — forgive  me,, 
my  Lords,  because  I  particularly  wish 
you  to  mark  this — in  the  consciousness  or 
unconsciousness  of  power,  for  I  want 
your  Lordships  to  regard  that  alternative, 
since  by  it  is  almost  differentiated  life 
from  death.  Oh,  the  greatness  of  that 
immense  influence  —  I  might  almost 
say  a  creative  influence — over  your 
political  fortunes  !  In  the  days  which  I 
can  ramember  your  Standing  Orders 
were,  I  will  not  say  prized,  but  they 
were  thought  useful  as  indicating  the 
sequence  of  business.  Still,  they  were 
more  than  prized —  they  were  reverenced, 
not  because  they  could  in  theory  bo 
appealed  to,  for  I  appeal  to  my  con- 
temporaries whether  they  practically 
ever  were  appealed  to — hardly  ever — 
but  because  they  exercised  an  unseen 
and  benign  influence  in  determining  the 
deliberations  of  your  Lordships'  House 
in  the  direction  of  dignified  order.  I 
particularly  wish  that  you  should  con- 
sider this:  that  if  you  are  henceforth 
to  substitute  for  the  rude — I  do  not  use 
the  word  in  its  usual,  but  in  its  technical 
sense  —  and  mechanical  operation  of 
Standing  Orders,  that  high  code  of  mutual 
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forbearance  of  mutual  respect,  of 
mutual  confidence,  I  assure  your  Lord- 
ships you  will  be  creating  a  stone  of 
Sisyphus  to  which  you  can  give  no  rest, 
and  which  will  give  no  rest  to  you,  but  of 
which  the  revolutions,  ever  provoking — 
the  deadly  tiresome  revolutions — will  be 
never  ending  and  still  beginning.  I 
hope,  my  Lords,  you  will  not  consider 
me  a  laudator  temporis  acti,  but  I  say, 
and  I  speak  from  remembrance,  that  the 
Standing  Orders  of  your  Lordships' 
House  in  ray  earlier  days  were  regarded 
rather  as  decorations  than  as  restraints. 
They  resembled  those  Orders  which 
distinguish  the  more  eminent  Members 
of  your  Lordships'  House,  for  they  were 
accompanied  by  statutory  obligations, 
but  those  statutory  obligations  were 
interpreted  in  the  true,  gentle,  tander 
spirit  of  chivalry.  To  show  you  that  I 
am  not  entirely  disentitled  to  speak 
from  experience,  T  may  mention  thit  I 
was  present  by  favour  (though  very 
shortly  afterwards  I  became  entitled  to 
be  there  by  right)  at  the  fout  of  the 
throne,  upon  what  I  think  you  will 
agree  was  a  very  important  historical 
occasion — it  was,  if  I  remember  rightly, 
the  last  day  of  the  last  Administration  cf 
Lord  Melbourne,  a  great  Minister  with 
whom  I  should  not  on  all  points  agree, 
but  who  concealed  under  a  gay  exterior 
the  most  heroic  self-abnegation  and  the 
proudest  disdain  of  reward,  but  who  has 
his  reward  now,  for  the  people  of  England 
are  beginning  to  learn  the  lasting  value 
of  his  services.  My  Lords,  I  have 
had  better  fortune  even  than  that,  for  I 
had  the  good  fortune  to  hear  the  noble 
Viscount  boast  with  legitimate  pride  that 
he  had  taken  the  noble  Earl,  the  now 
Opposition  chief,  from  the  Buckhounds 
and  made  him  a  leader  of  men.  There 
is  a  well-worn  proverb,  which  is  familar 
to  our  neighbours.  La  caque  sent 
toujour 8  le  liarenfj;  and  if  I  may  ask 
your  Lordships  to  eliminate  from  that 
proverb  the  slight  element  of  coarseness 
which  it  possesses  in  common,  I  think,  with 
most  vulgar  proverbs,  and  to  apply  it  not 
in  the  least  invidiously  to  the  noble  Earl, 
I  think  vou  will  aofroo  with  me  that  the 
noble  Earl,  with  wonderful  and  almost 
juvenile  zest,  afForded  in  the  scene  of  last 
Friday  remarkable  evidence  that  through- 
out all  the  arduous  and  anxious  duties  of 
more  than  one  exalted  office  held 
through  a  long  series  of  years  he  cherishes 


still  in  his  heart  a  loving  recollection 
of  the  whip  !  And  now  as  to  this  Motion 
of  mine.  I  think  I  may  rely  upon  your 
Lordships'  recollection  as  on  my  own 
(and  if  that  recollection  be  imperfect  I 
should  think  Hansard  would  probably 
supply  a  little)  th»t  1  did  request,  and, 
I  hope,  in  a  becoming  manner,  the  in- 
dulgence of  your  Lordships'  House  while  I 
asked  your  leave  to  say  a  few  words  of 
which  I  had  not  given  any  notice,  and  that 
your  Lordships  granted  £hat  indulgence. 
My  sentences  unfortunately  are  rather 
long,  and  I  wish  they  were  not  so  involved, 
but  I  was  allowed  to  speak  for  a  few 
moments.  Your  Loi-dships  had  ample 
time  to  have  said,  "  no,  no."  Had  I  heard 
but  one  negative  from  the  furthermost 
corner  of  the  House  I  should  have  stopped 
at  once  ;  but  I  heard  none — none.  I  must 
now  take  the  opportunity  of  apologising 
to  my  noble  Friend  who  interrupted  me 
— I  am  sure  with  the  very  best  of  motives 
— and  to  assure  him  that  I  thoroughly 
appreciate  his  sterling  character,  for 
althoagh  I  have  not  the  honour  of  his 
personal  accjuaintance,  I  am  well  assured 
of  that.  I  believe  that  if  he  had  had  the 
faintest  conception  of  what  I  was  then 
going  to  say  to  your  Lordships,  had  he 
known  that  I  was  pleading  the  cause  of  a 
gracious  lady  who,  at  that  terrible  time 
of  the  massacre  of  the  Druses,  debcended 
like  a  heavenly  dove  upon  the  fidcl 
of  carnage,  and  still,  in  Syria, .  devotes 
the  rich  resources  of  her  accomplished 
mind,  her  large  fortune,  and  all  the 
faculties  of  her  being  to  the  amelioration 
of  the  condition  of  those  Syrian  natives 
whom  she  had  learned  to  pity  and  to  love 
— had  the  noble  Lord  known,  further, 
that  for  seven  long  months  she  had  been 
waiting,  and  waiting  in  vain,  for  justice; 
that  her  treasury,  dedicated  to  holier 
purposes,  is  being  daily  exhausted  by  ex- 
penditure inlegal  and  diplomatic  expenses 
at  Constantinople ;  that  her  position  has  be- 
come almost  insupportable;  that  every  day 
is  an  anxiety,  and  every  hour  one  of  wist- 
ful but  baffled  hope,  I  am  sure  of  this,  that 
the  noble  Earl  would  almost  sooner  have 
cut  off  his  right  hand  than  have  offered 
to  me  the  faintest  interruption.  And 
now,  my  Lords,  as  to  the  point  of  con- 
gratulation. I  hope  my  Motion  has 
convinced  your  Lordships,  without  my 
saying  anything  more,  why  I  brought 
forward  tliis  without  notice.  Even 
did     J      occupy     the      most      exalted 
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positioa  in  your  Lordships'  House, 
I  should  considar  it  perfectly  pr3- 
sumptuous  on  my  part  to  give  public 
notice  on  a  printed  paper  that  I  intended 
to  offer  my  personal  congratulations 
to  the  noble  Marquess  on  his  having 
made  an  appointment  or  upon  his 
having  happily  recovered  from  the  influ- 
enza. My  Lords,  the  matter  does  not 
require  argument.  I  am  speaking  to 
men  who — I  do  not  know  that  it  was 
always  so  in  the  days  of  our  grandfathers, 
but  it  ^^'  so  now — are  conspicuous  above 
all  otl  jt  Europeans  for  their  observance 
of  the  amenities  of  life ;  and  no  one 
knows  better  the  truth  of  what  1  am 
going  to  say  than  the  noble  Earl  opposite, 
one  of  the  greatest  masters  of  graceful 
compliment.  He  knows  very  well  that 
a  compliment  would  loss  all  its  freshness 
and  therefore  half  its  acceptability,  were 
it  to  be  printed  and  posted  in  the  Orders 
of  the  Day.  But  if  I  may  be  permitted 
to  recur  to  the  French  proverb  which  I 
quoted,  the  noble  Earl  so  eagerly  ran 
after  his  favourite  red  herring  that  he  was 
led  for  the  first  time,  and  I  am  certain  for 
the  last  time,  in  his  life  to  an  opposite 
conclusion.  I  beg  also  to  assure  Lord 
Camperdown  that  I  entertain  no  ani- 
mosity against  him  for  the  part  which  he 
took  in  the  scene  on  Friday;  but  as  no  good 
purpose  would  be  served  by  too  much 
minimising,  I  thin'c  it  my  duty  simply 
to  say  of  the  part  taken  by  the  noble 
Earl  that  it  was  conspicuously  young. 
I  will  say  I  think  he  wished  to 
terminate  in  the  readiest  manner 
an  incident  which  he  thought  was 
beginning  to  be  troublesome,  and 
which,  at  all  events,  I  suppose  was 
troublesome  to  him.  While  he  did  not 
show  any  anxiety  to  discover  what  might 
be  the  meaning  of  that  incident,  he 
did  not  greatly  care  what  might  be 
the  consequences  of  his  own  procedure. 
Well,  my  Lords,  I  am  not  vindic- 
tive ;  but  I  must  say  that,  when  I  wit- 
nessed the  Phaeton-like  performance  of 
the  noble  Earl,  utterly  oblivious  of  the 
paternal  advice,  "/n  medio  tutissimus 
ibis"  I  was  at  that  moment  appalled,  as 
I  am  at  this  moment  surprised ;  and, 
for  a  very  sufficient  reason.  My  last 
previous  knowledge  of  the  noble 
Earl  was  when  I  heard  him  deliver  in 
your  Lordships'  House  words  which 
struck  me  greatly,  words  which  appeared 
to  me  to  soar  above  the  spirit  of  Party, 
Lord  Teynham 


words  of  great  weight  and  wisdom,  and 
which  I  am  inclinedto  think  concurrently 
with  other  events,  but  not  thereby  losing 
their  individual  power,  have  exercised 
an  influence  beyond  the  limits  of  your 
Lordships'  House.  I  hope  the  noble  Earl 
will  see  that  I  entertain  no  animosity 
against  him,  and  I  hope  and  desire  for 
him  nothing  more  than  that  he  should 
have  other  opportunities  of  addressing 
your  Lordships'  House,  and  that  he 
should  avail  himself  of  them.  If  I  wero 
vindictive,  if  I  had  the  deplorable  mis- 
fortune, as  alas !  your  Lordships  know 
is  only  too  possible  to  have  come 
of  a  vindictive  race,  and  never  to 
have  been  sd  favoured  by  Almighty 
God  as  to  be  able  to  overcome  the  natural 
tendency  to  retaliation,  I  might  have 
availed  myself  of  an  easy,  r^dy,  and 
perfectly  Parliamentary  method  of  dealing 
with  the  noble  Lord ;  for,  my  Lords,  I 
should  only  have  had  to  move.  That  it  be 
entered  upon  the  Journals  of  this  House 
that  Lord  Teynham,  having  requested  per- 
mission of  your  Lordships  to  congratulate 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  upon  having 
appointed  Colonel  Trotter,  of  the  Boyal 
Engineers,  Military  Attach^  at  Constan- 
tinople, to  the  post  of  Consul  General 
at  Beyrout,  the  Eirl  of  Camperdown 
moved  that  Lord  Teynham  be  no  longer 
heard.  In  saying  that,  my  Lords,  I  only 
d3sire  to  hold  up  to  him  on  this  occasion 
a  mirror  in  which  he  may  be  enabled 
more  calmly  to  view  himself  than  he 
had  the  opportunity  of  doing  in  the 
exciting  scene  on  Friday.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  have  anything  more  to  say.  I 
hope  the  leaders  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  will  see  that  this  is  a  reasonable 
Motion. 

Moved  to  resolve,  as  an  addition  to 
Standing  Order  XXI.,  that — 

*^  When  the  House  has  tacitly  and  nemine 
eontrad>e  nte  waived  that  op  any  other  Order  by 
request  of  a  Peer  to  enable  him  to  address  it, 
no  Peer  shall  disregard  that  waiver  by  calling 
or  appealing  to  order." — {The  Lord  Teynham*) 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  I  do  not  know 
that  there  is  any  reason  particularly  why 
I  should  follow  the  noble  Lord ;  at  the 
same  time,  as  I  was  one  of  the  three 
Peers  who  called  him  to  order  on  the 
occasion  to  which  he  has  alluded,  and  as 
he  has  made  an  exceedingly  courteous 
allusion  to  myself  this  evening,  I  am 
ready  to  do  so,  and  the  more  readily 
because  I  wish  to  take  the  earliest  oppor- 
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tunity  of  stating  that  in  cilling  him  to 
order  the  other  day  I  did  not  wish 
to  show  the  slightest  discourtesy  to 
him.  I  go  further — and  I  do  not 
think  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Feversham)  will  contradict  me 
when  I  say  that  his  interrogation  was 
a  simple  call  to  order  without  the 
least  desire  to  show  any  want  of  re- 
sp3ct.  Lord  Camperdown  is,  I  believe, 
in  Scotland  at  this  moment ;  but  it  is  my 
conviction  that  my  observation  also 
applies  enti-ely  to  him.  The  order  of 
this  Housj,  unlike  that  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  rests  with  the  House  collec- 
tively and  individually,  and  every  Mem- 
ber is  at  lib3rfcy  to  move  the  Hous3,  when 
he  thinks  it  necessary,  with  a  view  to 
the  maintenance  of  order.  The  first 
respDusibility  for  order  rests  with  the 
leader  of. the  House;  but  as  long  as  I 
havo  been  in  the  House,  I  have  always 
observed  that  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition is  most  anxious  to  assist  the  Go- 
vernment in  questions  of  this  sort,  and  it 
was  for  that  reason  that  I  intervened. 
The  noble  Marquijss  the  other  day  pointad 
out  the  irregularity  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  noble  Lord ;  but,  at  the  same  time. 
Lord  Salisbury  said  that,  personally,  he 
did  not  object  to  hear  Lord  TeynJiam, 
though  he  could  not  then  give  him  any 
answer.  That  is  exactly  the  doctrine 
which  I  have  very  often  preached  in  this 
House ;  but  as  I  think  there  is  an  incDn- 
venience  in  calling  a  noble  Lord  to  order, 
I  made  the  suggestion  that  Lord  Teynham 
should  put  a  question  on  the  Papar  for 
the  next  day,  in  which  case  noble  LDrds 
would  be  prepared  to  state  their  opinions 
upon  the  matter.  It  is  not  for  me  to 
dictate  to  your  Lordships  the  course  you 
should  take  with  regard  to  the  particular 
Motion  which  has  just  been  made ;  but  I 
own  that  if  the  noble  Lord  can  find  a 
Seconder  and  a  Teller,  I,  individually, 
shall  vote  against  him  on  the  ground  that 
he  is  proposing  an  unnecessary  change 
in  the  practice  of  your  Lordships*  House. 
The  Earl  of  FEVERSHAM:  My 
Lords,  I  need  scarcely  say  that  in  the 
action  I  took  on  Friday  I  had  no  personal 
motive  whatever ;  nor,  indeed,  was  it 
with  any  feeling  of  disrespect  to  the 
noble  Lord  that  I  took  the  course  I  did. 
I  simply  thought  it  my  duty  to  rise  to 
order,  having  waited  to  see  whether  he 
was  going  to  confine  himself  to  putting 
a      question,      or     whether      he      was 


going  to  make  remarks  and  raise  a 
discussion ;  and  I  think  the  action  I 
then  took  was  in  conformity  with  the 
tenour  and  spirit  of  the  Standing  Orders 
of  your  Lordships'  House.  It  is  there 
stated  that  where  it  is  intended  to  raise  a 
discussion  upon  a  Motion  notice  of  that 
intention  should  be  given  the  day  before. 
Probably  the  noble  Lord,  not  having 
been  long  a  Member  of  the  House,  was 
not  aware  of  that  Standing  Order,  and  I 
thought  that  possibly  he  would  be 
grateful  to  anyone  who  should  call  his 
attention  to  it.  ^v  uowevcr,  proceeded 
with  his  remarks,  and  as  he  went  on  dis- 
cussing the  matter  he  unfortunately 
rendered  himself  liable  to  other  inter- 
ruptions. I  think  he  will  see  that  the 
Order  of  this  House  rests  in  the  hands 
of  your  Lordships  both  individually  and 
collectively  as  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
has  said.  In  that  way  this  House  has 
always  maintained  its  own  order.  It  is  a 
privilege  which  is  given  to  every 
Member,  of  this  House,  and  I  hope  we 
shall  long  continue  to  exercise  that 
privilege.  I  hope  the  House  will  always 
maintain  its  own  order  and  regularity. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
am  not  sure,  my  Lords,  that- 1  can  follow 
the  noble  Lord  who  has  jast  sat  down 
in  his  admiration  of  the  peculiar  custom 
of  this  House  which  places  the  keeping 
of  order  individually  in  your  Lordships' 
hands.  It  has  often  been  suggested  that 
another  mode  morj  analogous  to  that 
which  obtains  in  the  House  of  Commons 
might  be  adopted.  But  serious  diflB- 
culties  have  been  found  to  arise,  and  no 
change  has  been  made.  I  think  when 
there  is  a  difficalty  with  regard  to  order 
in  this  House  a  larger  amount  of  time  is 
expended  upon  the  matter  than  is 
devoted  to  such  occasions  in  the  House  of 
Commons ;  but  though  the  rule  in  this 
House  involves  a  larger  expenditure  of 
time,  it  has  not  been  thought  right  that 
any  change  should  be  made.  With  regard 
to  this  p:irticular  Motion,  I  hope  the 
House  will  not  adopt  it,  because  it  is  a 
mere  reiteration  of  that  which  is  at 
present  the  Standing  Order  of  the  House. 
If  you  examine  the  words  you  will  see 
that  where  the  Standing  Order  has  been 
suspended  7ie mine  contradicente  nobody 
shall  be  allowed  to  be  ciUed  to  order  on 
account  of  acting  contrary  to  that 
decision.  That  would  certainly  be  the 
case   as   the   Orders   stand    now.     The 
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point  in  which  the  proceedings  in  this 
case  differ  from  those  which  are  contem- 
plated in  the  Motion  is  that  the  decision 
nemine  contraidicente  was  taken  in  a  very- 
informal  manner.  As  the  addition  will 
make  no  differeuce  in  the  Orders  of  the 
House,  I  trust  it  will  not  be  adopted. 
On  Question,  resolved  in  the  negative. 

LARCENY  ACT,  1861,  AMENDMENT  (USB 
OF  FIREARMS)  BILL.— (No.  1 8. 
House  in   Committee    (according    to 
order) ;    Bill  repoiT*  \  without   Amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  reaa  j"  to-morrow. 

COMMITTEE    OF    SELECTION    FOR 
STANDING    COMMITTEES. 

Report  from.  That  the  Committee  have 
added  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Lichfield  to 
the  Standing  Committee  for  General 
Bills  for  the  consideration  of  the  Presen- 
tation to  Benefices  Bill ;  read  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

House  adjourned  al  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF      COMMONS, 
Thursday,  ISth  March,  1890. 

QUESTIONS. 

AGRICULTURAL  SCHOOLS. 
Sib  RICHARD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  whether  he 
proposes  to  present  to  the  House  any 
statsment  of  the  distribution  of  "  Grants 
in  Aid  "  to  Agricultural  schools  during 
the  current  financial  year  ;  and  whether 
he  will,  in  connection  with  any  such 
statement,  present  a  Report  on  the  Agri- 
cultural School  at  Aspatria,  the  system  of 
agricultural  teaching  carried  on  in  con- 
nection with  the  college  at  Bangor,  or  of 
technical  or  other  work  at  other  Agricul- 
tural schools  assisted  by  the  Depart- 
ment? 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin,  Lincoln, 
Sleaford) :  I  hope  very  shortly  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  a  statement  showing  the 
distribution  of  the  Grants  in  Aid  to 
Agricultural  and  Dairy  schools  during 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


the  current  financial  year.  I  will  endea- 
vour also  to  supplement  that  statement 
by  an  explanatory  Report  upon  the 
educational  work  carried  on,  as  I  am 
informed  and  as  I  am  glad  to  say,  with 
very  considerable  success,  both  at  the 
institutions  which  arc  named  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  also  in  other  quarters  where 
assistance  has  been  rendered  by  the 
Parliamentary  Grant. 

TEACHERS    IN    ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOLS. 

Sir  RICHARD  PAGET  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  he  can 
see  his  way  to  make  provision  whereby 
pupils  in  training  for  the  post  of  teachers 
at  Elementary  schools  may  have  oppor- 
tunities of  acquiring  a  sufficient  know- 
ledge of  both  practical  and  theoretical 
agriculture  to  enable  them  to  givel 
lessons  to  children  in  elementary  schools 
in  simple  agricultural  facts  and  Elemen- 
tary agricultural  processes  ;  and  whether 
similar  provision  can  be  made  for 
instruction  of  teachers  at  Elementary 
schools,  either  at  local  centres  or  in 
some  other  manner  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Harp  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  The  new  Code  contains  pro- 
visions which  will,  I  hope,  contribute  to 
secure  the  objects  my  hon.  Friend  has 
in  view,  so  far  as  the  future  supply  of 
teachers  is  concerned.  And  it  seems  to 
me  that  provision  could  be  made  as 
regards  existing  teachers  to  local  classea 
in  agriculture  under  t^e  Science  and 
Art  Department.  I  shall  also  be  glad  to 
consider  any  further  scheme  for  the 
purpose. 

THE  COAL  MINES  REGULATION  ACT. 
Mr.  DONALD  CRAWFORD  (Lanark, 
N.E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  prosocution  of  a  miner  in  the  Sheriff 
Court  at  Hamilton  for  a  contravention  of 
the  Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  by  using 
a  stemmer  or  other  implement  of  a 
description  forbidden  by  the  Act; 
whether  the  trial  was  fixed  for  4th 
March,  but,  when  the  case  was  called,  it 
was  without  any  previous  notice  post- 
poned indefinit3ly,  at  the  instance  of  the 
Public  Prosecutor,  on  the  ground  that 
some  of  his  witnesses  were  ill ;  whether, 
eight    working     miners    attended     the 
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Court  as  witnesses  for  the  defence ; 
whether  he  will  consider  the  propriety 
of  re-imbursing  those  witnesses  for  the 
loss  of  their  wages  and  expenses ;  and 
whether  he  will  give  such  instructions 
to  the  Procurator  Fiscal  as  will  prevent 
such  inconvenience  and  loss  being  caused 
to  witnesses  who  attend  in  the  per- 
formance of  a  public  duty  ? 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Bute) :  I  have  inquired  into 
this  matter.  It  was  not  possible  to  give 
any  notice  of  postponement  of  trial, 
as  the  Procurator  Fiscal  was  only  made 
aware  of  the  absence  from  illness  of  an 
essential  witness  half  an  hour  before  the 
hour  fixed  for  the  trial.  I  have  no 
reason  to  doubt  the  accuracy  of  the 
number  of  working  miners  present,  given 
in  the  question,  but  am  unable  to  say 
positively,  as  no  notice  was  given  to  the 
Procurator  Fiscal  either  as  to  the  number 
of  these  witnesses  or  the  nature  of  their 
evidence.  It  would  be  quite  contrary  to 
practice  to  re-imburse  such  witnesses. 
The  professional  and  official  experience 
of  the  hon.  Member  must  doubtless  make 
him  aware  that  such  a  delay  as  occurred 
in  this  case  is  sometimes  unavoidable, 
and  of  very  rare  occurrence.  Every  care 
is  taken  by  the  Public  Prosecutors, 
where  it  is  possible  for  them  to  do  so,  to 
intimate  any  postponement,  and  to  avoid 
inconvenience  and  loss  to  those  persons 
who  may  have  to  attend.  In  these 
circumstances  I  think  he  will  agree  with 
me  that  it  is  undesirable  to  issue  in- 
structions to  the  Procurator  Fiscal  which 
would  imply  censure  where  no  error  had 
been  committed. 

THE  SCOTCH- AMERICAN  MAILS. 
Mr.  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  he  can 
explain  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  Scotch  mails  for  America  of  Saturday, 
24th  August,  Saturday,  7th  September, 
1889,  and  Saturday,  25th  January,  arrived 
in  New  York  a  week,  four  days,  and 
four  dHys  late  respectively,  those  of  31st 
August  being  delivered  at  the  same  time 
as  those  mailed  on  the  previous  Saturday  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  by  these  delays 
British  merchants  in  New  York  were  put 
to  serious  expense  and  annoyance  by 
their  shipments  of  goods  being  placed 
under  general  order  by  the  Custom 
House  in  New  York,  and  could  not  be 
touched  until  the  certified  invoices  mailed 


by  the  retarded  mails  arrived;  and 
whether  the  Post  Office  Department,  in 
each  case  of  the  delay  of  the  Scotch 
mails  to  America,  investigates  the  cause 
and  addresses  a  remonstrance  to  the 
party  responsible  for  it  ?  \ 

♦The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge)  :  From 
the  inquiries  I  have  made  the  hon. 
Member  appears  to  have'  been  mis-in- 
formed as  to  delay  having  occurred  to 
the  Scotch  mails  for  America  of  Saturday, 
August  24th  last.  I  find  that  those 
mails  reached  Queenstown  in  due  course, 
and  were  embarked  on  the  25  th  on  board 
the  Cunard  packet  Senna,  and  weie 
delivered  at  New  York  on  September  1st* 
The  Scotch  mails  of  September  7th,  1889, 
unfortunately  missed  the  Cunard  steamer 
owing  to  an  accident  on  the  railway  near 
Carlisle,  which  blocked  both  lines  of 
railway.  These  mails  reached  America 
four  days  late.  The  delay  of  the  mails 
of  Saturday,  January  25tli  last  occurred 
through  exceptionally  stormy  weather, 
which  delayed  the  train,  as  I  explained 
on  the  3rd  inst.,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member's  question  on  that  subject.  I 
can  quite  understand  that  delays  such  as 
those  referred  to  are  the  cause  of  serious 
expense  and  annoyance  to  shippers,  and 
I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  my 
department  carefully  inquires  into  each 
case  of  delay  and  makes  a  special  repre- 
sentation to  the  company  in  fault  when- 
ever it  appears  that  the  delay  has  re- 
sulted from  circumstances  over  which 
the  company  could  have  exercised 
control. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  (Greenock)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  Gtjneral 
whether,  in  the  event  of  the  Scotch- 
American  mails  missing  the  outward 
bound  packet  at  Queenstown,  he  would 
cause  a  notification  of  the  fact  to  be 
made  through  the  Press,  together  with 
an  intimation  of  the  name  of  the  steamer 
by  which  such  delayed  mails  would  be 
forwarded  ? 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  can  readily  appre* 
ciate  the  convenience  it  would  be  to 
merchants  and  others  to  have  the  informa- 
tion suggested  by  my  hon.  Friend 
whenever  a  delay  of  the  kind  unfortu- 
nately takes  place.  I  propose,  accordingly, 
to  cause  notices  to  be  inserted  in  the 
daily  Post  Office  List,  which,  as  the 
official  organ  of  the  Department,  goes  to 
all  the  principal  Post  Offices  throughout 
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the  United  Kingdom,  and  is  taken  by 
a  large  nnmber  of  merchants  and  others. 
If,  however,  this  turns  out  to  be  an  in- 
adequate way  of  affording  the  informa- 
tion desired,  I  shall  have  no  objection  to 
giving  further  publicity  to  the  notices 
through  the  Public  Press. 

IRELAND-THE  ENNISCORTHY 
LUNATIC  ASYLUM. 

Mb.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Wexford,N.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  if  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  omission  of  the  name  of  the  Mayor 
of  Wexford  from  the  List  of  Governors 
of  the  Enniscorthy  District  Lunatic  Asy- 
lum ;  whether  from  the  foundation  of  the 
institution  until  now  the  Mayor  of  Wex- 
ford has  always  been  one  of  its  Governors ; 
who  is  responsible  for  advising  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  his  selection  of  Governors 
for  this  institution;  and  what  is  the 
reason  for  the  removal  of  the  name  of 
the  present  Mayor  of  Wexford  from  the 
list? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin) :  It  is  the  practice  of  the  Lord 
Lieutanant  to  select  the  Mayor  of  a  city 
or  town  as  a  Governor  of  the  District 
Lunatic  A«»ylum  for  his  term  of  office, 
provided  there  be  no  reason  to  the  con- 
trary. The  Lord  Lieutenant  directly 
exercis3S  his  own  responsibility  in  the 
matter.  The  Mayor  of  Wexford  was 
undergoing  two  months'  imprisonment 
for  intimidation.  He  was,  therefore,  not 
appoint  3d  a  Governor  of  the  Asylum. 

DISTURBANCE  AT  PALLASKENRY. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Iraland  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  on  Wednesday  evening,  5th 
March,  a  numb2r  of  Protestants,  return- 
ing from  Pallaskenry,  County  Limerick, 
after  attending  an  auction  there,  were 
waylaid  and  attacked  with  stones  by 
persons  lying  in  ambush ;  that  several 
parsons  were  struck,  and  one  S3verely 
cut  in  the  forehead  with  a  stone ;  and 
that  the  clergyman  of  the  parish  has 
been  palted  with  stones  and  his  family 
insulted  ;  whether  he  has  any  evidsnce 
to  show  that  these  disturbances  were 
occasioned  by  the  denunciations  of 
Roman  Catholic  Priests,  which  followed 
the  recent  conversion  to  Prot:jstantism  of 
a  Roman  Catholic  servant ;  and 
J/r.  Raikes 


whether,  in  consequence  of  the 
condition  of  the  district,  an  extra  force 
of  police  had  to  be  brought  there  for  the 
protection  of  the  Protestants,  who  are  boy- 
cotted and  in  danger  of  their  lives  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  The  Constabulary 
authorities  report  that  stones  were 
thrown  as  alleged  in  the  question,  and 
that  some  of  the  party  were  struck  but 
not  injured.  The  police  have  no  infor- 
mation as  to  the  clergyman  or  his  family 
having  been  intarfered  with.  There  is 
no  evider'»e  before  the  police  of  the 
nature  irlicated  in  the  spcond  paragraph. 
The  reply  to  the  inquiry  in  the  third 
paragraph  is  in  the  negative. 

ALLEGED  ASSAULTS  BY  CONSTABLES 
—CASE  OF  MR.  MYLES  O'BRIEN. 
Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Mr.  Myles  O'Brien,  of  Tipperary,  on  the 
evening  of  the  17th  February,  when 
moving  on  at  the  command  of  the  police, 
and  while  his  back  was  turned,  received 
a  blow  on  the  neck  from  one  of  the 
policemen  which  felled  him  to  the 
ground,  and  was  kicked  by  them  when 
rising  to  his  feet;  that  Mr.  O'Brien  at 
once  accused  the  policemen,  and  pro- 
ceeded to  the  barracks,  but  was  refused 
the  names  of  the  men  by  the  head  con- 
stables in  charge  ;  that  District  Inspector 
Gamble  also  refused  their  names,  but 
ofFered  to  parade  all  the  men,  which 
being  done,  Mr.  O'Brien  identified  his 
assailants  ;  and  that  Mr.  Meldon,  R.M., 
refused  to  issue  an  order  for  summonses 
against  the  policemen  identified  by  Mr. 
O'Brien  ;  and  whether  the  police  and 
resident  magistrates  acted  legally  in  re- 
fusing this  information  to  a  man  who 
was  seeking  redress  from  the  police 
and  authorities  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  I  am  informed  that 
the  facts  are  not  accurately  represented 
in  the  question.  The  District  Inspector 
courted  the  fullest  inquiry.  He  paraded 
all  the  men  who  had  been  on  duty  at 
the  hour  Mr.  O'Brien  said  he  had  been 
assaulted,  and  on  his  pointing  out 
two  men  the  District  Inspector  gave 
him  their  names  in  writing.  Some 
days  afterwards  Mr.  O'Brien  went  to 
Mr.  Meldon,  R.M.,  who  referred  him 
to  Colonel  Caddell,  R.M.,  who  was 
resident  in  the  town,  and  who  was  pro- 
bably conversant  with   the   facts,    and 
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therefore  the  proper  person  to  consider 
the  necessity,  or  otherwise,  for  granting  a 
summons. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  Maj  I  ask  why 
a  summons  was  refused,  and  whether 
police  instructions  were  issued  to  baton 
the  people*  without  provocation ;  also 
-whether  Mr.  O'Brien  was  speaking 
to  two  persons  on  business  only  when 
he  was  assaulted  in  the  manner  de- 
scribed ? 

Mr.  madden  :  No  instructions  were 
issued  to  the  police  to  baton  the  people. 
I  know  nothing  of  the  circumstances 
beyond  what  I  have  stated,  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  desires  further  information 
he  must  give  notice. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.)  : 
If  instructions  were  not  issued  to  the 
police,  how  is  it  that  they  did  baton  the 
people? 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  owing  to  the  very  un  satisfactory 
answer  I  have  received  I  will  put  down 
another  question  for  to-morrow. 

GREYSTONES.  HARBOUR. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  CORBET  (Wicklow, 
E.)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  what  steps  will  be  taken  to 
improve  the  condition  of  Grey  stones  Har- 
bour? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  I  am 
sorry  that  I  cannot  give  a  definite  answer 
to  the  question  at  present.  Inquiry  is  now 
being  made,  and  until  I  receive  a  reply  I 
am  unable  to  answer  the  question. 

RAILWAY  FROM  LONDONDERRY  TO 
CARNDONAGH. 
Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Commis- 
sioners under  the  Light  Railways  Act  of 
1889,  at  the  inquiry  held  at  Carndonagh 
in  the  County  of  Donegal,  refused  to  hear 
evidence  in  favour  of  a  line  of  railway 
from  Londonderry  to  Carndonagh  and 
Moville,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  not 
scheduled,  and  that  they  could  only  take 
evidence  with  regard  to  a  line  or  lines 
between  the  scheduled  termini  of 
Carndonagh  and  Buncrana;  whether 
such  refusal  was  not  a  violation  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  prescribed 
procedure  thereunder,  with  the  result 
that  the  promoters  of  the  line  from 
Derry  to   Carndonagh  and  Moville  were 


prevented  from  showing  the  superior 
advantages  of  such  proposed  line  over 
the  scheduled  line  from  Carndonagh  to 
Buncrana ;  whether  all  the  local  wit- 
nesses examined  in  favour  of  the 
scheduled  line  admitted  in  crossr 
examination  that  the  direct  line  from 
Carndonagh  to  Londonderry  would  bo 
preferable  to  the  line  by  Buncrana ;  and 
whether  the  proposed  line  from 
Londonderry  to  Carndonagh  and  Moville 
will  be  now  scheduled ;  and,  pending 
the  investigation  into  the  merits  thereof, 
the  consideration  of  the  scheduled  line 
from  Carndonagh  to  Buncrana  will  be 
postponed  ? 

*Mr.  JACKSON :  In  reply  to  paragraphs 
one  and  two  of  the  hon.  Member's  ques- 
tion, I  have  to  state  that  the  Inspectors 
on  the  first  day  of  the  inquiry  declined 
to  receive  the  evidence  in  question  under 
a  misapprehension.  The  Board  of  Works* 
attention  having  been  called  to  this  ruling 
they  instructed  the  Inspectors  to  receive 
the  evidence,  and  they  did  so  at  their 
subsequent  sitting.  In  reference  to 
paragraph  three,  considerable  evidence 
was  given  in  favour  of  the  Moville  Line  ; 
and  as  to  paragraph  four,  the  Board  of 
Works  are  required  by  statuta  to  make  a 
Report  on  the  Buncrana  and  Carndonagh 
Line,  which  was  scheduled  in  the  Order 
in  Council  in  November  last,  and  their 
Report  will  be  brought  before  the  Grand 
Jury,  with  whom  it  rests  either  to 
accept  or  reject  the  line.  The  Moville 
and  Carndonagh  Line  was  not  scheduled 
in  the  Order  in  Council,  and  cannot  come 
before  the  Grand  Jury  under  the  Act  of 
1889. 

TULLAMORE     GAOL. 

Mr.  peter  Mcdonald  (siigo,N.): 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  the  following  extraict 
from  the  Midland  Tribune  and  the 
Report  of  Dr.  Moorehead  are  correct : — 

**  Dr.  Moorehead,  J. P.,  continues  to  visit  the 
political  prisoners  in  Tullamore  Gaol,  and  finds 
them  in  fairly  good  health,  notwithstanding  the 
hardships  to  which  they  are  subjected,  and  one 
of  the  worst  is  the  system  of  isolation  pursued 
with  regard  to  them.  This  is  to  such  an  ex- 
tent that  from  one  end  of  the  week  to  the  other 
they  can  never  see  one  another's  faces  :'' 

"February  21st,  1890.  vigited  the  Gaol  and 
Crimes  Act  prisoners,  Rev.  Father  O'Dwyer, 
Messrs.  R.  J.  Gordon,  and  P.  A.M'Huffh.  Mr. 
M*Hugh  complained  of  the  system  of  isc'lation 
pursued  with  regard  to  him,  and  demanded  a» 
a  right  to  exercise  with  prisoners   of   his  own 
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class.  So  far  as  I  understand,  the  isolation 
)»rinciple  in  prison  discipline  is  only  applied  to 
1  he  worst  malefactors  in  convict  prisons,  and  it 
18  a  panishment  not  contemplated  hy  or  implied 
ia  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act. 

"  G.    A.    MOOREHEAD,  J.P." 

And  whether  sueli  isolation  shall  continue 
to  b3  applied  to  prisoners  under  this 
Act? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  postpone  the  question.  I 
liave  not  yet  received  a  Report. 

THE    8LIG0    ASSIZES. 

Mr.  peter  Mcdonald  :  i  beg  to 

ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  has  bsen  drawn  to 
the  address  of  the  Judge,  Mr.  Justice 
Johnson,  to  the  Grand  Jury  on  the 
occasion  of  the  opening  of  the  Com- 
mission for  the  County  Sligo  on  the 
7th  inst.,  in  which  he  congratulated 
them 

''On  the  fact  that  there  was  only  one  case 
(which  had  heen  adj earned  fiom  the  Winter 
Assizes)  to  go  hefore  them," 

and  said  that — 

**  It  was  a  very  satisfactory  condition  for 
such  a  large  county  ;'* 

and  whether,  in  view  of  this  expression 
of  opinion  from  the  learned  Judge,  he 
Avill  explain  the  reasons  why  the  county 
town  was  proclaimed  some  two  months 
ijigo  under  tlio  Criminal  Law  and  Pro- 
cedure (Ireland)  Act  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  understand  that  it 
is  the  case  that  the  learned  Judge  at 
Assizes  called  attention  to  the  sjitisfactory 
condition  of  the  County  Sligo.  The  town 
of  Sligo  was  proclaimed  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  1877,  with  a  view  to  put  down 
cartjiin  intimidation  with  regard  to  the 
taking  of  evicted  farms.  That  proclama- 
tion was  subsequently  removed  on 
February  10,  1890. 

LIGHT  RAILWAY   FROM   GALWAY  TO 
CLIFDEN. 
Mr.   CLANCY    (Dublin  Co.,    N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  scheme  approved  for  a  light 
railway    from   Gal  way   to    Clifden  was 
designed   by  Mr.  Price,   C.E. ;  whether 
Mr.  Price,  C.E.,  is,  or   was,   consulting 
engineer  for  an  English  Syndicata    pro- 
moting  light   railways    in    Ireland,  in- 
cluding  the    one   selected   in    Galway ; 
whether  the  plans  for  the  adopted  Galway 
^fr.  PHcv  M'Dnn^ld 


scheme  were  lodged  by  Mr.  Price,  or 
their  accuracy  sworn  to  by  him  or  by  any 
one  who  had  actually  made  the  necessary 
surveys  ;  and  whether  the  engineers,  who 
are  to  certify  to  the  progress  of  the  work 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  public 
money  to  be  given  for  the  coD3tniction  of 
the  line,  are  to  be  paid  by  the  promoters 
of  the  line,  one  of  whom  is  proposed  con- 
tractor? I  have  also  to  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  is  a  &ct  that  of 
the  four  competing  schemes  fqr  a  light 
railway  from  Galway  to  Clifden,  the  one 
reported  on  favourably  and  adopted  by 
the  Board  of  Works  is  that  the  plans  it 
which  were  made  and  lodged  by  Mr. 
Price,  C.E.,  or  by  other  persons  acting 
under  his  instructions;  whether  Mr. 
Barton,  C.E.,  was  one  of  those  who-  re- 
ported favourably  on  Mr.  Price's  scheme ; 
and  whether,  while  Mr.  Barton  was  re- 
porting favourably  on  Mr.  Price's  Gkdway 
scheme,  Mr.  Price  was  one  of  those  who 
reported  favourably  on  Mr.  Barton's 
scheme  for  a  light  railway  in  Done- 
gal? 

♦Mr.  JACKSON :  I  am  informed  that 
Mr.  John  Price  originally  laid,  out  itb» 
line  referred  to  in  1885  when  the  scheme 
was  passed  by  the  Grand  Jury  under. the 
Act  of  1883  ;  but  it  was  thrown  out  by 
the  Privy  Council.  Mr.  Price  was  con- 
sulting engineer  to  the  English  Conipany 
mentioned;  but  he  retired  from  thi^ 
position  before  the  public  inquiry  was 
held.  The  plans  for  the  adopted  scheme 
were  lodged  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Towns- 
end,  C.E.,  and  Mr.  Joyce,  who  gaire 
evidence.  With  reference  to  the  third 
paragraph  in  the  first  question  the 
appointment  of  engineers  to  certify 
to  the  progress  of  the  work  will,  of 
course,  rest  with  the  Board  of  Works. 
No  steps  have  been  taken,  and,  there- 
fore, I  am  not  able  to  say  who  will  be 
apjx)intid  engineers.  I  am  able  to  say, 
however,  that  inquiries  into  the  merits 
of  the  schemes  under  the  Light  Railways 
Act,  1889,  were  held,  and  that  full 
opportunity  was  given  for  bringing  out 
the  merits  or  defects  of  the  scheme. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  Does  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man admit  that  Mr.  Barton  reported  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Price's  scheme,  and  that 
Mr.  Price  rj ported  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Barton's  ? 

*x\Ir.  JACKSON  :  I  do  not  know  that 
that  is  a  proper  definition  of  what 
occurred ;  but  I  have   already  informed 
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flie  Houso  in  answer  to  a  question  put  to 
me  some  time  ago,  that  it  is  a  fact  that 
Mr.  Barton  was  a  member  of  the  Court 
which  inquired  into  the  merits  of  Mr. 
Price's  scheme,  and  that  Mr.  Price  was  a 
member  of  the  Court  which  inquired 
into  the  scheme  presonted  by  Mr.  Barton. 
But,  in  each  cose,  these  gentlemen  were 
only  members  of  the  Court,  and  it  was 
the  Court  which  decided.  I  have  no 
<loubt  that  the  merits  of  all  the  schemes 
presented  were  fully  discussed. 

Mr.  CLANCY' :  Is  it  not  the  case  that 
Mr.  Price  was  the  only  engineer  in  the 
one  Court,  and  Mr.  Barton  tlie  only 
engineer  in  the  other  ? 

♦Mr.  JACKSON :  I  shall  not  answer 
that  question. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  consider  that 
such  a  system  us  he  has  indicated  is 
satisfactory  ? 

•Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  believe  that  every 
care  was  taken  by  the  Court  to  afford 
every  opportunity  for  a  searching  inquiry 
to  be  made,  and  that  the  result  was  satis- 
factory. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  say  how  much  money  is  to  be 
given  to  Mr.  Price  under  Mr.  Barton's 
Report,  and  how  much  is  to  be  given  to 
Mr.  Barton  under  Mr.  Price's  Report  ? 

♦Mr.  JACKSON:  I  have  no  know- 
ledge. 

Mr.  CLANCY:  How  long  has  Mr. 
Price  ceas'jd  to  ba  the  consulting  en- 
gineer of  the  English  Syndicate  ? 

♦Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  do  not  know. 

PRISON  TEEATMENT  OF  JOHN  DALY. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment if  h3  can  state  the  result  of  his 
further  inquiries  into  the  treatment  of 
Mr.  John  Daly  since  the  visit  of  Pigott 
to  Chatham  Prison,  and  if  any  Member  of 
the  House  applies  t  -y  him  for  permission  to 
.see  Mr.  Daly,  to  inquire  into  his  treat- 
ment, will  it  bo  granted  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  The  visitors  have  not 
yet  concluded  their  investigation,  or  re- 
port L^d  to  mo.  In  answer  to  the  second 
paragraph  ^f  tha  hon.  Gentleman's  ques- 
tion, I  must  refer  him  to  the  reply  I  gave 
to  a  similar  inquiry  on  February  18th 
Inst. 


Mr.  JOHNSTON  :  Was  not  the  John 
Daly  referred  to  imprisoned  for  attempt- 
ing to  blow  up  the  House  of  Commons 
with  dynamite? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  If  a  man  was  in 
prison  for  attempting  to  blowup  the  House 
of  Commons,  that  is  no  reason  why  he 
should  be  treated  like  a  dog.  I  make  a 
distinct  allegation  that,  since  Daly  was 
visited  by  Pigott  and  asked  to  give  evi- 
dence incriminating  Members  of  the 
House  in  the  dynamita  conspiracy,  he 
has  been  ill-treated.  What  I  want  to 
know  is  whether,  if  I  write  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a  lettar  requesting  leave 
to  see  Daly,  with  a  view  to  investigating 
the  whole  matter,  he  will  grant  me 
permission  to  do  so  in  the  same  way  that 
Mr.  Soames  and  his  agents  were  admitted 
into  all  the  gaols  in  England  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  No  agent  of  Mr. 
Soames  has  been  allowed  to  visit  a  prison 
for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  a  matter 
of  prison  discipline.  I  have  already  told 
hon.  Members  that  I  have  requested  the 
visitors  of  the  prison  to  make  an  indepen- 
dent inquiry  into  the  treatment  of  Daly. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Would  application 
made  by  me  to  visit  Daly  be  granted  or 
refused? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  That  would  depend 
upon  whether  or  not  Daly  was  entitled 
to  a  visit.  If  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to 
investigate  matters  of  prison  discipline 
he  would  not  be  allowed  to  do  so. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  :  Con- 
sidering  the  length  of  time  that  has 
elapsed  since  the  prison  officials  were 
charged  with  attempting  to  poison  Daly 
by  administering  belladonna,  will  the 
Home  Secretary  take  steps  to  expedite 
the  day  on  which  the  Report  of  the 
visitors  will  be  received  ? 

Mr.  MAITHEWS :  I  cannot  name  a 
day  ;  but  I  have  requested  the  visitors  to 
make  the  inquiry  with  reasonable  speed. 
I  am  unwilling  to  interfere  in  an  inquiry 
which  I  desire  to  be  independent. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs)  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  who  the  visitors  are  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  Chairman  of 
the  visitors  is  the  County  Court  Judge 
of  the  district. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HP]ALY  :  Have  the  Govern- 
ment  admitted  that  this  con\'ict  had 
doses  of  belladonna  administered  to  him 
in  excess  ;  and  is  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  aware  that  a  meeting  called  at 
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Limerick  on  Sanday  to  protast  against 
the  treatment  of  Daly  has  been  pro- 
claimed ? 

•The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the 
circumstance  ;  bnt  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  tells  me  that  it  is  not  the 
case. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  will  raise  the  ques- 
tion on  the  Vote  on  Account,  unless  the 
Report  is  issued  before  that  time. 

SECRET  INQUIRIES. 
Mr.  gill  (Louth,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
he  is  aware  that  Mr.  M*Dermott,  a  re- 
cently evicted  tenant  on  the  Clanricarde 
Estats,  now  in  Gtilway  Gaol,  who  has  been 
kept  in  prison  eight  weeks  on  the  ground  of 
declining  to  give  evidence  before  a  secret 
inquiry,  and  who  has  been  brought  once 
a  week  during  these  eight  weeks  under 
a  heavy  escort  from  Galway  to  Ballinasloe, 
a  distance  of  40  miles,  and  on  each  occa  • 
6ion  remanded,  has  on  each  occasion  ex- 
pressed his  willingness  to  answer  any 
question  put  him  in  open  Court ;  and 
what,  under  thes3  circumstances,  is  the 
explanation  of  his  continued  imprison- 
ment? 

♦Mr.  MADDEN  :  I  am  informed  that 
it  is  the  cas3  that  M*Dermott,  having  re- 
fused to  give  evidence  at  an  inquiry  held 
at  Mountshannon  and  Ballinasloe,  has 
been  re-committed  to  the  county  prison, 
as  stated  in  the  question,  for  continuing 
that  refusal.  The  inquiry  is  being  held 
under  Section  6  of  the  Explosives  Sub- 
stances Act,  1883,  in  connection  with 
an  alleged  attempt  to  blow  up  the  police 
and  other  persons  present  at  evictions 
on  the  Clanricarde  Estate.  His  imprison- 
ment has  been  due  to  his  refusal  to  com- 
ply with  the  requirements  of  the 
Statute. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Was  there  any 
reason  why  the  inquiry  should  be  carried 
on  under  the  Secret  Clause  of  the 
Crimes  Act ;  and,  if  so,  is  it  legal  to  in- 
flict more  than  a  month's  inprisonment  1 

♦Mr.  madden  :  I  cannot  answer  that 
question  ofE-hand  without  referring  to 
the  section. 

Mr.  SHAWLEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central):  Is  there  anything  in  the  Act 
which  justifies  a  secret  inquiry  in  a  case 
of  this  kind  1 

Mr.  T.  M.  Heahj 


♦Mr.  madden  :  If  the  right  hen: 
Gentleman  will  refer  to  the  Act,  which 
is  one  applying  to  the  entire  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  he  will  find  the  section 
under  which  the  inquiry  was  held. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  ;  Are  not  the 
provisions  of  the  Crimes  Act  more  strin- 
gent than  those  of  the  General  Criminal 
Law? 

♦Mr.  madden  :  The  provisions  of  the 
two  Acts  are  in  this  respect  very  similar. 
Mr.  GILL:  Is  it  true  that  Mr. 
M^Dermott  has  offered  to  answer  any 
question  that  may  be  put  to  him  in  open 
Court? 

♦Mr.  madden  :  Whether  that  is  true 
or  not  I  do  not  know ;  but  it  is  highly 
irrelevant,  the  object  of  the  inquiry  being 
to  ascertain  if  there  was  sufficient  evi- 
dence to  justify  a  prosecution  in  open 
Court. 

Mr.  gill  :  I  beg  to  give  notice  that 
on  the  earliest  opportunity  I  will  call  at- 
tention to  this  matter. 

LETTERKENNiT  POST  OFFICE. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  inconvenient  character  and 
inadequate  accommodation  of  the  exist- 
ing post  office  at  Letterkenny;  and 
whether  he  will  take  early  steps  to 
provide  an  office  suitable  to  the  require- 
ments of  the  place  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKES:  I  have  received 
a  communication  from  the  Town 
Commissioners  on  the  subject.  Owing  to 
the  growth  of  business  since  1887,  it  is 
now  thought  that  additional  accommoda- 
tion should  be  provided ;  and  as  the 
appointment  is  vacant,  the  new  Post- 
master will  be  required  to  do  this  either 
by  enlarging  the  present  premises,  or 
obtaining  others.  It  is  not  considered 
that  the  Department  would  be  warranted 
in  undertaking  to  erect  a  special  building 
for  the  purpose. 

CAPTAIN  R.  T.  RYE. 
Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if 
it  is  a  fact  that,  on  Wednesday  evening 
last  the  5th  instant.  Captain  Richard 
Tonson  Rye,  D.L.,  of  Rye  Court,  Crooks- 
town,  County  Cork,  deliberately  tired  two 
shots  at,  and  wounded,  a  labourer  and 
tenant  of  his  named  Corcoran,  who  was 
taking  a  short  cut  home  across  a  field  in 
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the  demesne  ;  whether  he  is  awara  that 
Corcoran  has  deposed  that  Captain  Rje 

exclaimed,  on  seeing  Corcoran,  "  Bj 

I'll  shoot  jou,"  and  fired  twica  as  alleged  ; 
whether  Captain  Rye  is  still  at 
large,  and  has  he  been  deprived 
of  his  firearms;  and  whether  any 
steps  will  ba  taken  to  bring  Captain 
Rye  to  justice  for  tha  alleged  outrage  ? 
I  also  wish  to  know  if  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  labourer  Corcoran,  who  was  shot  by 
Captain  Rye,  D.L.,  was  visited  twice  by 
the  polico  from  Ca^tlemore  barrack  ;  if  it 
is  true  that  District  Inspector  St.  George, 
of  Ballincollig,  advisad  Corcoran  to 
settle  quietly  with  Captain  Rye; 
whether  it  is  correct,  as  stated,  that  Cor- 
coran had  recaived  12  grains  of  shot  in 
the  back  and  knee  on  the  occasion  in 
question  ;  and  whether  any  police  inquiry 
will  ba  made  into  the  action  of  the  Dis- 
trict Inspector  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Constabulary 
authorities  report  that  District  Inspector 
St.  George  visited  the  man  to  make  the 
usual  inquiries  in  regard  to  the  alleged 
firing  at  him.  The  District  Inspector 
says  it  is  not  the  casa  that  he  advised 
the  man  to  settle  quietly  with  Captain 
Rye.  Corcoran  from  time  to  time  de- 
clined to  make  an  information,  but  has 
finally  consented  to  do  so,  .and  the  mat- 
ter will  ba  investigated  at  Petty  Sessions 
on  the  18th  inst. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Isitinot  the  fact  that 
this  man  was  fired  at  twice  by  Captain 
Rye,  a  Deputy  Lieutenant  of  the  County 
of  Cork  ?  Has  he  been  deprived  of  the 
right  to  use  firearms ;  and  is  not  this 
the  second  occasion  on  which  he  has  so 
offended  ? 

Mr.  ^madden  :  I  must  refrain  from 
entering  into  details,  as  the  matter  is 
the  subject  of  inquiry  by  the  Petty  Ses- 
sions. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  recommend  something  in  the 
nature  of  a  closa  time  for  the  tenant 
farmers  ? 

[No  reply.] 

charge  against  an  emergency 

man: 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
an  emergency  man  ,  named  Heslip,  of 
Towermore,  was  recently  summoned  by 
the  police  at  Conna  Petty  Sessions,  under 
"The   Peace   Preservation   Act,    1881," 
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for  having  a  gun  without  a  licanse,  and 
for  firing  on  a  pack  of  hounds  that  wert. 
running  after  a  hare  near  the  evicted 
farm  Heslip  was  in  charge  of,  and  was 
fined  5s.  and  costs ;  and  whether  it  is 
true  that  after  the  conviction  the  magis- 
trates granted  him  a  license  on  the 
recommendation  of  Mr.  Ball,  D.I.,  who 
had  acted  as  prosecutor  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Constabulary 
authorities  report  that  Heslip  was  fined 
for  using  his  employer's  gun  without  a 
license.  He  fired  the  shots  not  on  the  pack 
of  hounds  but  to  frighten  them  from  the 
field  under  his  charge,  where  there  were 
a  number  of  sheep  belonging  to  his 
employer.  It  is  not  the  case  that  he  was 
granted  a  license  after  conviction,  nor  did 
he  ask  for  one. 

SCHOOL  FEES 

Mr.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  what 
space  of  time  elaps?s  in  Ireland  from  the 
date  on  which  a  results*  examination  is 
held  until  the  payment  of  fees  arising 
therefrom  is  made  to  the  teachers  con- 
cerned, assuming  the  accuracy  of  school 
accounts  and  all  statistics  prepared  by  the 
teacher  for  such  examination ;  whether 
there  are  any  cases  in  District  21  at  the 
present  date,  where  payment  of  results 
fees  has  been  unduly  deferred  without 
sufficient  cause ;  and  whether  directions 
will  ba  given  to  the  head  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department  in  Ireland  to  cause  pay- 
ment of  these  results'  fees  to  be  made  to 
those  concerned  within  the  space  of  a 
month  at  most  after  the  date  on  which 
the  examination  has  been  held  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  The  Commissioners 
of  National  Education  report  that,  as  a 
rule,  results'  fees  are  paid  about  a  month 
from  the  date  of  the  results'  examination 
of  a  school.  The  Commissioners  state 
that  there  are  no  cases  in  District  21  in 
which  the  payment  of  results'  fees  has 
been  unduly  deferred  without  sufficient 
cause. 

MR.  JOHN  SLATTERY. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  is  it  <  ru  ) 
that  a  letter  written  from  Cork  Gael  by 
Mr.  John  Slattery,  as  President  of  the 
South  of  Ireland  Pig  Buyers'  Association, 
in  favour  of  the  proposed  Cork,  Fermoy, 
and  Wexford  Railway,  was  stopped  by  the 
Governor,  and  its  publication  disallowad 
2  D 
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whether  Mr.  Slattery,  being  a  bail 
prisoner,  is  entitled  to  publish  such 
letters ;  and  whether  Mr.  Davijbt,  Mr. 
Heal  J,  and  other  bail  prisoners  in 
Richmond  (jaol  in  1883  were  permitted 
to  publish  letters  on  topics  far  more  con- 
troversial ? 

♦Mb.  madden  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  postpone  the 
question  until  to-morrow. 

THE  M'SWEENEY  ESTATE. 
Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  40 
evictions  on  the  estate  of  Mr.  Stewart, 
and  six  evictions  on  the  M*Sweeney 
Estate,  in  Cloughanedy,  Gweedore,  and 
Falcarragh,  in  the  County  of  Donegal, 
are  to  be  carried  out  on  or  before  next 
Friday,  14th  March;  and  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  negotia- 
tions for  a  settlement  are  actually  pend- 
ing between  the  solicitor  for  the  estate 
and  Father  M'Fadden,  and  that  the 
tenants  have  offered  to  pay  rent  for  a 
year  and  a-half  on  having  a  clear  dis- 
charge of  all  arrears  up  to  November, 
1889,  their  extreme  poverty,  and  the 
prevalence  of  a  severe  form  of  influenza 
in  the  district,  the  forces  of  the  Crown 
will  be  employed  in  the  execution  of 
these  evictions? 

*Mr.  MADDEN:  As  far  as  can  be  ascer- 
tained it  is  not  the  casa  that  the  evictions 
referred  to  in  the  question  will  be 
carried  out  before  the  end  of  the  week. 

HOURS  OF  WORK. 

Mb.  BURT  (Morpeth)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  complaints  that  the  firm  of 
Harmer  and  Company,  wholesale  tailors, 
clothiers,  &c.,  of  Norwich,  are  working 
their  emjyloy^s,  including  women  and 
girls,  until  9.30  p.m.  ;  whether,  if  the 
facts  are  correctly  stated,  the  firm  have 
applied  to  and  obtained  the  sanction  of 
the  Inspector  for  the  district  for  this 
extension  of  time ;  and  what  are  the 
reasons  for  the  extension  if  it  has  been 
granted  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Chief  Inspector  of  Factories  that  no 
complaints  have  been  received  of  illegal 
working  of  young  women  and  children 
by  the  firm  in  question.  The  firm  is 
working  overtime  within  the  limits  of  the 
Mr,  T.  M.  HeaUj 


exception  in  the  Factory  Act  relating  to 
the  making  up  of  articles  of  wearing^ 
apparel. 

THE  LICENSING  ACT.  * 
Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth)  :.  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  is  aware  that  Sir 
William  Grantham,  in  trying  a  public- 
house  case  at  the  Durham  Assizes, 
declared  that  "  £he  practice  of  one  maai 
holding  a  number  of  licences  was  quite 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  Licensing 
Act ;"  and  whether  he  will  propose  any 
legislation  by  which  the  letter  of  the  Act 
may  be  brought  into  harmony  with  its 
spirit  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed  by 
the  learned  Judge  that  the  circumstances 
of  a  serious  assault  at  a  public-house  in 
the  absence  of  the  publican,  who  was 
away  at  another  of  his  houses  in  the  town, 
led  him  to  make  the  observation  quoted. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  propose  legislation 
in  the  direction  indicated  by  the  hon. 
Baronet.  It  is  a  matter  which  may  well 
be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  Justices, 
who  are  acquainted  with  local  circum- 
stances, and  in  many  districts  do  make 
it  a  rule  that  the  pubUcan  shall  reside 
on  the  premises,  and  therefore  cannot  be 
licensed  in  respect  of  more  than  one 
house. 

THE  STRANDING  OF  TKEQUETTA. 
Mb.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  melancholy  loss  of  life  following  the 
recent  stranding  of  the  steamer  Quetta 
in  the  Torres  Straits,  and  which  is 
attributed  to  the  non-marking  of  the 
rocks  upon  the  Admiralty  chart  where 
the  vessel  struck  ;  whether  he  has  com- 
municated with  the  Admiralty  upon  the 
alleged  omission,  with  a  view  to  an 
immediate  re-survey  of  the  Straits ;  and 
whether  it  is  his  intention  to  appoint  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  and 
report  upon  what  alterations  are  neces- 
sary for  safe  navigation  in  the  construc- 
tion of  bulkheads,  alike  in  ships  of  the 
mercantile  marine  and  Her  Majesty's 
Navy? 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  No  official  information  of  the 
wreck  of  the  Quetta  has  so  far  reached 
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the  Board  of  Trade,  and  consequently  no 
communication  of  the  kind  indicated  has 
been  made  to  the  Admiralty.  It  appears 
from  certain  newspaper  reports  referring 
to  the  wreck  that  the  Local  Government 
have  instituted  a  search  for  the  rock 
upon  which  the  vessol  is  alleged  to  have 
struck.  The  Board  of  Trade  have  already 
appointed  a  Special  Committee  of  experts 
to  consider  and  report  upon  the 
question  of  the  efficient  sub-division 
of  merchant  ships  by  means  of  water- 
tight bulkheads,  with  a  view  to 
contribute  to  the  safety  of  life  at  sea. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Belfast  will 
act  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee. 

MARKET  TOLLS. 
Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (London- 
derry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  appointed  by  the  present 
Government  to  inquire  (amongst  other 
things)  as  to  the  collection  of  "  tolls  "  or 
"custom"  on  live  slock  in  the  difEerent 
towns  throughout  Ireland ;  that  it  is 
illegal  to  charge  these  "  tolls  "  or  "  cus- 
toms "  to  the  purchaser ;  and  that  the 
proper  time  to  collect  the  tolls  is  when 
the  animals  are  going  in  and  not  when 
they  are  coming  out  of  the  market ;  and 
whether  the  Government  intend  to  act 
on  the  Report  of  the  Commission,  and 
see  that  the  legal  method  is  carried  out  1 
Mr.  MADDEN:  I  understand  that 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Market  Rights 
and  Tolls  have  not  yet  made  a  Report 
embodying  recommendations  in  regard 
to  the  matters  of  its  inquiry.  Such  re- 
commendations when  received  will,  of 
course,  have  the  careful  consideration  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

\  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
Will  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  say  whether  there  is  any 
probability  of  the  Commission  on  Market 
Rights  reportinof  early  ? 

*The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  have 
no  information  on  the  subject ;  but  I  will 
make  inquiry. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  INCOME  TAX. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  he  can  state  the  num- 
ber and  the  names  of  the  districts  in  which 


additional  Commissioners  of  Income  Tax 
have  been  appointed  by  the  General 
Commissioners,  and  are  now  acting, 
under  the  5th  and  6th  Vic.  c.  35  ? 

♦The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Ikir.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  believe  that  the 
information  could  be  given,  but  it  would 
entail  considerable  trouble  to  collect. 
If,  however,  the  hon.  Member  desires 
information  about  particular  districts, 
and  will  communicate  with  me,  I  will 
do  my  best  to  meet  his  wishes. 

Mr.  COBB :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman give  me  the  approximate  number 
of  cases  in  which  additional  Commis- 
sioners have  been  appointed  ?  I  under- 
stand that  they  are  very  few. 

♦Mr.  goschen  :  I  have  not  got  the 
information  now;  but  I  will  make 
inquiry. 

LICENCE  DUTIES. 
Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middlesex, 
Uxbridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that,  if  ratepayers  in  a  county 
take  out  licences  for  dogs,  guns,  carriages, 
armorial  bearings,  and  male  servants  at 
post  offices  out  of  the  county,  the 
proceeds  of  these  licences  will  be  lost  to 
the  county,  some  arrangement  cannot 
be  made  by  which  the  proceeds  of  licences 
so  taken  out  shall  be  allocated  to  the 
county  in  which  the  person  paying  for 
the  licences  resides  1 

♦Mr.  goschen  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  question 
is  as  broad  as  it  is  long.  If  a  county 
sufEers  by  some  Jof  its  ratepayers 
taking  out  licences  in  another  county, 
it  may,  on  the  other  hand,  gain 
by  the  ratepayers  of  other  counties 
taking  out  licences  within  its  limits. 
The  fact,  moreover,  that  people  are  often 
ratepayers  in  two  or  even  more  counties 
would  operate  against  the  method 
proposed  in  the  question. 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND:  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  prepared  to  receive 
information  on  the  subject  ?  The  matter 
is  one  which  presses  very  hardly  on  the 
County  of  Middlesex,  as  most  of  the 
licences  are  taken  out  in  London. 

♦Mr.  goschen  :  Of  course,  I  shall  bo 
very  glad  to  recieve  information ;  but  I 
cannot  accept  the  reason   given  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman. 
2  D  2 
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RE- ASSESSMENT  OF  METROPOLITAN 
PROPERTY. 
Mb.  DIXON  HARTLAND  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether,  in  view  of  the  re- 
assessment of  property  in  the  Metropolis 
to  be  made  this  year,  he  will  take  any 
steps,  and,  if  so,  what,  to  prevent  the 
quinquennial  revision  adding  not  only  to 
the  annual  payments  of  the  consumer, 
but  also  enormously  to  the  capital  sum 
at  which  the  companies  must  eventually 
be  purchased  by  the  ratepayers  ? 

*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  No  action  on  my  part 
can  affect  the  powers  of  the  Water  Com- 
panies in  the  matter  referred  to. 

EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS  IN 

SCOTLAND. 
Mr.  HUGH  ELLIOT  (Ayivhire,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
he  is  aware  that  there  are  at  present 
lying  upon  the  Table  of  the  House' 
several  schemes  of  the  Educational  En- 
dowents  (Scotland)  Commmissioners  upon 
which  the  judgment  of  the  House  will 
be  taken;  and  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  difficulty  experienced  by  the 
House  of  giving  such  schemes  due  and 
impartial  consideration,  the  Government 
can  see  its  way  to  accept  the  Motion  now 
upon  the  Notice  Paper  for  referring 
these  schemes,  and  any  other  schemes 
of  the  Educatiopal  Endowments  (Scot- 
land) Commissioners  which  may  in  future 
be  laid  before  the  Honse,  to  a  Select 
Committee  ? 

*Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  I  am 
aware  that  certain  schemes  are  now  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House.  These  schemes 
will,  if  not  disapproved,  become  ripe  for 
Her  Majesty's  approval  after  the  time 
prescribed  by  the  Educational  Endow- 
ments Act ;  but  it  is  open  to  any  hon. 
Member,  within  the  prescribed  time,  to 
take  the  opinion  of  the  House  thereon. 
I  conceive  that  it  is  open  to  the  House  to 
adopt  any  means  which  it  may  judge 
expedient  for  forming  an  opinion  upon 
the  merits  of  any  particular  scheme  on 
which  it  may  be  asked  to  judge.  But 
the  Government  is  not  aware  of  anything 
special  in  the  schemes  now  before  the 
Hous3  which  would  render  it  advisable 
in  regard  to  them  to  adopt  the  course 
now  suggested,  or  to  vary  the  usual 
course  according  to  which  they  are  dis- 
cussed by  the  House  itself. 


DISTRICT  REGISTRARS. 


Mr.  OLDROYD  (Dewsbury):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  what  reason  the 
Registrar  General  has  forbidden  the 
District  Registrars  to  supply  the  local 
newspapers  in  their  respective  districts 
with  the  lists  of  deaths  ;  whether,  and  for 
what  reason,  the  same  restriction  has 
been  put  upon  the  supply  of  lists  of 
marriages  which  take  place  in  the  offices 
of  the  Registrars  or  in  Nonconformist 
places  of  worship ;  and  whether  the  same 
restrictions  are  put  upon  clergymen  of 
the  Established  Church  in  their  capacity 
as  Registrars  ? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  As  I  have  stated 
previously  in  reply  to  similar  questions, 
Registrars  are,  and  always  have  been, 
forbidden  to  allow  to  be  published  any 
statement  of  facts  respecting  the 
registration  of  deaths.  The  reason  given 
by  the  Registrar  General  for  this  rule  is 
that,  where  a  statutory  duty  is  imposed 
on  persons  to  furnish  information  for 
official  purposes,  they  have  ground  for 
complaint  if  such  information  is  com- 
municated to  the  local  Press.  The 
same  restriction  is  put  upon  Superin- 
tendent Registrars  as  regards  the 
publication  of  marriages.  Over  clergy- 
men of  the  Established  Church  the 
Registrar  General  has  no  authority.  I 
may  add  that  I  entirely  approve  of  the 
rule,  and  I  find  that  where  it  has  been 
violated  complaints  have  been  made  on 
the  subject  by  persons  affected. 

NEWFOUNDLAND. 
Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  it  is  true,  as  reported  to  have 
been  stated  by  the  French  Minister, 
that  the  French  Government  suggested 
the  reference  of  the  matters  in  disputo 
in  Newfoundland  to  arbitration,  but 
that  the  British  Government  declined 
that  suggestion ;  and  whether  the 
Government  have  reason  to  hope  for  an 
immediate  settlement  by  negotiation  of 
all  these  disputes  with  the  assent  of  the 
Newfoundland  authorities  ;  or,  if  not, 
whether,  looking  to  the  danger  of  local 
collisions,  Her  Majesty^s  Grovemment 
will,  if  poFsible,  refer  the  disputes  to  the 
arbitration  of  qualified  juridical  per- 
sons ? 
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*The  under  secretary  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Fergussox,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  The 
answer  to  the  first  question  is,  no,  and  I 
do  not  find  it  so  reported.  In  answer  to 
the  second,  yes,  at  least  an  early  settle- 
ment. 

THE  SOUTH    AFRICAN!  COMPANY. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment propose  to  present  any  Papers  re- 
garding the  grant  of  a  Charter  to  the 
South  African  Company,  the  transfer  to 
them  of  rights  or  claims  in  South  Africa, 
and  the  arrangements  by  which  the 
British  Treasury  is  to  be  protectad  from 
expenditure  in  a  country  of  which  the 
Company  are  to  obtain  the  profits ;  and 
whether  a  Commissioner  from  Her 
Majesty  has  been  sent  to  Lobengula, 
King  of  Matabeleland ;  and,  if  so,  what 
are  his  instructions  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de 
Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  The 
Papers  presented  last  month,  which  I  am 
informed  will  be  distributed  immediately, 
contain  fall  information  respecting  the 
Charter  of  the  British  South  African  Com- 
pany, the  message  sent  to  Lobergula,  and 
other  matters  connected  with  Matabele- 
land and  the  adjacent  territories.  The 
correspondence  will  also  show  that  the 
British  South  African  Company,  although 
it  has  not  yet  commenced  to  receive 
profits  from  its  operations,  has  already 
relieved  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  from 
expenditure  by  undertaking  a  very 
heavy  outlay  on  telegraphs,  police,  and 
railway  construction. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  answered  the 
last  part  of  the  question. 

Baron  H.  dk  WORMS :  I  said  that 
the  information  would  be  found  in  the 
Papers. 

Dr.  CLARK:  Was  a  Commissioner 
sent  to  Lobengula  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  Certainly; 
and  the  message  he  conveyed  will  be 
found  in  the  Papers. 

THE  CUSTOMS  DEPARTMENT. 

Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury, 

E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 

Treasury  whether,  considering  the  long 

periods    of    service   of    the   writers    or 


copyists  now  bsing  dismissed  from  the 
Out-door  Department  of  Customs,  who 
have  for  the  whole  time  of  their  service 
been  employed  on  permanent  work,  and 
their  dismissal  being  from  causes  for 
which  they  are  not  responsible,  it  would 
be  practicable  to  transfer  them  direct  to 
some  other  Government  Departments 
requiring  the  services  of  this  class  of 
employes,  and  where  they,  whilst 
making  no  claim  to  permanency  of 
office,  might  reasonably  expect  that  their 
employment  would  be  of  a  lasting 
character  ? 

*Mr.  JACKSON :  I  have  no  reason  to 
think  that  there  will  be  any  difficulty  in 
providing  work  in  other  Departments  for 
the  copyists  referred  to. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS:  Is  the  hon. 
Member  aware  that  these  men,  after  10 
or  12  years*  service,  have  temporary 
employment  given  to  them  and  lose  the 
time  which  intervenes  between  one  em- 
ployment and  another  ? 

♦Mr.  JACKSON :  I  am  sorry  that  the 
hon.  Member  should  press  this  question.. 
I  have  said  that  I  am  not  prepared  to 
give  a  pledge ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  I 
have  asked  the  Department  to  do  every- 
thing the  hon.  Member  asks.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  it  will  be  done ;  but  I  cannot 
allow  it  to  be  drawn  into  a  precedent,  or 
that  the  Government  shall  be  pledged  to 
find  permanent  employment  for  men  wha 
are  only  engaged  temporarily. 

COQNTY  BOROUGHS. 
Mr.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
from  the  mode  of  allotment  the  County 
Boroughs  gain  considerably  more  revenue 
than  they  are  equitably  entitled  to  at 
the  expense  of  the  County  Councils ;  and, 
if  so,  on  what  basis  are  the  establish- 
ment, gun,  game,  and  dog  licences 
allocated  ? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE:  Section  32  of  the 
Local  Government  Act  provides  that  an 
equitable  adjustment  shall  be  made  re- 
specting the  distribution  of  the  proceeds 
of  the  Local  Taxation  Licences  and  Pro- 
bate Duty  grant  between  each  County 
Borough  and  the  county  in  which,  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Act,  it  is  to  be 
deemed  to  be  situate.  This  adjustment 
may  be  made  at  any  time  before  the  end 
of  this  month  by  agreement,  and  in 
default  of  agreement  has  to  be  made  by 
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the  Local  Government  Act  Com- 
missioners. Pending  this  adjustment 
the  interim  payments  out  of  the  Local 
Taxation  Account  have  been  determined 
by  the  Commissioners,  in  most  cases  in 
pursuance  of  arrangements  made  by  the 
Counties  and  County  Boroughs  them- 
selves ;  but  these  payments  will  be 
subject  to  revision  after  the  final  adjust- 
ment has  been  arrived  at. 

THE   MINING   ACCIDENTS  IN  WALES. 

Mr.  KENYON (Shropshire,  Newport): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Stats  for 
the  Home  Department  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  two  terrible  disasters  in  the 
mining  districts  of  South  Wales,  and  the 
loss  of  life  thereby  incurred,  he  is  able  to 
say  how  far  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Accidents  in  Mines 
have  been  put  in  force  ;  whether  the 
staff  of  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  of  Mines 
is  sufficient  to  thoroughly  examine  and 
report  upon  the  condition  of  mines, 
especially  those  known  as  dangerous 
mines  ;  and  whether  he  can  suggest  any 
further  instructions  to  the  existing  staff, 
with  the  view,  if  possible,  of  obviating 
these  terrible  catastrophes  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  cannot  within 
the  necessary  limits  of  an  answer  fully 
state  how  far  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission  have  been  adopted; 
but  my  hon.  Friend  is  aware  that  they 
were  for  the  most  part  embodied  in  the 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  1887,  and 
are  now  in  force  throughout  the  country. 
I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  the 
present  staff  of  Mines  Inspectors  is  insuf- 
ficient. All  that  the  Government  can  do 
by  the  machinery  of  special  rules  for 
particular  collieries,  by  prosecutions  for 
breach  of  rules,  and  by  suggestion  and 
advice  has  been  done  to  avert  these 
disastrous  explosions.  The  subject  is 
constantly  under  my  anxious  considera- 
tion, and  I  shall  gladly  welcome  any  sug 
gestion  with  the  view  of  giving  greater 
security  to  our  mining  population. 

Mr.  SAMITEL  EVANS  (Glamorgan, 
Mid):  I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  can  state  the 
number  of  lives  lost  in  the  terrible 
colliery  disaster  at  the  Morfa  Colliery, 
Port  Talbot,  and  how  many  bodies  have 
been  recovered ;  whether  he  can  give  in- 
formation to  the  House  as  to  the  cause  of 
the  explosion ;  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  Daniel  Broun- 
Mr.  Ritchie 


sell,  one  of  the  persons  who  volunteered 
his  services  as  an  explorer,  has  met  with 
his  death  in  the  work  of  exploration  ;  and 
whether  he  can  do  anything  to  obtain 
pecuniary  assistance "  for  the  relatives  of 
the  deceased? 

Mr. MATTHEWS:  According  to  the 
last  information  I  have  received  the 
number  of  lives  lost  is,  I  regret  to  say, 
87.  I  am  not  yet  able  to  state  the  cause 
of  the  explosion.  That  will  be  matter 
for  subsequent  and  most  careful  investiga- 
tion. It  is  the  fact  that  the  explorer 
Brounsell  is  dead.  In  disasters  of  tiiis 
kind  noble  efforts  to  rescue  are  made  by 
volunteers ;  but  there  is  no  fund  out  of 
which  the  Government  can  afford  assist- 
ance to  the  families  of  those  who  perish. 
Pecuniary  help  can  only  be  obtained 
through  the  charity  of  individuals,  and  I 
hope  it  may  be  forthcoming  in  deserving 
cases  of  this  nature. 

Mr.  S.  EVANS :  Has  it  come  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  manager  or  overlooker  had  an 
open  lamp  with  him  at  the  time  of  the 
explosion  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  seen  that 
statement  in  the  newspapers ;  but  I  have 
received  no  official  information  on  the 
point. 

Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man state  the  character  of  the  lamps  used 
in  these  collieries?  Were  they  safety 
lamps  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  They  were  safety 
lamps  ;  but  I  cannot  specify  the  class. 

THE  ALLEGED  TREACHERY  AT 
TEL-EL-KEBIR. 
Mr.  JUSTIN  HUNTLY 
MCCARTHY  (Newry)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
Sergeant  A.  V.  Palmer  has  been  asked 
by  the  authorities  for  explanation  of  the 
statements  contained  in  his  article  in  the 
Nineteenth  Century  for  March  ;  whether 
Sergeant  A.  V.  Palmer,  in  reply,  has 
decl  ired  that  he  would  do  nothing  for 
Lord  Wolseley  or  the  War  Office,  but 
would  do  whatever  General  Hamley 
bade  him ;  and  whether  one  of  the  non- 
commissioned officers  whom  Sergeant 
Palmer  charges  with  having  killed  a 
comrade  in  action  was  named  Rogers  ? 

♦The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle):  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the 
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etafcements  in  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  as  Mr.  Palmer  is  now  a 
civilian,  I  have  no  control  over  him. 
But  I  have  saen,  as  no  doubt  the  hon. 
Member  has  also,  the  very  explicit 
denials  of  Mr.  Palmer's  narrative,  which 
have  been  furnished  to  the  Press  by 
officers  and  non-commissioned  officers  of 
the  Cameron  Highlanders,  who  are  in  a 
position  to  know  tlie  facts  accurately.  I 
should  have  thought  that  they  consti- 
tuted in  themselves  a  sufficient  answer 
to  his  article. 

LICENSED  HOUSES  IN  BRITISa  INDIA. 

Mr.  MA.RK  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
brightshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  he  can 
inform  the  Hous3  of  the  number  of 
shops  or  houses  in  each  provinc3  of 
British  India  licensed  for  the  retail  sale 
of  opium,  ganja,  and  bhang  respectively, 
and  in  how  many  of  thede  opium  is 
allowed  to  be  smoked  or  otherwise  con- 
sumed on  the  premises  ;  also  how  many 
fresh  licenses  of  each  description  have 
been  issued  during  the  last  financial 
year  ? 

The  under  secretary  op  state 
rOB  IKDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst,  Chatham) : 
The  figures  for  which  the  hon.  Member 
asks  are  contained  iu  a  Return  which  is 
too  lengthy  to  read  to  the  House,  but  I 
shall  be  glad  to  show  them  to  him. 

Mr.  M.  STEWART:  What  is  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  second  part  of  the  question  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST  :  The  hon.  Member  will 
find  that  information  also  in  the  Return 
which  I  am  prepared  to  show  to  him. 

THE  DOG  LICENCE  DUTY. 
Mr.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud^ 
bright)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  will  exempt 
cattle  and  sheep  drovers,  and  cattle  and 
sheep  dealers  in  the  occupation  of  land, 
from  the  dog  license  duty,  and  place 
them  in  the  same  category  as  shepherds, 
farmers,  and  occupiers  of  sheep  farms  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN":  The  presefit  exemp- 
tions in  favour  of  shepherds*  and  farmers' 
dogs  were  made  on  behalf  of  dogs  "who 
were  understood  not  only  to  be  em- 
ployed, but  to  be  kept  on  the  farms. 
It  would  not  be  easy  to  maintain  the  last 
principle  in  the  case  of  drovers'  dogs,»and  I 
fear  I  cannot   re-open    the   question   of 


exemption,  as  experience  shows  that  ex- 
emptions only  lead  to  further  exemptions 
and  to  the  multiplication  of  grievances. 

CONSTITUTION    HILL. 

Lord  HENRY  BRUCE  (Wiltshire, 
Chippenham) :.  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  if  he  can  give 
the  lipuse  any  reason  why  Constitution 
Hill  should  not  be  lighted  up  at  night 
with  lamps  on  both  sides  of  the  road, 
like  any  other  public  thoroughfare  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  op 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunkei',  University  of 
Dublin) :  The  question  of  the  better 
lighting  of  Constitution  Hill,  now  that  it 
is  thrown  open  to  the  public,  is  under 
consideration,  and  I  hope  it  will  soon  be 
satisfactorily  settled. 

THE  EXCISE  SERVICE. 
Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  is  aware  that  discontent 
exists  in  thQ  excise  branch  of  the  Inland 
Revenue  owing  to  the  delay  in  filling  up 
vacancies  in  the  superior  ranks,  and  also 
through  the  retention  of  many  aged  and 
feeble  superior  officials  who  are  blocking 
the  road  to  the  promotion  of  younger 
and  more  competent  men ;  and  whether, 
on  account  of  tto  reduction  of  the 
number  of  supervisors,  the  present  staff 
have  to  work  from  12  to  14  hours  per 
day  to  keep  up  the  business  of  the 
revenue  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN" :  I  am  not  aware  of 
any  discontent  in  the  excise  service  from 
the  cause  stated,  and  no  unnecessary 
delay  takes  place  at  any  time  in  filling  up 
vacancies.  There  are  no  aged  and  feeble 
officials  in  this  Department,  nor  any 
persons  whose  services  are  not  of  a 
charactar  to  justify  their  retention  in 
the  interests  of  the  public  service.  There 
has  been  no  reduction  in  the  number  of 
supervisors  since  1887. 

THE  CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 
Mr.  M*CARTAN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  the  tele- 
graph clerks  at  the  Central  Telegraph 
Office  are  the  only  body  of  officers  under 
his  administration  who  are  required  to 
work  from  eight  to  twelve  hours  with  no 
relief  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  any 
meal ;  whether  complaints  have  reached 
him  that  the  tea  which  is  provided,  and 
the  facilities  for  supper,  are  fi;equently 
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randered  useless  owingto  the  impossibility 
of  partaking  of  such  meals  on  account 
of  the  pressure  of  work;  and  whether, 
under  thes3  circumstances,  he  will  now 
consider  the  reasonableness  of  the  re- 
quest for  at  least  half  an  hour's  relief  for 
the  purpos3  of  obtaining  refreshment  ? 
I  have  also  to  ask  with  reference  to  the 
two  clerks  in  the  Central  Telegraph 
Offica  promoted  over  the  heads  of  their 
seniors,  what  was  the  nature  of  "  the 
diligent  inquiry"  which  was  made  to 
ascertain  that  they  were  the  only  clerks 
possessing  the  required  qualifications ; 
whether  this  inquiry  was  conducted  on 
such  lines  that  all  clerks  claiming  to 
possess  the  necessary  qualifications  had 
an  equal  chance  of  winning  ths  promo- 
tion; and  whether  these  extra  tele- 
graphic appointments  are  among  these 
described  in  the  Estimates  as  "Tele- 
graphists "  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES  :  In  no  case  ara  Post 
Office  servants,  whether  telegraphists 
or  others,  kept  at  work  for  as  much  as 
eight  hours  without  being  afforded  the 
opportunity  of  obtaining  refreshments ; 
and  no  such  complaints  have  reached  me 
as  those  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers.  To  the  hon.  Member's  second 
question  the  answer  is  that  the  inquiry 
was  addressed,  not,  ineed,  to  the  tele- 
graphists themselves,  who  are  not,  per- 
haps, the  best  judges  of  their  own 
qualifications,  but  to  thosa  who,  in  my 
opinion,  were  the  most  competent  to 
judge.  The  persons  who  fill  the  two 
appointments  in  question  are  among 
those  who  are  described  in  the  Estimates 
as  telegraphists. 

THE  CUSTOMS  (WINE  DUTY)  ACT. 

Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  can  state  the 
amount  of  revenue  obtained  during  the 
six  months  of  the  current  year  on 
sparkling  wines,  the  value  of  which  does 
not  exceed  30s.  p?r  dozan,  under  the 
Customs  (Wine  Duty)  Act,  1888;  whether 
the  costs  of  collection  have  been  in- 
creased owing  (o  a  differential  rating; 
whether  the  trade  are  now  opposed  to  an 
ad  valorem  duty;  and  whether  he  is 
prepared  to  consider  the  desirability  of 
applying  the  surtax,  as  in  the  case  of 
other  duties,  to  a  specific  quantity,  in- 
stead of  an  ad  valorem  duty  ? 
Mr,  M'Cartan 


♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  With  regard  to  the 
first  question,  I  hope  hon.  Members  will 
forgive  me  if  I  continue  to  resist  pressure 
to  extract  from  me  a  premature  revela- 
tion of  Budget  statistics.  A  slight, 
though  scarcely  appreciable,  expense  ia 
attached  to  the  collection  of  a  differential 
duty.  A  portion  of  the  trade,  doubtless, 
dislikes  an  ad  valorem  duty,  but  I  have 
to  consider  the  interests,  not  only  of  the 
wine-seller,  but  also  of  the  wine- 
consumer.  As  regards  the  last  question, 
I  am  not  prepared  to  make  a  charge 
which  would  bear  heavily  on  cheaper 
wines.  The  present  arrangement  was 
made  expressly  for  the  purpose  of  not 
preventing  the  import  of  these  cheaper 
sparkling  wines,  which  it  was  especially 
desired  not  to  discourage. 

MIIJJNGTON'S  CHARITY,  WARWICK- 
SHIRE. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Penrith 
(Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther)  whether  he  can  state 
the  circumstances  under  which  Milling- 
ton's  Charity,  at  Newbold-on-Avon,  War- 
wickshire, has  been  lost ;  whether  any  and 
what  steps  have  been  taken  to  recover  it ; 
whether  the  lots  is  owing  to  the  neglect 
or  default  of  the  vicar  and  church- 
wardens ;  and  whether  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners propose  to  take  any  and  what 
steps  ? 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  Millington's  Charity  at  New- 
bold-on-Avon,  Warwickshire,  was  a  rent- 
charge  of  5s.  per  annum  upon  certain 
land  in  the  parish  of  Newbold-upon-Avon. 
On  the  death  of  the  owner  of  the  land  in 
1872  the  property  was  sold  in  small  lots 
by  auction  without  any  notice  of  the 
rent-charge.  Frequent  attempts  have 
been  made  to  recover  the  sum  froni 
various  persons,  but  without  avail.  The 
loss  saems  to  be  duo  to  the  omission  by 
the  representatives  of  the  late  owner  to 
disclose  the  existence  of  the  rent-charge,, 
and  to  the  omission  by  the  Trustees  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  vendors  to  the 
existence  of  the  charge.  The  Charity- 
Commissioners  are  in  communication 
with  the  vicar  with  a  view  to  making 
further  inquiries. 

ARMENIA. 
Mr.  FRANCIS  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  hm 
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attention  has  been  called  to  a  statsment 
contained  in  the  MancJiester  Guardian, 
of  the  3rd  instant,  with  respect  to 
atrocities  committed  by  Turkish  soldiers 
in  the  Province  of  Sivas,  in  Armenia ; 
and  whether  he  has  any  information  re- 
lating to  the  subject  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  No,  Sir;  we 
have  not  received  any  information  to  the 
effect  stated  in  the  hon.  Member's 
question. 

INDUSTRIAL  CONFEREiiCE  AT 
MADRID. 
Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if  the  invitation  of 
the  Spanish  Grovernment  to  an  Industrial 
Conference  at  Madrid  has  been  received ; 
and,  in  such  case,  if  he  can  state  when 
it  will  assemble,  and  who  will  represant 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  thereat  1 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  Yes,  Sir, 
the  invitation  has  been  received,  and 
the  Conference  will  assemble  on  April  1. 
This  country  will  be  represented  by 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, by  Sir.  H.  Bergne,  the  Superin- 
tendent of  the  Treaty  Department  of 
the  Foreign  Office,  and  by  Mr.  H. 
Reader  Lack,  the  Comptroller  General  of 
Patents. 

Mr.  MCTNDELLA:  Does  the  Govern- 
ment  intend  to  send  an  expert  to  attend 
the  Conference  ? 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  Two  of  the 
Gentlemen  whom  I  have  named  may  be 
considered  experts  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Conference. 

OCEAN     PENNY    POSTAGE. 

Mr.  WATr :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  his  attsntion 
has  been  called  to  a  statement  made  in  a 
paper  read  before  the  Society  of  Arts  on 
**  Ocean  Penny  Postage,"  that  a  saving  of 
one  to  two  days  only  is  effected  in  letters 
despatched  "  vid  Brindisi"  to  Australia; 
and  whether,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
saving  effected  is  from  seven  to  eight 
days,  as  compared  with  the  ocean  route  ? 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  that 
question,  I  beg  to  ask  if  he  is  aware  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  is  quoting 
words  from  a  paper  never  read  before 
the  Society  of  Arts  ?  I  should  have  been 
glad  to  supply  him  with  a  correct  version 
if  he  had  done  me  the  courtesy  of  com- 


municating with  me  and  stating  that  he 
intended  to  ask  this  question.  Arising 
out  of  this  question,  I  should  like  te  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  has  omitted  the 
words  "  probably  the  more  important 
class  of  business  letters  would  still  be 
sent  by  this  (the  Brindisi)  routa  ; "  and 
whether  the  Postmaster  General  is  aware 
that  the  fast  mail  staamers  from  Aus- 
tralia h^ve  repeatedly  completed  the 
all-sea  voyage  to  England  in  as  short  a 
period  as  is  allowed  by  contract  by  thie 
Brindisi  route  1 

♦Mr.  RAIKES  :  In  regard  to  the  lajst 
question  of  the  hon.  Member,  it  is  a  fact 
that  mail  steamers  occasionally  arrive  as 
stated.  I  cannot  see  the  relevance  of  the 
second  question  to  the  one  before  the 
House.  In  reply  te  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow,  I  may  say  that  I  do  not  con- 
sider myself  bound  at  this  moment  to 
correct  any  or  every  statement  in  the 
paper  on  "  Ocean  Penny  Postage  "  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I 
may  say  that  if  any  statement  is  therein 
made  that  a  saving  of  one  to  two  days 
only  is  effected  by  sending  mails  to  Aus- 
tralia vid  Brindisi,  such  statement  is 
altogether  erroneous.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  saving  effected  as  compared 
with  the  all-sea  route  is  from  seven  to 
eight  days.  The  vessels  taking  up  the 
mails  at  Brindisi  leave  London  on  ThurSr 
day  or  Friday  of  the  week  before  the 
mails  leave  London  by  the  Brindisi 
route. 

THE    NAVAL    DEFENCE    ACT. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
he  can  state  w^hat  amount  it  is  now 
estimated  will  be  expended  during  the 
present  financial  year  on  ships  and 
armaments  out  of  the  Naval  Defence 
Account,  as  provided  by  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  of  last  year,  and  what 
amount  will  be  expended  in  the  coming 
financial  year;  and  what  amount  it  is 
estimated  will  be  expended  within  the 
current  year  on  ships  for  the  Australian 
squadron  under  the  Imperial  Defence 
Act  of  1888,  and  how  much  it  is 
estimated  will  be  expended  on  the  same 
ships  in  the  coming  year  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  It  is  estimated 
that  the  expenditure  out  of  the  Naval 
Defence  Account,  as  provided  by  the 
Naval   Defence   Act  of  last  year,  from 
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April  1,  1889,  to  March  31,  1890,  will 
be — ^huUs  and  macliiner}-,  £3,158,253; 
armament,  £600,000;  ahd  for  the 
financial  year  1890-1  £6,486,741,  and 
£1,700,000  respectively.  The  estimated 
expenditure  on  ships  for  the  Australian 
Squadron,  under  the  Imperial  Defence 
Act  from  April  1,  1889,  to  March  31, 
1890,  is,  for  hulls  and  machinery, 
£384,024,  and  for  armament  £27,500; 
and  for  the  financial  year  1890-91 
£119,516  and  £60,277  respectively. 

THE    IMPERIAL    DEFENCE    ACT. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
he  can  state  the  estimated  amount  which 
will  be  expended  within  the  present 
financial  year  under  the  Second  Schedule 
of  "The  Imperial  Defence  Act,  1888," 
and  also  the  amount  which  it  is  esti- 
mated will  be  expended  in  the  coming 
financial  year  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  The  expenditure 
during  the  current  financial  year  under 
the  Second  Schedule  of  the  Imperial 
Defence  Act,  1888,  will  have  been 
£360,000  for  works  and  £250,000  for 
armaments,  together  £610,000.  For 
1890-91  the  anticipated  expenditure  on 
armaments  is  £450,000  ;  that  on  works 
cannot  yet  be  stated.  I  hope  to  stata  the 
expenditure  for  works  at  a  somewhat 
later  date. 

FOOT  AND  MOUTH  DISEASE  IN 
SCHLESWIG-HOLSTEIN. 

Mr.  CHARLES  DARLING :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture whether  he  has  received  any 
information  as  to  an  oatbreak  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  having  occurred  in 
Schleswig-Holstein  ? 

♦Mr.  CHAPLIN :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  regret 
to  say  that  we  have  received  information 
of  an  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
in  Schleswig-Holstein.  We  received  a 
telegram  from  the  English  Consul  at 
Hamburg  to  that  effect  on  March  7th. 
The'  outbreak  occurred  at  Schnelsan, 
Pinneberg,  in  Holstein,  on  February 
28th,  one  week  before  the  official  notice 
of  the  outbreak  reached  the  English 
Consul.  The  hon.  Member  is  aware 
that  the  Board  of  Agriculture  have 
already  declined  to  permit  the  landing 
of  animals  from  Schleswig-Holstein,  that 
course  having  been  necessary,  in  the 
I/ord  G,  Hamilton 


opinion    of    the  Board,  aa  a  precaution 
against  the  introduction  of  disease. 

Mr.  darling  :  May  I  ask  if,  now 
that  the  disease  has  shown  itself  in 
Schleswig-Holstein,  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
law  prevents  the  Board  of  Agricultn're 
permitting  the  landing  in  this  country  of 
cattle  from  Schleswig-Holstein  ? 

♦Mr.  CHAPLIN :  As  I  read  the  Act, 
in  view  of  the  actual  existence  of  disease 
within  the  country,  I  am  absolutely  pre- 
cluded by  the  terms  of  the  Act  from 
relaxing  the  restrictions. 

THE  BERLIN  LABOUR  CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  if  he  is  in  a  position  to 
state.  wh(5  will  be  the  delegates  of  the 
United  Kingdom  at  the  Labour  Confer- 
ence convened  by  His  Imperial  Majesty 
the  German  Emperor;  what  is  the 
nature  of  their  general  instructions; 
and  if  they  will  be  authorised  to  advo- 
cate the  adaptation  of  the  hours  of  Con- 
tinental labour  in  mines  and  upon 
Sundays  to  the  standard  prevailing  by 
custom  in  this  country,  and  also  to  urge 
the  adoption  of  factory  legislation  anakk- 
gous  to  that  in  force  in  the  United 
Kingdom  1 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  am  sorry  I 
cannot  state  who  will  be  the  delegates  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  repeat  his  question  to- 
morrow I  may  be  in  a  position  to  do  so. 

H.M.S.  HERO. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  the 
report  is  true  that  the  engines  of  H.M.S. 
Hero,  on  her  trial  trip,  failed  to  produce 
the  necessary  indicated  horse  power  until 
the  springs  operating  on  the  safety  valves 
were  screwed  down ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
it  is  in  accordance  with  the  usual 
practic3  of  the  Admiralty  that  these 
same  engines  should  be  paid  for  under 
the  circumstances ;  whether  it  is  true 
that  the  engines  now  being  built  to 
Government  specification,  out  of  the  last 
moneys  granted  by  Parliament,  are  not 
lighter  than  they  have  ever  been  before  ; 
and  whether  the  Government  will  grant 
an  investigation,  by  practical  engineers 
of  the  mercantile  marine,  into  the  effi- 
ciency of  these  new  engines  % 
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♦Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  :  In  the 
trial  in  question  a  slight  adjustment  was 
made  in  the  safety  valves  by  compressing 
the  springs  one- eighth  of  an  inch,  as  the 
steam  was  blowing  ofE  below  that 
pressure.  The  average  pressure  was 
then  91*21  lb.  per  square  inch.  The 
contrEfcct  provided  that  the  boilers  should 
be  tested  to  a  pressure  of  180  lb.,  and 
that  th9  working  pressure  should  be 
90  lb.  a  square  inch.  The  practice  at  the 
time  was  to  allow  the  pressure  stipulated 
for  by  contnict  to  be  regarded  as  the 
steam  pressure  at  the  engines  and  not 
at  the  boilyrs.  A  full  official  Report  of 
the  whole  trial  witli  the  working  pres- 
sures was  received  at  the  Admiralty 
before  the  machinery  was  paid  for.  The 
engines  have  since  worked  well. 

POLITICAL  PRISONERS  IN  SIBERIA. 
Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
accounts  of  the  atrocities  to  which 
polifcical  prisoners  in  Siberia  are 
subjected,  and  esp3cially  to  the  statement 
that  several  ladies  attempted  to  starve 
themselves  to  death  in  oider  to  escape 
the  indignities  heaped  upon  them ;  that 
one  of  these  ladies  was  flogged  with 
100  lashes,  and  that  afterwards  she  and 
several  of  her  companions  committed 
suicide  by  taking  poison  ;  and,  whether 
our  Ambassador  at  St.  Petersburg  could 
be  asked,  in  the  most;  friendly  manner, 
to  invite  the  attention  of  the  Russian 
Government  to  the  circulation  of  these 
stories,  and  to  express  a  hope  that  steps 
may  be  talACn  which  would  enable 
an  official  contradiction  to  be  given  to 
them  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  have  no  means  of  judging 
of  the  truth  oi  the  statements  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  refers,  and  it  is  not 
in  their  power  to  approach  the  Russian 
Government  in  regard  to  them. 

LENGTH  OF  SPEECHES  IN  THE  HOUSE. 
Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of .  the  Treasury 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  fact  that  the  time  devoted  to  the 
debate  on  the  first  Amendment  with 
regard  to  the  Special  Commission  Report, 
extending  over  six  days  and  occupying 
about  40  hours,  was  consumed  by  the 
speeches  of    only    37    Members;    and. 


whether  he  will  renew  -the  appeal  that 
he  has  made  to  Members  in  previous 
Sessions  since  tho  Twelve  o'clock  Rule 
came  into  force,  to  be  more  concise  in 
their  remarks,  so  as  to  give  opportunity 
to  a  larger  number  of  Members  to  take 
part  in  the  debates  of  the  House  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber asks  me  to  repeat  an  appeal  which  I 
made  last  year,  and  the  very  fact  that 
such  an  appeal  is  again  made  s|hows  how 
little  efEect  my  words  have  had.  Sir,  I 
regret  than  hon.  Members  are  suffering 
under  a  malady  which,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber seems  to  think,  renders  them  insen- 
sible of  due  proportion  in  their  remarks ; 
but  I  am  sure  that  any  remedy  is  to  be 
found  rather  in  the  general  sense  of  fair- 
ness to  Colleagues  in  the  House  and  of 
their  responsibility  to  the  country  in  the 
conduct  of  public  business  in  the  House, 
and  I  trust  that  the  suggestion  involved 
in  the  question  will  be  received  with 
consideration  by  those  Gentlemen  for 
whom  it  is  intended. 

THE  CITY  POSTMEN. 
Mr.  LAWSON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  before  giving  a 
reply  to  the  petition  of  the  City  postmen 
forwarded  to  him  on  the  30th  October, 
1889,  he  will  appoint  a  Departmental 
Committee  to  inquire  into,  or  himself 
inquire  into,  their  claim  to  be  paid  on  a 
higher  scale  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKES  :  Premising  that  the 
memorial  of  the  City  postmen,  although 
dated  October  30  last,  did  not  reach 
my  hands  until  the  Christmas  pressure 
was  over,  I  may  observe  that  in  tliat 
memorial  there  is  much  with  which  I 
find  myself  able  to  agree.  For  instance, 
the  postmen  ask  that,  with  one  im- 
material exception,  their  duties  may  be 
so  arranged  as  to  admit  of  the  day's  work 
being  completed  within  12  hours.  In 
this  they  have  my  full  sympathy. 
Already,  since  the  date  of  their  memorial 
much  has  been  don^,  and  much  will  con- 
tinue to  be  done  with  a  view  as  far  as 
possible  to  coriply  with  what  seems  to  me 
a  very  r^.asorable  request.  So,  again, 
tiiey  wCk.  that  the  rates  of  pay  which  they 
receive  for  extra  duty  may  be  raised.  This, 
I  Mn  happy  so  say,  has  been  done  since  their 
'memorial  was  received.  A  third  request 
is  that  the  rule  which  prohibits  them 
from  holding  meetings  outside  the  Post 
Oflfice   building    for    the    discussion    of 
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questions  connected  with  their  dnties  and 
pay  may  be  abrogated.  As  stated  the 
other  day,  in  reply  to  a  question  put  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch,  I 
have  been  for  some  time  considering 
whether  the  existing  rule  cannot  be  so 
amended  as  to  afEord  reasonable  facilities 
for  such  meetings  being  held,  and  I  hope 
befora  long  to  be  able  to  announce  a 
material  amendment  of  the  rule.  With 
two  requests,  on  the  other  hand,  I  have 
felt  unable  to  comply.  Of  these  one  is 
that  the  rule  prohibiting  them  from 
writing  to  the  Press  on  official  matters 
may  be  repealed.  This,  I  need  hardly 
inform  the  House,  is  a  rub  applicable  to 
the  entire  Civil  Service,  and  obviously 
no  exception  can  be  made  in  favour  of 
the  City  postmen.  Another  request  that 
I  would  recommend  that  their  wages 
should  ris3  as  high  as  40s.  a  week.  With 
this  request  I  could  not  consistently 
comply,  entertaining,  as  I  do,  a  strong 
opinion  that  wages  of  32s.  a  week,  the 
maximum  to  which  they  now  rise,  coupled 
with  good  conduct  stripes,  carrying  in 
the  majority  of  cases  an  additional  allow- 
ance of  3s.  a  week,  and  also  with  uniform, 
gratuitous  medical  attendance,  sick  pay 
during  absence,  and,  above  all,  pensions, 
affords  adequate  remuneration  for  the 
duties  to  be  discharged.  I  have  ventured 
to  inflict  these  details  upon  the  House  in 
order  to  explain  why  it  is  that  I  have 
not,  as  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member, 
thought  it  necessary  to  refer  the 
memorial  of  the  Cvty  postmen  to  a 
Departmental  Committee. 

THE  ARMY  AND  NAVY  ADMINISTRA- 
TION REPORT. 
Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD:  May  I  ask 
when  the  Report  as  to  Army  and  Navy 
Organisation  will  bj  in  the  hands  of 
Members  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  hop3  that  the 
preliminary  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  as  to  the  Administration  of 
the  Army  and  Navy  v^ill  b3  in  the  hands 
of  Members  very  shortly.  But  it  will  be 
necessary  for  the  Governm'CJ^t  to  ask  the 
House  to  vote  money  for  the  2Licmy  and 
Navy,  to-night  for  the  Army,  alid  on 
Monday  for  the  Navy,  in  order  to  ciNry 
on  those  services  before  the  end  of  tl^e 
financial  year.  But  an  opportunity  will 
be  afforded  on  the  earliest  possible  day 
after  the  Easter  recess  for  the  considera- 
tion of  any  observations  which  hon. 
Mr,  Raikea 


Members  may  wish  to  make  on  the 
Report  as  to  the  Admiralty  and  War 
Office  respectively.  I  trust.  Sir,  I  may 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  to  assist  the  Government  by 
passing  the  necessary  votes  for  the  Army 
and  Navy,  sseing  that  there  are  only 
three  days  at  the  disposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment before  it  will  be  necessary  to 
introduce  the  Bill  in  order  to  secure  the 
appropriation  of  money  for  the  public 
service  before  the  end  of  the  financial 
year.  In  these  circumstances  I  trust  the 
House  will  grant  these  Votes,  deferring 
the  questions  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  referred  for  further  consideration  on 
the  Votas  for  the  Admiralty  and  War 
Office. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON:  May  I  ask 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  whether  he 
will  now  state  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House  on  what  day  he  proposes  the 
House  should  adjourn  for  the  Easter 
Recess? 
*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  it  would 
ba  more  convenient  that  that  question 
should  be  postponed  for  a  few  days.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  must  see  that  the 
Adjournment  depends  upon  the  course 
of  public  business. 

Mr.  DILLWYN:  May  I  ask  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
make  any  provison  as  to  the  Tithe  Rent 
Charge  Bill — whether  it  is  intended  to 
take  the  Bill  before  Easter  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  Is  there  any  in- 
tention  of  proceeding  with  the  Infant 
liife  Protection  Bill  to-night  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  do  not  expect 
that  progress  will  be  made  to-night  with 
the  Infant  Life  Protection  Bill.  With 
regard  to  the  Tithe  Bill,  the  two  next 
Government  nights  are  appropriated  for 
Supply,  and  therefore  the  Second  Reading 
cannot  be  taken  until  after  Thursday 
next.  I  hope,  however,  that  it  will  be 
taken  before  Easter. 

Mr.  COBB :  Can  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  say  whether  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Allotments  Bill  will  be  taken 
before  Easter  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Certainly. 
.   *SiR  W.  BARTTELOT  :  There  is  a  Httle 

Sisunderstanding   as   to  the  statement 
y  right  hon.    Friend  has  just  made. 
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Will  he  state  whether  it  is  intended  to 
take  the  Irish  Land  Purchase  Bill  before 
the  Tithes  Bill  ? 

*Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
should  like  to  know  what  arrangement 
the  Government  contemplates  with  regard 
to  the  Army  Votes,  because  last  year, 
under  the  ruling  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means,  a  considerable  restraint 
was  placed  upon  the  discussion,  and  the 
old  rule  of  a  general  discussion  on  tjie 
First  Vote  was  departed  from  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  have  no 
authority  over  the  rulings  of  the  Chair, 
but  I  desire  as  far  as  I  can  to 
promote  discussion  on  the  ?Vote.  I 
did  not  refer  to  the  Irish  Land  Bill 
in  the  statement  I  made,  but  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  that 
that  Bill  should  be  introduced  before 
Easter,  and,  so  far  as  the  introduction  of 
the  Bill  is  concerned,  it  will  probably 
take  precedence  of  the  Tithes  Bill, 
although  I  hope  that  Bill  will  -be  read  a 
second  time  before  Easter. 

♦Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
I  quite  admit  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man cannot  control  the  decision  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  but  he 
will  agree  that  one  night's  discussion 
upon  the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates 
respectively  is  quite  insufficient.  I 
should  like  to  know  how  he  proposes  to 
enable  us  further  to  discuss  the  Es- 
timates ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  It  is  not  uncom- 
mon for  the  Vote  for  men  and  money  to 
be  taken  on  the  night  on  which  the  Army 
Estimates  are  introduced,  and  the 
interests  of  the  service  require  that 
the  Vote  should  be  taken  this  evening. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON:  Will  the  Home 
Secretary  say  when  the  Report  of  the 
Sunday  Closing  Commission  is  likely  to 
be  presented? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  was  informed 
10  or  12  days  ago  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Commission  that  the  Report  would 
be  presented  immediately. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state  when  the  Employ- 
ers' Liability  Bill  will  be  circulated  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  name  a  day. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  I  am  speaking 
of  the  circulation  of  the  Bill.  The 
Second  Reading  is  down  for  next  week. 


THE  NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

*Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
Tliis  morning  the  newspapers  published, 
some  of  them  in  extenso,  the  memoran- 
dum of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
in  explanation  of  the  Navy  Estimates. 
That  memorandum  has  not  yet  been 
issued  to  Members  of  the  House.  Will 
the  noble  Lord  be  good  enough  to  explain 
the  circumstances  ? 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  150  copies  of 
the  memorandum  were  in  the  Vote  office 
yesterday,  but;  as  that  number  was  not 
sufficient  to  complete  the  distribution 
among  Members,  orders  were  given  that 
the  papers  should  not  be  handed  ont 
until  this  morning.  Copies  of  the  mem- 
orandum were  forwarded  to  the  Press  at 
the  same  time  that  150  copies  were  sent 
to  the  Vote  office. 

Mr.  HOWELL  :  Is  ifc  not  a  fact  that 
orders  were  given  not  to  deliver  the 
memorandum  to  Members  until  the 
House  met  to-day  at  three  o'clock  ? 

*LoRD  G.  HAMILTON:  The  orders 
were  not  given  by  me. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  Does  the  noble 
Lord  suggest  that  the  newspaper  people 
obtained  their  copies  from  the  Vote  office, 
or  elsewhere  ? 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  Copies  were 
sent  to  the  newspapers  at  the  same  time 
as  150  copies  were  sent  to  the  House. 


INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  LICENSES 

(SCOTLAND). 
Returns  ordered — 

**  Of  the  number  of  Licenses  for  the  sale  of 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  whether  issued  under  the 
authority  of  Magistrates*  certificates  or  by 
Officers  of  Excise  in  each  City,  Royal  or  Muni- 
cipal Burgh,  and  County  in  Scotland,  arranged 
as  follows : — 

(I.)  For  inns  and  hotels ; 
(2.)  For  public-houses ; 
(3.)  For  dealers  in  Exciseable  Liquors  and 
grocers  and  provision  dealers  trading  in 
Exciseable  Liquors ; 
(4.)  For  sale  of  table  beer ; 
(5.)  Excise  Licenses  granted  for  the  sale  of 
Exciseable  Liquors,  without  Magistrates' 
certificates  being  previously  obtained,  to  be 
tabulated :  *' 
''And,  of  the  number  of  special  permissions 
granted  by  the  Magistrates  or  Justices  under 
the  authority  of  section  six  of  *The  Public- 
Houses  Amendment  Act,  1862,'  during  each  of 
the  two  years  immediately  preceding  the  pass- 
ing of  *  The  Public  Houses,  Hours  of  Closing 
(Scotland)  Act,  1887,'  and  during  each  of  the 
two  years  immediately  succeeding  the  passing 
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of  that  Act,  in  each  City,  Royal  or  Municipal 
Burgh,  and  County  in  Scotland  respectively : — 


Name  of  City, 

Royal  or  Municipal 
Burgh,  or  County. 

Population,  Census 
1881. 

Inns  and  hotels. 

Public-Houses. 

Grocers'  Licenses. 

Table  Beer  Licenses. 

Excise  Licenses 
without  Magistrates' 
certificates. 

Special  Licenses. 

Total  number  of 
Licenses  issued. 

Number  for  each 
thousand  of  the 
population. 

"  The  Returns  for  the  Counties  to  be  tabu* 
lated  separately  from  those  for  the  Cities  and 
Burghs."— (-rlfr.  Leng.) 

MEMBERS  OF  PARLIAMENT. 

Address  for — 

**  Return  containing  a  reprint  of  the  Return  of 
Members  of  Parliament  for  1880  (Pjirliamentary 
Paper,  No.  21,  of  Session  18S7),  together  with 
the  Index  to  the  Names  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment from  1705  to  1885,  in  continuation  of  the 
Return  of  Members  of  Parliament  (Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  No.  69  (ii.),  of  Session  1878).*' 
-^{Mr.  Siuart'  iroriletj.) 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*•  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

VOLUNTEER  EQUIPMENTS. 
*(4.55.)     Sir  E.    HAMLEY  (Birken- 
head) :    Mr.    Speaker,    I    have    always 


insisted  on  the  necessity  for  equipping 
the  Volunteers,  and  I  did  so  at  a  time 
when  the  services  they  might  render  to 
the  country  were  little  appreciated, 
indeed  almost  unthought  of.  The  value 
of  the  force  is  now  fully  recognised, 
and  the  Government,  a«  well  as  its 
military  advisers,  have  seen  that  the 
feeling  of  the  country  is  far  in 
advance  of  anything  that  has  been  done 
or  .proposed  in  this  direction.  They  have 
seen  that  the  Volunteers  form  an  indis- 
pensible  element  in  the  national  defence, 
and  they  have  seen  also  that  to  rely  on 
the  Volunteers  without  equipping  them 
is  an  absurdity.  They  have,  therefore, 
determined  to  <?quip  them,  and  I  desire 
to  call  attention  to  the  method  in  which 
this  is  being  done.  In  May  last,  a 
Circular  was  issued  under  the  sanction 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  signed 
by  the  Adjutant  General,  in  which  were 
specified  certain  articles  of  equipment  as 
necessary  in  order  to  enable  the  Volun- 
teers to  take  the  field,  and  then  followed 
this  passage  : — 

**  After  a  date  to  be  hereafter  named,  the 
possession  of  these  articles  to  be  made  a 
condition  of  efficiency,  and  their  prodaetion  at 
inspection  will  be  necessary,  in  order  that  the 
capitation  grant  may  be  earned. 

The  capitation  allowance  made  by  the 
Government  to  Volunteer  corps  is  for 
efficient  men,  and  efficiency,  according  to 
the  Volunteer  Regulations,  means  effi- 
ciency in  shooting  with  the  rifle.  Hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  Volunteers  who 
have  passed  through  the  ranks  have 
rendered  themselves  efficient  and  en- 
abled their  coi*ps  to  gain  the  allowance. 
Hundreds  of  thousands  who  are  now  in 
the  ranks  have  done  the  s:\me  ;  and  yet, 
after  having  spent  all  this  time  and 
labour,  they  are  suddenly  told  that 
unless  they  fulfil  a  new  and  totally 
difEerent  requirement,  all  that  time  and 
labour  will  go  for  nothing.  This  intima- 
tion might  very  well  startle  the  Volun- 
teers, and  it  has  startled  them.  Now, 
the  penalty  for  failing  to  fulfil  this  new 
condition  is  deprivation  of  the  capitation 
allowance.  This  allowance  hasbeenalways 
found  insufficient,  and  therefore  the 
great  majority  of  the  corps  have  been 
forced  into  debt.  In  1887  a  Committee 
was  formed  to  inquire  into  the  matter, 
and  the  following  points  were 
referred  to  it  by  tlie  War  Office  : — 
First,  to  inquire  what  were  the  necessary 
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requirements  of  the  Volunteer  Force  to 
be  covered  by  the  capitation  grant ; 
secondly,  whether  the  present  grant  was 
sufficient ;  and  thirdly,  if  not,  in  what 
form  any  increase  should  be  given.  The 
Report  of  the  Committee  stated  that  the 
grant  was  insufficient ;  it  recommended 
that  an  increase  should  be  made  to  enable 
the  force  to  meet  their  liabilities  for 
necessary  purposes ;  and  it- specified  what 
those  necessary  purposes  were,  and  equip- 
ment was  not  among  them.  There  ex- 
ists, therefore,  no  justification  whatever 
for  calling  upon  the  Volunteers  to 
provide  their  own  equipnient,  and  to 
deprive  them  of  a  grant  which  is 
scrupulously  proportioned  to  their  necessi- 
ties must  mean  financial  ruin.  The 
Circular  divides  the  equipment  into  two 
classes — the  one,  that  which  is  to  be 
found  by  the  Volunteers  themselves ; 
the  other,  that  which  is  to  be  provided  in 
a  different  way.  On  mobilisation  the 
State  proposes  to  give  two  guineas  for 
every  efficient  man  with  which  to  pro- 
vide the  articles  of  the  second  class. 
There  is  no  apparent  reason  to  be  found 
in  any  statement  on  the  subject  why  the 
Volunteers  should  provide  one  class  of 
equipment,  and  the  State  the  other. 
Both  are  equally  indispensable.  The 
inference  is  that  the  distinction  has  been 
made  in  order  to  save  the  State  from 
paying  for  a  part  of  the  equipment,  and 
to  throw  the  cost  on  the  Volunteers. 
The  War  Office  should  have  calculated 
the  total  expense  of  the  equipment,  and 
have  at  once  said  that  it  would  provide  it. 
The  Circular  with  its  demand  has,  how- 
ever, not  been  without  effect.  It  procured 
the  co-operation  of  the  Lord  Mayor 
of  last  year,  who,  no  doubt,  was  well 
aware  that  the  Government  would  be 
very  much  obliged  to  anyone  who 
would  spare  it  the  pain  of  asking  for 
money  to  provide  for  the  public  safety. 
In  July  the  Lord  Mayor  issued  an  in- 
vitation to  the  public  to  subscribe  to 
what  he  called  the  Patriotic  Volunteer 
Fund,  and  the  letter  which  accompanied 
the  invitation  stated  that  a  Government 
grant  for  that  purpose  would,  as  many 
Volunteers  felt,  change  the  voluntary 
character  of  the  force,  and  greatly 
diminish  its  charm.  Why  "  the  charm," 
as  the  Lord  Mayor  poetically  termed  it, 
should  be  diminished  by  that  kind  of 
Government  grant,  any  more  than  by  the 
capitafcion  allowance,  or  by  the  grant  for 


the  other  part  of  their  equipment,  or  by 
getting  up  the  Patriotic  Fund,  no  one, 
probably,  except  that  particular  occupant 
of  the  Civic  Chair,  could  undertake  to 
explain.  Now,  to  show  the  inconsiderate 
way  in  which  this  business  was  entered 
on,  I  will  mention  that  the  Lord  Mayor 
began  by  asking  for  £85,000,  and  though 
he  only  got  half  of  that  sum,  yet  it 
was  more  than  amply  sufficient  for  its 
purpose.  It  is,  so  far,  a  success,  but  a 
very  partial  one,  for  it  leaves  the 
enormous  majority  of  the  Volunteers — 
namely,  the  provincial  corps — quite  un- 
provided for.  On  bringing  this  matter 
before  the  House  last  Session,  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  suggested  several  ways  in 
which  this  money  might  be  raised.  He 
said  the  Volunteers  might  borrow  it, 
the  expediency  of  which  counsel  may 
perhaps  be  open  to  doubt,  or  it  might 
be  provided  by  public  subscription,  as  if 
they  were  sufferers  by  flood  or  fire,  or, 
lastly,  they  might  apply  their  minds  to 
the  problem.  We  are  all  of  us  aware  of 
cases  in  which  persons  who  cannot  get 
money  in  ordinary  ways  apply  their 
minds  to  the  problem,  and  often  display 
great  ingenuity  in  doing  so,  but  they  are 
not  perhaps  a  class  of  persons  whom  it  is 
desirable  the  Volunteers  should  imitate. 
The  result  is  that  at  present  there  are 
some  corps  who  have  endeavoured  to 
provide  the  necessary  money,  there 
are  others  who  are  still  making  efforts, 
while  some  are  tacitly  waiting  the  signal 
for  being  declared  inefficient.  On 
the  10th  of  February  last  a  meeting  was 
held  at  Newcastle,  representing  North- 
umberland, Newcastle,  and  Berwick, 
to  consider  the  position  of  the  Volunteers 
of  the  countr}',  when  a  resolution  was 
agreed  to  that,  inasmuch  as  the  members 
of  .the  force  rendered  valuable  services  for 
which  they  received  no  pay,  it  was  unjust 
and  inexpedient  that  they  should  be  sub- 
ject to  any  charge  in  respect  to  the  equip-  * 
ment  necessary  to  enable  the  country 
to  secure  the  benefit  of  their  services. 
A  Committee  was  formed  to  consider  the 
subject.  So  that  nine  months  after  the 
issue  of  the  Circular,  that  is  all  they  have 
as  yet  arrived  at.  It  is  really  quite 
pathetic  to  watch  other  efforts  that 
have  been  made,  such,  for  instance,  as 
where  officers  endeavour  to  give  dramatic 
performances  to  assist  the  equipment  of 
their  men  for  the  Public  Service.  This 
can  hardly  be  called  a  success,  but,  how- 
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ever  successful,  I  should  still  have  ob- 
jected to  it  on  account  of  its  unfairness, 
because  it  throws  on  part  of  the  public 
the  task  of  finding  money  for  national 
purposes  which  ought  to  be  borne  by  the 
whole  of  the  community  which  does  not 
render  personal  service.     Now,  the  prob- 
lem we  have  to  face  is  this  :  the  provincial 
corps  having  no  ambitious  Lord  Mayor  to 
appeal  for  them,  and  no  rich  community 
to  respond,  remain  in  great  measure  un- 
equipped.    Will  the  Circular  be   there- 
upon enforced  against  them  ;  will  they  be 
deprived  of  the  grant  ?     If  so,  they  must 
to  that  extent  ceasa  to  exist ;  and  how 
does  the  Government  propose  to  replace 
them?     It    must   ba   remembered  that 
Volunteers  need  only  give    very   short 
notice  in  order  to  pass  back  into    the 
general   mass  of  the  population.     At  the 
very  time  we  are  running  this  risk  the 
Volunteers  are  being  made  every  year 
more  and  more  an  indispensable  element 
of  national  defence.     They  form  by  far 
the  greatest  force  numerically    of    our 
defensive  Army,  and  all  the  schemes  of 
national  defence  take  them  into  account 
and  assign  them  to  their  various  posts, 
and,  it  may  be  said,  those  schemes  would 
fall  to  pieces  without  them.     I  submit, 
then,  that  this  present  step  is  ill-advised 
and  dangerous.      It  is  another  example 
of  the   unwis3  spirit  in    which  we    are 
dealing  with  this  invaluable  force.     In- 
stead  of   finding  new,  unforeseen,  and 
impossible  conditions  imposed  on  them, 
they  should  meet  with  all  reasonable  en- 
couragement,   and    every    step    should 
be  taken  consistent   with    strict    disci- 
pline    to     render    the    Service    attrac- 
tive.     What     escape     is     there     from 
the      dilemma      which      the      Circular 
has  got  us  into  ?     I  would  respsctfuUy 
venture  to  suggest  for  the  consideration 
of  the  right   hon.   Gentleman,  according 
to  the  terms  of  the  Resolution,  that  after 
a  fixed  date  all  deficiencies  of  the  equip- 
ments of  Volunteers  which  are  necessary 
to  efficiency,  and  all  debts  of  corps  pro- 
perly incurred  on  account  of   the  same, 
should  ba  made  good  from   the  public 
revenues.     I  would  also  suggest  that  the 
threat    contained    in    the      Circular    of 
deprivation  of  the  Grant  should  be  at  once 
rescinded.     I  have  endeavoured  to  place 
this  statement  before  the  House  in  the 
most  simple  and  unvarnished  terms.     I 
think  it  is  very  unlikely  that  many  per- 
sons, unless  they  are  Volunteers,  have 
Sir  E.  Harrdey 


made  themselves  acquainted  with  the 
facts  which  I  have  stated.  It  is,  how- 
ever, exceedingly  desirable  that  hon. 
Members  and  the  public  should  become 
acquainted  with  these  facts  in  their  own 
interest  and  the  interest  of  our  Citizen 
Army  ;  and  this  is  my  reason  for  bring- 
ing the  matter  before  the  House. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That '  to  the 
end  of  the  queHtion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*  it  is  expedient  that,  after  a  certain  fixed  date, 
all  deficiencies  of  the  equipments  of  Volun- 
teers which  are  necessary  to  efficiency,  and  all 
debts  of  corps  properly  incurred  on  account  of 
the  same,  be  made  good  from  the  publio 
revenues/  *' — {Sir  Edward  Kamley^ 

— instead  thereof 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

*(5.15.)  Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central):  I  gladly  rise  to 
second  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  and  I  take  the  opportunity  of 
thanking  him  on  behalf  of  the  Volunteer 
Force  for  bringing  this  matter  forward. 
If  the  Volunteers  are  worth  anything  at 
all  I  submit  they  ought  to  be  equipped 
properly  and  maintained  at  the  expense 
of  the  State.  The  House  will,  I  feel 
sure,  admit  that  the  services  rendered  by 
tlie  Volunteer  Force  to  the  country  are 
incalculable  not  only  in  a  defensive  sense, 
but  in  a  physical  sens3,  a  moral  sensCy 
and  a  patriotic  sense.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War 
has  in  many  ways  since  he  has  held 
office  evinced  sympathy  for  the  Volun- 
teers, and  I  am  sure  the  Force  will 
acknowledge  the  assistance  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  rendered  it  on 
many  occasions.  But  I  fear  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  always 
supported  by  some  of  his  subordinates  as 
well-wishers  of  the  Volunteer  Force  would 
desire  and  hope.  It  looks  often  as  if  a 
strict  watch  was  being  kept  at  head 
quartars  upon  every  Regulation  and 
every  allowance  that  might  be  beneficial 
for  the  development  or  the  training  of 
the  Force,  and  early  opportunity  taken 
by  some  means  to  check  or  limit  any 
such  order  when  issued.  I  am  sure  that 
Volunteers  as  a  whole,  and  espe- 
cially commanding  officers,  were  very 
glad  indeed  of  the  efforts  made 
tp  improve  the  rifle  shooting  of 
th^  force,  but  no  sooner  were  Regulations 
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issued  on  that  bead  than  we  were  de- 
prived of  15  rounds  of  the.  ammunition 
we  had  had  for  many  years.  When 
this  was  brought  to  the  notice  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  he  was  good  enough 
to  say  he  would  take  this  matter  into 
re-consideration,  and  he  says  he  will  allow 
these  15  rounds  again  in  cases  where  it 
can  hd  shown  they  are  absolutely 
essential.  But,  I  submit,  that  to  have 
these  proposals,  these  changes  and  altera- 
tions, adoptad,  often  without  considera- 
tion of  the  needs  of  the  force,  is  not 
only  very  harassing,  but  gives  rise  to  a 
great  deal  of  unnecassary  feeling.  The 
Adjutant  General  of  the  Forces,  in  a 
speech  the  other  day,  referred  to  musketry 
shooting,  and  said  there  was  not  a 
battalion  of  Voluntaers  who  could  shoot 
against  any  regiment  in  the  Army. 
Well,  that  is  true,  naturally,  but  I  am 
quite  sura  that  Lord  Wolsaley,  to  whom 
the  Volunteer  Force  is  indebted  in  many 
ways,  had  no  intention  of  speaking  in  a 
disparaging  tone  of  the  forca,  but  it  is 
certain  that  comparisons  of  the  kind  are 
not  just,  and  are  calculated  to  give 
rise  to  a  great  deal  of  needless  irrita- 
tion. In  the  matter  I  liave  mentioned, 
musketry  shooting  against  the  Regular 
Army,  I  will  only  say  that  the  corps  I 
have  the  honour  to  command  will 
be  ready  to  shoot  against  any  regiment 
at  any  time  and  under  any  conditions. 
My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  has  referred 
to  the  efEorts  made  by  Mayors  and  Civic 
Authorities  to  follow  the  example  of  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  London,  and  raise  a  fund 
for  the  equipment  of  the  Voluntaer 
Force,  and  I  quite  agree  with  what  he 
has  said,  that  it  is  not  fair  to  the  force 
or  to  the  public.  It  is  absolutely 
necessary,  at  any  rate,  that  rifle  ranges, 
drill  sheds,  parade  grounds,  and  places 
for  exercise  should  be  provided  by  the 
State,  if  th3  force  is  worth  maintaining 
at  all.  I  am  certain  that  no  Member  of 
this  House  will  contend  that  the  Volun- 
teer Force  is  not  of  the  greatest  national 
advantage,  and  thoroughly  worth  the 
money  to  make  it  in  every  way  eflficiont. 
The  difficulties  of  commanding  officers 
on  this  head  are  little  understood  by  the 
public,  and  are  little  appreciated  by  the 
Authoritiis.  When  the  Voluntaers  go  i 
out  in  large  numbers,  as  they  do  at 
Easter,  there  is  the  greatest  difficulty  in 
finding  placas  where  theycan  be  exercised 
or  barrack  rooms  where  they  can  be 
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located.  I  do  not  wish  to  press  this 
matter  at  any  length  on  the  Uouse,  biit 
I  do  most  cordially  second  the  Motion  of 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  which  I 
trust  will  find  a  favourable  reception  and 
consideration  by  the  House  and  the 
Government. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  Before  the  hon.  Gentleman 
replies  I  should  like,  if  you  will  allow 
me,  to  say  a  word  or  two  from  this  side. 
Perhaps  I  owe  an  apology  to  the  House, 
because  I  am  not  a  military  man,  and 
am  not  even  a  Volunteer,  and  this  is  the 
first  occasion  on  which  I  have  taken  part 
in  what  is  usually  considered  a  military 
debate.  But  I  have  a  personal  interest 
in  the  matter,  and  I  am  especially  inter- 
ested, because  we  in  Birmingham  are  in 
the  position  which  has  been  indicated  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemaa  opposite 
(General  Hamlyn).  We  have  therq  a 
very  efficient  Volunteer  Corps,  though 
it  is  not  so  large  as  I  should  like  to  see 
it,  and  when  this  Circular  was  issued,  it 
became  a  serious  matter  for  us  to  con- 
sider how  we  should  continue  that  force 
at  all  and  provide  for  its  necessary 
equipment.  We  have  no  Lord  Mayor  at 
Birmingham.  It  so  happens  that  the 
last  two  gentlemen  who  filled  the  office  of 
Mayor  were  worthy  and  admirable  mem* 
bers  of  the  Society  of  Friends,  and,  under 
such  circumstances, they  naturallydeclined 
to  take  any  part  in  promoting  the  equip- 
ment of  the  force,  and  it  fell  to  my  lot 
to  do  what  otherwise  would  have  been 
done  by  the  Mayor.  I  believe  a  meeting 
is  to  be  arranged  shortly  after  Easter, 
and  large  subscriptions,  I  believe,  have 
been  already  announced,  so  that  probably 
we  shall  find  the  equipments  by  voluntary 
assistance.  Our  only  difficulty  in  securing 
this  voluntary  assistance  is  the  feeling  on 
the  part  of  our  liberal  citizens  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  called  upon  alone  to  find 
these  funds.  They  are  willing  to  meet 
their  fair  share  of  the  cosb,  but  they  do  not 
see  why  the  expense  should  not  fall  upon 
the  whole  of  the  community,  for  it  is  for  the 
advantage  of  the  whole  community  that 
the  Volunteer  Force  is  established.  They 
say,  and  with  reason,  that  the  time  is 
come  when  military  authorities  should 
tell  us  what  value  they  set  on  the 
Volunteer  Force,  and  tell  us  if  it  is  really 
an  essential  part  of  the  defensive  force 
of  the  country,  or  if  it  is  not.  If  it  is 
not,  and  if  it  is  merely  an  amusement 
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;  wkioli  oertaiti  of  our  citizens  are  induced 
ko  engage  iti,  inaking  some  sacriHa^s  for 
the  purpose^  then  1  tliiuk  it  is  well  that 
w©  ehould  have  this  kuowledgo  at  once. 
If,  on  the  eoritniry,  it  is  an  essential  part 
of  our  defensive  forcL\  then  I  do  main- 
tain   tliat    the    whole   of   its   necessary 

-equipment  ought  to  be  provided  from  the 
funds  ol  the  country.  And  even  when 
that  is  done,  let  it  bo  clearly  understood 
that  those  who  join  this  Volunteer 
Organisation  will  have  t<imake  consider- 
able sacrifices,  not  only  in  time,  but  in 
money*  There  are  a  number  of  things 
that  naturally  thi?  Stati-^  cannot  be  asked 
bo  do— prizes,  for  instance,  at  shooting 
competitions.  In  this  and  in  other  ways 
officers  are  already  milking  hirge  eontrihu- 
tions.  The  point  I  desire  to  ur^e  on  the 
Goverument,  and  which  T  should  like  to 
press  in  the  terms  of  the  Motion,  is  that  the 
Department  should  withdraw  that  part  of 
the  circular  wWch  involves  a  withdrawal 
of  the  efficiency  grant  if  certain  equip* 
mentsare  not  provided.  That  is  really  a 
proposal  tliat  cannot  be  justitlod.  It 
amounts  to  a  breach  of  f.iith  with  the 
existing  Volunteer  Di-ganisation,  Unless 
fchifi  is  done  the  position  will  be  this— 
that  in  a  few  places,  such  as  the 
Metropolis  and  in  our  large  and  populous 

.oeatres,  the  liberalify  of  citiz.ms  will  pro- 
vide what  is  neci'ssary  ;  but  in  other 
parts  of  tho  country  there  will  be  corps 

*Ieft  in  a  position  in  which  they  ai-v 
unfit  to  take  the  field,  and  cannot  be 
considered  part  of  our  defensive  force, 
and  in  the  event  of  war  breaking  out 

,you  will  have  deprived  yourself  of  the 
advantage  of  these  forcLS  by  your  own 
parsimony,  a  most  undesirable  stat,^  of 
thiiigs* 

♦(5/28.)  Thk  PIN^ANCIAIi  SECRE- 
TARY FOR  WAR  (Mr,  Biioi-RicK,  vSurrey, 
Guildford):  1  do  not  think  wc  can 
complain  of  the  tone  of  the  speeches 
made,  but  it  is  necessary  that  the 
House  should  follow  the'  advice  of 
ray  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and 
investigate  the  facts  bc^foro  proceed- 
ing to  giv<^  a  strong  vote*  upon  the 
R?solution  brought  lieforo  us.  Nothing 
is  further  from  the  infc.^nti(ui  of  the 
Gov.M'amf'nt,  or  would  be  at  so  much 
variance  with  fictual  facts  and  our  action 
since  we  laive  been  in  oilicc,  than  any  idea 
either  of  parsimony  iu  dealing  with  the 
Vol  ante 3 r.-?  or  want  of  appr?eiation  of  the 
sprvicea  they  havo  rendered  to  the 
M7\  *A  Chamberlain 


country.  But  if  a  balance  is  to  be  struck 
between  what  tlte  public  has  done  and 
what  the  Government  has  done,  I  think 
wc  may  fairly  t^ike  this  opportunity  of 
putting  forv^ai'd  what  has  been  don  ~ 
towards  rendering  the  iorcB  efficieE 
Special  attention  has  been  called  to  tin 
Volunteer  Fortie  in  consequence  of  thol 
being  included  in  the  general  scheme 
mobilisation.  Its  exisU^nce  has  been 
great  moral  benefit  tt>  the  country, 
doubts  since  it6  establishment.  Up 
1886  the  Volunteer  Fo  re  &  might  have  bee 
said  to  be  something  like  a  hapha 
collection  of  unitj*,  but  there  has,  howcve 
Ix'cn  a  ehange  in  pf>8ition»  and 
military  advisers  of  my  right  hon.  Friec 
have  advised  )iim  lis  U^  tho  exact  positio 
Volunteers  may  bo  expected  to  takK 
Immediately  the  question  arose  of 
mobilising  the  Volunteers,  there  also 
arose  the  question  of  expense.  Reference 
haa  Ixren  ninde  to  the  Report  of  a  Com- 
mittee which  assembled  under  the 
presidency  of  Lord  Harrii^.  My  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  has  rather  skimmed  over 
the  pagesof  that  Report,  and  hiisnot  lookfi 
thoroughly  into  the  con  elusions  at  whid 
the  Committee  arrived  and  tlie  me  tho ' 
by  w^hich  they  reached  thrx'ie  r<niclu3ioii 
If  he  bsitd  done  so,  he  would  havo  fOTj 
that  the  greater  part  of  his  Motion  fall 
to  the  ground.  The  Committee,  whi<4i 
had  upon  it  not  merely  membt^rs  of  i 
War  Oflace,  but  two  very  distinguish 
Volunteer  officers,  w^ent  srtHnfim  int 
the  amount  which  the  Ciq»itation  grant 
would  be  ex^iecteil  to  provide,  and  con- 
si  derincr  it,  item  by  item,  they  proposed 
an  increase  of  thnt  grant  and  of  otl 
allowances.  What  was  that  prop 
increase  intended  to  cover  ?  My  hou.  and 
gallant  Friend  said  that  clothing  and 
equipment  was  not  one  of  the  items. 
Surely  he  has  not  read  page  9  of  the 
Report,  in  which  the  wonU  '*clnthing  at 
so  much  per  hcj^i  "  arc  speeially  inck 
If  he  had  loi>ked  into  the  Report  a  lit 
more  closely  lie  would  liavc  fouii 
tliat  the  clothing  included  tho  tunic, 
trousfts,  shako,  gaiters,  Ixjlt  and  pouch, 
and  the  great  coat,  to  bo  given  by 
a  separate  allowance.  When  we  have 
taken  these  items,  what  remain,  and  what_ 
increase  has  been  a^ked  in  the  circuli 
of  the  Adjutant  General  ?  Every  sing! 
thing  alluded  to  in  thai  circular  is  providfl 
under  the  capitation  grant  according 
the  estimate  of  the  Committee,  with 


737 


Volunteer 


{Maech  13^  1890} 


EquipmenU. 


r38 


exception  of  the  liavresack,  water  bottle, 
and  mess  tin,  the  whole  of  which  cost  3s.  6d., 
and  one  ponch  now  likely  to  be  added  in 
consequonceof  thenewrifle.  Ontheother 
hand,  if  hon.  Gentlemen  will  look  a  little 
more  closely  into  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee they  will  see  that  the  estimate  is  for 
only  about  90  per  cent,  of  the  Volunteers 
to  become  efficient  and  earn  the,  358. 
apiece.  Bat,  in  point  of  fact,  it  is  between 
97  and  98  per  cent.,  and  the  difference  in 
the  capitation  grant  in  consequence  of 
the  extra  7  per  cent,  is  more  than  equiva- 
lent to  the  cost  of  the  extra  equipment 
demanded  by  the  circular.  So  far  as  the 
Committee  represent  the  facts,  they  prove 
satisfactorily  and  conclusively  that  nothing 
is  asked  for  in  the  circular  which  cannot 
<be  paid  for  out  of  the  capitation  grant  if 
properly  administered.  I  do  not  wish 
for  a  moment  to  give  any  opinion  as  a 
civilian,  but  I  must  be  allowed  to  refer 
to  the  fact  that  we  had  the  advantage 
on  that  Committee  of  the  presence  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Gainsborough  (Colonel  Eyre), 
who  was  able  to  show,  by  his  own  regi- 
ment, which  he  has  commanded  so  many 
years,  not  merely  that  the  capitation 
•grant  is  enoua;h,  but  that  it  has  been 
sufficient  to  provide  those  equipments 
which  the  Committee  consider  to  be  ne- 
cessary. The  hon.  and  gallant,  Gentle- 
man will  be  able  to  explain  to  other  com- 
•manding  officjrs  how  he  hos  got  those 
satisfactory  results,  and  I  hope  he  will  also 
<5onfer  privately,  with  the  same  object, 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield,  who 
has  spoken  in  rather  a  disparaging  way 
of  the  amount  which  has  been  granted  to 
the  Volunteers.  1  would  like  to  say  one 
word  as  to  a  remark  of  the  right  hon: 
'  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  that  the 
Government  ought  to  state  what  value 
■  they  attach  to  the  Volunteer  Force. 
The  host  proof  of  the  value  we  attach  to 
that  force  is  what  we  have  accomplished 
since  1886.  In  the  first  place,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  Stete  for 
War  thought  it  necessary  for  a  time  to 
check  the  increase  of  the  infantry  comr 
panics  in  order  to  encourage  the  .  enlist- 
ment of  artillery  and  engineer  Volun- 
teers. That  has  had  a  most  satisfactory 
result.  In  1886  we  had  only  five  subr 
marine  mining  engineer  companies ;  now 
we  have  31.  The  number  of  efficient 
engineers  hn-d  risen  to  9,900  in  188^, 
and  has  reached  12,500  in  the  present 


year.  That  is  a  substantial  advance; 
Every  one  of  these  companies  has  a 
definite  place  in  which  to  serve  and  in 
which  to  carry  on  mobilisation.  There 
is  also  an  increase  in  the  artillery,  and, 
despite  the  demand  for  the  qualifying 
courses  of  musketry  for  the  efficiency 
grant  in  infantry,  the  reduction  in  in- 
fantry Volunteers  from  all  causes  is  only 
.3J  per  cent,  of  efficient  Volunteers. 
Ehiring  this  period  the  artillery  Volun- 
teers have  received  284  guns  of  position* 
ranging  from  16  to  40  pounders.  That 
is  an  enormous  advance,  as  every  artil- 
leryman knows,  in  providing  the  infantry 
with  a  propor  complement  of  artillery  ser- 
vice. Moreover,  in  consequence  of  the 
scheme  of  mobilisation  money  is  taken  in 
the  Estimates,  and  sites  are  already.bought 
for  the  special  massing  of  Volunteers  in 
positions  where  they  will  effectively  sup- 
port the  field  army.  The  regulations  under 
which  the  Brigadiers  conduct  their  own 
brigades  into  camp,  have  been  framed 
with  excellent  resulte,  but  with  consider- 
able additional  cost  to  the  country. 
Something  has  been  said  about  the 
equipment  of  great  coats.  The  2s.  which 
was  offered  towards  inducing  Volunteers 
to  get  great  coats  has  certainly  resulted 
most  satisfactorily.  In  1887  there  were 
only  40,000  great  coats  among  220,000 
men;  in  1888  there  were  67.000;.  and 
last  year  94,000,  an  increase  in  two 
years  of  more  than  100  par  cent. 
It  is  really  necessary  that  I  should  state 
the  snms  which  the  Government  have 
asked  Parliamentr  ;io  vote  for  the  use .  of 
the  Volunteers  during  the  last  four 
years.  When  the  Government  came  into 
office  the  Volunteer  Estimates,  including 
Volunteer  Services  and  other  Votes, 
amounted  to  £807,000.  In  1887  thev 
rose  to  £841,000  ;  in  1888  to  £930,000"; 
in  1889  to  £961,000  ;  and  in  tho-present 
year  to  £967,000.  We  have,  therefore, 
had  an  advance  of  £1 60,000  in  four  years, 
which  is  equivpklent  to  15s.  for  every 
Volunteer;  and  that  advance  has  been 
given  althou^  there  has  been  no  increase 
in  the  number  of  efficient  Volunteers. 
It  is  anancrease  from  £3  10s.  to  £4  5s., 
withf^ut  any  increase  in  the  number  of 
Volunteers^  but  solely  in  Order  to  get 
them  to  attain  to  greater  efficiency.  I 
must  say  that,  under  the  circumstances, 
it  is  a  little  hard  that  a  Member  of  this 
House  in  the  p  sition  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  for  Birkenhead, 
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ihould  talk  of  the  tin  wise  way  in  which 
the  Government;  has  dealt  with  the  force. 
He  apparently  imputed  k»  ns  that  we 
hftve  been  backward  in  recogaising  our 
responsibility  in  this  matter;  whereas,  we 
submit  that  no  Government  has  ever 
seriouslj  orgunised  the  Volunteer  Force 
before,  or  coped  with  the  dema  ds  apon 
it.  I  will  put  before  the  Committee  one 
or  two  considerations  a«  to  the  Motion, 
which  I  think  ought  to  he  taken  into  ac- 
count before  it  is  too  liastilj  resolved, 
thflt  the  Government  ought  to  pay  the 
whole  expenses  of  equipping  the  Volun- 
teers where  they  have  not  been  able  to 
equip  themselves.  Dp  to  1862  no  capi- 
tation grant  was  given  at  all,  but  all  ex- 
penses were  met  by  private  subscription. 
Although  the  Government  then  assumed 
certain  responsibilities,  it  should  be 
clearly  understood  that  at  that  time, 
and  at  each  successive  advance,  only 
sufficient  money  has  been  given  to 
meet  actual  out-of-pocket  expsnses,  I 
do  not  wish  to  say  a  word  that  might  be 
deemed  offensive  to  any  commanding 
officer  of  the  Volunteer  Force,  but  it 
stands  to  reason  that  the  administration 
of  some  Volunteer  corps  has  not  been 
80  econoraicai  as  that  of  others.  In 
some  cases  it  has  even  been  exceedingly 
extra v^ant  The  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield  siid  thnt  the  Government 
should  pay  for  ranges  and  drill  halls,  but 
thehon.  and  gall  ant  Gentleman  knows  that 
there  are  corps  who  have  spent  as  much 
n&  £10,000  on  (mildings,  to  which  are 
attached  baths,  reading  rooms,  tennis 
courts,  and  almost  everj'  kind  of  luxury. 
Are  the  Government  to  undertake  those 
debts,  and  are  they  to  do  nothing  for  those 
corps  which  have  exercised  due  economy 
and  prudence  t  We  must  consider 
whether  it  would  Ije  dealing  fairly  with 
those  corps  that  have  been  economical 
to  pay  the  whole  of  the  demands  of  those 
corps  which  have  not  been  economical, 
and  whether,  by  doing  so,  we  will  not 
create  profound  discontent  among  those 
corps  which,  in  consequence  of  their 
providence  and  foresight,  are  not 
obliged  to  make  any  claim  upoi:  the  Go- 
vernment at  all.  It  has  l)een  laid  down 
broadly  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Go\ern- 
ment  to  place  npcm  the  whole  community 
the  cost  of  maintaining  a  force  which  is 
of  advantage  to  the  entire  country.  But 
there  is  another  way  of  looking  at  that. 
We  are  asking  225,000  men  to  give  their 
Mr.  Brodrick 


services  for  nothing,  while  20  times 
number  of  their  fellow-countrymen  ar 
equally  able  to  give  their  services,  buJ 
do     not     do     so.       Why     should    no 
these     men      contribute,      and      whj 
should    we    by  geneml   taxation    mak 
both   the    men    who    serve   and    thoa 
who  do  not  contribute   equally  t     It 
only  fair  that  they  who  cannot  or  do  na 
give  their  personal  services  should  oon 
tribute   something  towards  the   cost 
the  force.    Commanding  officers  alreiidj 
complain  that  since  the  rise  of  the  capitji 
tion  grant  subscriptions  for  prizes  hav 
fallen  ofF.     I  can  conceive  nothing  whicl 
ismoi-e  cei*tain  io  check  the  flow  of  privat 
subscriptions   than   a  Resolution   efillin| 
upon  the  Government  to  p*iy  for  all  th 
necessities  of  the  Volunteers  when  it  if 
certain  that   the    8* ate    cannot   possiblj 
assume  all  the  liabilities  at  present  me 
from  private  subscription.     The  hon,  anj 
gallant  Member  has,  I  think,  meted 
somewhat  harsh  treatment  to  the   Lor 
Mayor,  and  has  complained  that  ray  hon" 
Friend  threw   on  the    L<ird  Mayor   thi? 
task   of  providing  for  the  safety  of  tlw 
country,     I  know  no  man  against  whou 
such    a  charge   is  so  groundless  as  mj 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Stanhope)  who  ha 
not  hesitated  tt>  bring  before  the  Hon 
what  no  previous  Minister  has  ever  done 
namely,  a  loan  for  fortifications  for  cxjalinl 
stations  and  commercial  port-s,  and  a  Ic 
for  barracks,    besides   considerable 
ditions  to  the  Estimates.     In  the  count; 
county  with  which  I  am   connected  th 
idea  of  a  Volunteer  Equipment  Fund  ha 
been  taken  up  with  the  greatest  iuterea 
and  liberality.     I  believe  there  is  evei 
prospect  in   that  county  that  the  raonc 
necessary  will   be   subscribed.     I  know 
that  a  similar  result  is  going  on  in  othe^ 
counties,  and   1   h<^ipe  tlmt  my  hon. 
gallant  Friend,  and  those  who  think  wii 
him,  seeing  the  great  progress  which 
going  on,  will  not  check  it  by  pressij] 
the  Resolution  now  before    the  Hoi3 
Reference  has  been  made  to  the  circu 
issued  by  the  Adjutant  General,     Tlief 
is  no  intention  to  press  hardly  on  iin^p 
corps.     The  utmost  consideration  will  Ik- 
given   to  all    the   circumstances    in  the 
case   of  a  corps  which,  when  the    time 
comes,  may  not  find  itself  in  possessic 
of  a  full  equipment*     There  is  no  intef 
tion  whatever  of  using  this  circular  wltli 
^B   view   of   decreasing   the  Volunteer 
FcH'ce,  or  in  any  way  putting  difficulties 
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in  the  way  of  a  corps,  other  wis  3  efl&- 
oient,  which  may  find  itself,  owing  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  past,  in  financial 
difficulty.  There  are  persons  who  sup- 
port the  authorities  in  thinking  that 
the  present  capitation  grant  and  allow- 
ances may  ha  made  equal  to  the  present 
Heeds.  I  am  certain  that  no  one  who 
looks  into  the  matter,  and  views  all  the 
facts  surrounding  the  immens3  progress 
made  in  the  last  three  years  and  the 
better  position  of  Voluntaer  regiments, 
can  have  any  ground  of  fear  from  the 
Government  in  regard  to  the  circular. 
In  these  circumstances  I  ask  my  hon. 
Friend  to  consider  whether  it  is  neces-^ 
sary  to  give  any  stimulus  to  the  Govern- 
ment either  by  the  R3Solution  or  by 
dividing  the  House. 

.*(5.40.)  SirH.  HAVELOCK-ALLAN 
(Durham,S.E.)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  Ithink  that 
Volunteers  have  every  reason  to  be  grate- 
ful to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  for 
the  great  efforts  which  he  has  made  in 
the  past.  I  beiieve  it  is  the  general 
feeling  that  there  mver  was  a  period 
when  Volunteers  were  treatad  more 
generously  than  they'have  been  by  the 
present  Secretary  for  War.  We  have 
heard  all  the  great  efforts  which  liave  been 
made  to  provide  the  Volunteers  with 
a  moveable  artillery,  and  to  provide 
a  larger  number  of  submarine  miners 
and  additional  engineer  companies, 
both  steps  in  the  right  direc- 
tion ;  but  they  do  not  in  any  way 
touch  the  present  difficulties  alluded  to 
by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and 
which  I  see  no  other  means,  whatsoever, 
of  getting  over.  Either  the  Volunteer 
Force  are  liable  to  be  called  into  opara- 
tion  for  the  defence  of  the  country,  or 
they  are  not.  If  they  are,  it  is  a 
necessity  that  they  should  be  so 
equippsd  that  they  can  fulfil  the  purpose 
for  which  as  a  force  they  were  called 
into  existence.  As  to  our  obtaining 
voluntary  subscriptions.  I  have  great 
reluctance  to  say  anything  that  may  check 
that  movement.  Of  course  it  is  a  desirable 
thing  that  a  movement  in  the  direction  of 
giving  voluntary  assistance  should  not 
be  checked.  But  I  think  I  am  justified 
in  saying  that,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  London,  where  the  Lord 
Mayor  had  a  large  field,  and  perhaps 
Birmingham,  there  is  no  place 
where  the  example  of  those  two  vast 
centres  is  likely   to  be    followed.      In 


Durham  and  Northumberland,  where  I 
have  the  honour  to  be  in  charge  of  a  very 
large  and  excellent  brigade  of  something 
like  6,000  men,  it  has  been  my  duty 
within  the  last  few  months  to  endeavour 
to  feel  the  pulse  of  the  counties  on  the 
subject  of  obtaining  assistance,  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  would  be  deceiving 
the  pubh'c  and  inflicting  injury  on  the 
Volunteer  Force  if  I  allowed  the  im- 
pression to  prevail  that  voluntary  sub- 
scriptions are  likely  to  be  obtained.  On 
the  contrary,  these  two  counties  of 
Durham  and  Northumberland,  which  are 
now  in  a  state  of  exceptional  prosperity, 
show  a  disinclination  to  give  subscrip- 
tions, the  reason  which  the  leading  men 
invariably  give  being  that  the  opinion 
is  becoming  day  by  day  more  prevalent 
iu  the  country  that  this  is  a  matter  wliich 
ought  to  be  taken  up  by  the  Government, 
and  by  the  Government  alone.  I  do  not 
go  entirely  with  all  the  words  of  the 
Resolution.  I  think  that  a  wise  discrimi- 
nation ought  to  be  exercised  in  respect 
of  the  debts  of  corps.  Many  of  the 
debts  have  been  incurred  in  a  way  which 
will  not  bear  examination,  becaus3  of  the 
imprudence  with  which  they  have  been 
incurred.  I  do  not  suggest  there  has 
been  malversation,  but  imprudence,  and 
the  greatest  possible  care,  therefore, 
should  be  taken  that  the  public  purse  is 
not  called  upon  to  pay  debts  other  than 
those  for  equipments.  With  that  excep- 
tion I  entirely  agree  with  the  Resolution. 
You  may  narrow  the  equipment  down  as 
much  as  you  possibly  can,  but  there  is  a 
limit  beyond  which  you  cannot  go,  for 
there  are  certain  articles  without  which 
the  bulk  of  Volunteers  are  net  able  to 
take  the  field — greatcoat,  straps  for 
carrying  it,  water-botttle,  havresack,  and 
another  pouch.  They  cannot  supply 
themselves  in  any  way  whatever  except 
by  an  extra  Government  allowance.  I  have 
felt  it  necessary  to  make  these  remarks, 
though  I  have  the  greatest  reluctance  to 
do  anything  which  would  check  the  flow 
of  public  subscriptions  to  provide  equip- 
ments. But  I  am  persuaded,  from  in- 
quiries I  have  made ,  not  only  in  North- 
umberland and  Durham  but  adjoining 
counties,  that  the  extent  to  which 
voluntary  sources  are  available  is 
entirely  exaggerated,  illusory,  and 
delusive.  In  the  couniy  of  Durham, 
Lord  Ripon  has,  for  more  than  a  year, 
been  endeavouring  to  obtain  the  sum  o£ 
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JB1,200,  He  has  oulj  Rucceoded  in  ob- 
taining £250,  of  which  he  subscribed 
j£  1 60  himself,  1  believe  that  is  an  indica- 
tkm  of  iho  extent  to  which  aid  nmybe  ob- 
tained from  private  sou  rces.  The  li  berality 
of  otUeers  in  a&6Lsting  the  mainteaanco  of 
their  corps  is  a  source  ^vhich  cannot  be 
further  relied  upra.  T  trust,  therefore, 
that  the  SecreUiry  of  State  for  War  will 
add  to  the  other  Bervices  which  he  has 
rendered  the  Volunteer  Forc-e  by  making 
strict  inquiry  as  to  the  articles  which 
are  absolutely  necessary  for  the  Volunteer 
Force,  and  devising  some  moauB  by 
which  to  supply  them  at  the  earliest 
pOBStble  period,  if  not  by  way  of  vot-e  by 
way  of  loan,  to  be  gradually  paid  off, 
I  am  perfectly  certxiin  by  giving  atten- 
tion in  this  direction  you  will  find  the 
effort  and  cost  more  than  counterbalanced 
by  the  increased  efficiency  which  the 
Volunteers  will  exhibit. 

♦(5,49.)  CoLoxEL  BLUNBKLL  (Tuce, 
8,W,,  Lancashire)  :  Sir,  I  concur  in  a 
great  deal  that  has  fallen  from  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Greneral.  Though  the  Man- 
chester regiments,  with  which  I  havo 
the  honour  to  be  connected,  are  endea- 
vouring to  equip  themselves,  I  am 
quite  certain,  taking  the  country  |48  a 
whole,  that  there  will  be  a  great  difficulty 
in  obtaining  the  equipment  of  the 
Volunteers  from  private  sources.  Rightly 
or  wrongly,  there  is  a  feeling  that  the 
Government  shonkl  take  up  the 
work  of  properly  equipping  the 
Volunteers  with  all  that  is  necessary, 
I  would  urge  on  the  Secretary  of  Stat-e 
for  War,  while  thanking  him  for  what 
he  has  done  in  the  p;ist,  that  he  should 
make  these  changes  when  the  magazine 
rifle  is  issued  to  the  Voluntpers.  The 
amount  of  the  capitation  grant  should 
be  then  re -considered,  arms,  accoutre - 
mentj^  and  equipments  should  be  sup- 
plied, leaving  the  Volunteers  to  pi*ovide 
clothing  only.  The  qucBtiou  of  ranges 
is  also  one  which  it  is  alisolutely 
necessary  for  the  War  Office  to  take  into 
its  special  consideration,  whether  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  safety  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  or  the  efficiency  not 
only  of  the  Volunteer,  but  of  ererj 
other  branch  of  the  Service.  For  in- 
stance, at  Manchester,  a  range  is  much 
needed,  and  I  do  think  the  Government 
should  endeavour  to  provide  ranges 
within  an  ea*y  distance  of  all  large 
oeiiiret  of  popfuktion* 

Sir  II.  Ilavdock' Allan 


(6,3,)  Colonel  CORN WALLIS  WEST 

(Denbigh,  W.) :  I  tliink  the  Volunteer 
of  the  country  owe  a  deep  debt  * 
tude  to  my  hon.  and  gaUatit  Fn 
Member  for  Birkenhead  for  the  Motioij 
which   he   has   brought   forward,      Tb 
time  has  now  arrived  when  the  cases  of^ 
at  imy  rate,  the  poorer  corjs  should 
taken   into   consideration.     In   my  o^ 
county  it  has  been  found  absolutely  im^ 
possible   to  call  public  meetings  to  cxm^ 
sider  this  question,  because  people 
not  attend  ;  they  say — and  1  eon  fees  tlaal 
I  think  there  is  much  force  in  it — tha 
the  Volunteers  are  a  body  recognised 
a   part    of    the    military    force    of    the 
countrj%  and  that  so  far  as  equipment  is 
concerned  the  GoverDment  should  see  tm 
it     But,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Volun*- 
teer  officers  are  told  that  they  must  beg^ 
borrow,  or  do  what  they  can  to  obtaiad 
the  necessary  funds.     For  my  own  part^j 
I  have  the  strongest  objection   to  any  of 
these  courses  ;  I    think   it  a  degrading 
thing  for  officers  t*:)  be  obliged  to  get  up 
Imzaai-s,  *It.,  in   order  to  provide    fund 
for   the    purchase  of  equipments  which 
are    essential   to  the  ferce.     I  was  very 
glad  t>o  hear  from  the  »Secretary  for  WarJ 
that  this  circular  is  not  to  be  pressed|»f 
because  if  it  were,  as  far  as  many  pro- 
vincial  corps   are    concerned,  it   would . 
absolutely  put  an  end  to  them.     I  hop 
and  trust  that  the  Government  will  tak& ' 
into  oonsideration  all    the   views  which. 
they  have  heard,  and  that  they  will  &adf j 
some  means  to  assist  the  Volunteer  Fo 
in    a  greater  degree   than  has  yet  been 
(Jone— though  I  do  not  deny  that  ml 
has  been  done^-and  that,  sc*  iar  ah  equip 
ments  are   concerned,  the    Govemmeni 
will  take  the  matter  in  hand. 

(6,G.)  Colonel E. S. HlUi(Bristol S.)s 
I  wish  to  re-echo  every  word  that  ha 
been  said  with  regard  to  the  consider 
tion    which     has     been    shown    to 
Volunteer   Service    by   my   right    be 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War# 
Prior  to  1886^  many  thousands   of  mei 
passed   through  the  regiment  1  had  tbti 
honour  of  commanding  for  26  years,  anc 
I  do  not  think  it  right  that  the  Finanoial 
Secretary  should  have  described  a  forcol 
such  as  this  as  a  mere  Imp- hazard   colt 
lection  of  boys. 

•Mb.  BRODRICK  :  I  did  not  say  thftl 
I  said  the  Volunteer  Force  was,  up  to  s 
certain  date,  a  hap-hazard   collection 
units.     The  uumbei»  gf   ihe   diff&renl 
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branches  of  the  force  had  not  baen  con- 
sidered in  connection  with  each  other, 
and  wherever  companies  or  battalions  of 
a  particular  arm  of  the  force   could  be 
raised,  such  a  formation  was  encouraged. 
Colonel  HILL:    I   am  glad    that  I 
misunderstood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  entirely    agree   with   the   position  in 
which    the     Volunteer     force    as     do- 
scribed   by   my   right  hon.  Friend   the 
Member    for    West    Birmingham,    and 
the   hon.   and   Idamed    Gentleman  the 
Member  for    Birkenhead.     Either   the 
Volunteers  are  a  necessary  portion  of  the 
defence  of  this  country  or  they  are  not. 
If  they  are  not  they  should  be  disbanded, 
but  if  they  are,  they  should  be  supplied 
by  the    Government    with    everything 
they  want  for  military  service,  and  the 
Volunteers  themselves  should  be  asked 
simply  to  give  their  spare  time.      If  the 
country  wishes  to  have  more  than  that, 
and  to  encroach  upon  the  wage-earning 
time  of  the  men,  they  ought  to  pay  for 
it.       I  do  not   think  it  is  right  that  a 
Volunteer  should  be  put  to  any  further 
expenditure  of  any  sort.      Notwithstand- 
ing what  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  has 
said  with  reference  to  the  sufficiency  of 
the  capitation  grant,  I  should  ask  leave 
to  say  that  circumstances  alter  cases  very 
materially,  and  it   very  much  depends 
upon  the  position  of  a  regiment  whether 
or  not  its  expenditure  is  heavy.      I  am 
very   glad    to    hear   him    say    that   in 
his  case  they  are  able  a  have   a  little 
surplus,  and,  if  he  wishes  to  dispose  of  it, 
I  should  be   happy   to   communicafce   to 
him  the  names  of  several  corps  by  which 
that    surplus   could   be   advantageously 
expended.     But  as  regards  the  question 
of  equipment,  I  think  it  is  unfair  to  ask 
Volunteers     either     to    go    about    the 
country    begging    for    subscriptions    to 
provide   militery   equipments  for  them- 
selves,    which    seems     to     indicate     a 
want   of  appreciation    of  their    services 
on     the     part      of      the     Government, 
or  to  ask  officers  to  pledge  their  private 
credit  at  their  bankers  in  order  to  provide 
the  equipments.      There  is  considerable 
difficulty  in  many  regiments  in  obtaining 
the  services  of    officers   at  the   present 
moment,    and    if    you     put    additional 
financial    burdens   upon   the  force    that 
difficulty    will    hs     increased.       I    feel 
extremely    grateful    to    my    hon.    and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Birken- 
head   for   having   brought  this   matt6r 


forward,  because  he  has,  at  any  rate, 
elicited  in  regard  to  the  circular  a  very 
satisfactory  statement  bn  the  part  of  the 
Government.  1  trust  he  may  see  his 
way  to  rest  satisfied  with  this  statement 
and  the  discussion,  and  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

*The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle)  :  I  hope  I  may  be  allowed 
tQ  put  it  to  the  House  whether  this 
particular  discussion  should  not  come  to 
a  close.  With  regard  to  the  Amendment, 
I  think  it  is  obviously  impossible  for  the 
Government  either  to  accept  it  or  to  say 
anything  in  encouragement  of  it.  If  I 
were  to  say  a  single  word  in  support  of 
it'  it  is  obvious  that  not  one  further 
penny  would  be  subscribed  by  the 
public,  but  all  expenses  would  devolve 
on  the  Imperial  Exchequer.  It  is  unde- 
sirable, therefore,  on  behalf  of  the 
Volunteers  themselves  that  the  Motion 
should  be  pressed.  I  am  obliged  for  the 
kind  words  which  have  been  used  about 
myself,  and  I  am  only  sorry  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  has  left  the  House,  because 
I  should  have  liked:  to  address  a 
special  appeal  to  him.  In  Birmingham 
the  number  of  Volunteers  is  utterly 
out  of  proportion  to  the  population, 
and  I  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  what  he  said  as  to  the  inability 
of  the  town  to  provide  for  the  equipment 
of  even  this  small  body  has  pressed  the 
matter  beyond  what  waa  reasonable. 
Some  hon.  Members  have  stated,  with 
great  truth,  that  these  articles  were 
pressing  and  indispensable  articles 
for  Volunteers  when  they  took 
the  field.  But  they  have  been  so  for  the 
last  30  years,  and  this  formed  no  new 
argument  in  favour  of  taking  the  increase 
of  the  capitation  grant  again  into 
consideration.  I  am  strongly  in 
favour  of  the  principle  of  local 
subscription.  I  sympathise  with  i^ 
undue  pressure  which  is  put  upon  officers 
of  Volunteer  corps,  who  I  think  are  put 
in  an  exceedingly  unfair  position  by 
being  called  on  for  subscriptions,  and  that 
is,  in  my  opinion,  one  of  the  main  reasons 
why  it  is  difficult  to  get  officers.  But 
the  efEect  of  increasing  the  capitation 
grant  would  not  be  to  spare  the  Volunteer 
officers;  it  would  simply  relieve  their 
wealthy  fellow  townsmen  of  ihe  payment 
of    the    liubscriptions   they  have  giyea 
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in  the  past.  I  think  that  there  ought  to 
l^  some  local  subscription  in  all  cases, 
and  that  a  Volunteer  corps  is  much  more 
valued  in  a  locality  if  the  locality  itself 
has  a  pecuniary  interest  in  it.  No  one 
will  doubt  that  I  highly  value  the 
Volunteer  Force,  and  I  assure  the  House 
that  my  desire  in  this  matter  is  to~ 
increase  and  not  in  any  way  diminish 
the  value  and  utility  of  the  Volunteers. 
I  will  take  care  that  no  undue  pressure 
is  put  upon  them.  Having  made  that 
statement,  and  looking  to  the  fact  that 
during  my  term  of  office  the  capitation 
grant  hag  been  increased  by  £160,000  a 
year,  I  think  the  House  may  rest  satisfied 
that  I  did  not  desire  in  any  way  to  injure 
the  Volunteer  force.  I  hope  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birkenhead  will  rest  satisfied  with  the 
discussion  that  has  taken  place  and 
allow  us  to  pass  on  to  tiie  '  other 
Motions  of  great  importance  which  we 
have  to  consider  this  evening. 

*(6.17.)  Me.  0.  S.  PARKER  (Perth)  : 
As  no  Scotch  Member  has  spoken  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  1  should  like  to  say 
briefly  thatthere  is  no  class  of  expenditure 
more  favourably  viewed  in  Scotland  than 
that  which  goes  to  support  the  Volun- 
teers, and  the  Scotch  Volunteers  are  very 
thankful  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  increased  grant  and  the  corresponding 
increase  in  efficiency  which  he  has 
brought  about.  I  well  remember  how 
different  were  the  conditions  when 
the  force  was  first  started.  The  aid 
then  given  by "  the  Government  was 
niggardly,  very  little  regard  was  paid 
to  efficiency,  and  Volunteers  found 
scanty  favour  with  the  authorities  at 
the  War  Office.  Since  then  great  ad- 
vances have  been  made.  But  more  is 
needed,  and  it  is  in  vain  at  this 
time  to  look  for  much  increase  in  local 
subscriptions.  There  are  certain  tilings 
which  will  always  have  to  be  provided 
by  local  subscriptions,  such  as  the  prize 
and  band  funds  ;  but  1  think  it  a  mistake 
to  suppose  that  voluntary  subscriptions 
could  be  largely  increased.  On  the 
contrary,  I  believe  they  will  remain 
very  much  as  they  are  at  present,  and  it 
will  therefore  be  wise  for  the  Government 
while  insisting  on  efficiency  to  provide 
for  anything  necessary  to  secure  it  in  the 
Estimates. 

*(6.19.)  Sir  ALBERT  ROLLIT  (Isling- 
ton, S.)  :  After  the  appeal  made  by  the 
Mr.  E.  Stanhope 


Secretary  of  Sfcate  for  War  I  have  no  wish 
to  prolong  the  debate  for  more  than  a 
moment.  I  hope  that  the  Amendment 
will  be  withdrawn.  But  I  desire  to 
impress  upon  the  Government  that  there 
is  a  strong  feeling  in  the  country  in 
favour  of  something  more  liberal  being 
done  for  the  Volunteers.  In  passing,  I 
should  like,  as  a  member  of  the  Man- 
sion House  Equipment  Committee,  to 
acknowledge  the  liberality  with  which 
the  appeal  for  funds  to  provide  equip- 
ments for  the  Metropolitan  Volunteers 
has  been  responded  to,  but  I  am  of 
opinion  that  there  is  not  in  the  country 
generally  a  feeling  in  favour  of  securing 
equipments  by  these  means.  If  the 
Volunteers  are,  as  I  hold  them  to  be,  an 
essential  part  of  the  forces  of  the  country, 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  State  to  see 
that  they  ara  properly  equipped.  I 
desire  to  acknowledge  the  great  in- 
terest taken  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  in  that  branch  of  the 
fores  with  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  be  connectsd  —  the  submarine 
miners,  who  have  a  capitation  grant 
of  £5.  I  admit  that  in  this  particular 
branch  there  is  exceptional  need  for  the 
increased  grant,  but  I  confess  it  strikes 
me  that  the  disproportion  between  that 
and  the  ordinary  grant  is  more  than  the 
difference  in  the  nature  of  the  services 
warrants.  I  hope  the  Government  will 
therefore  take  the  grant  to  the  mining 
engineers  as  a  precedent  and  an  example 
to  be  followed  in  the  case  of  the  other 
Volunteers. 

*(6.22.)  Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston): 
I  think  it  must  be  admitted  that  every 
branch* of  the  Volunteer  Service  owes 
much  to  the  present  Government  for  its 
increased  efficiency.  There  are  many 
cases  of  financial  difficulty  in  the  Volun- 
teer Force,  and  in  some  corps  the  equip- 
ment will  only  bo  provided  in  time  by 
increasing  those  difficulties.  I  would 
suggest  that  the  Government  should 
provide  at  least  the  water  bottles  and 
pouches  of  the  Government  pattern ; 
otherwise  there  may  be  risk  of  unservice- 
able articles  being  introduced.  The 
dread  of  financial  responsibility,  I  believe, 
prevents  suitable  young  men  from 
accepting  commissions.  But  the  greatest 
difficulty  the  Volunteers  have  to  contend 
with  just  now  is  the  provision  of  ranges. 
My  own  corps  has  had  its  range  closed 
in  consequence  of  the  increased  danger 
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from  the  Marfcini-Henry  rifle,  and  how 
the  men  will  be  able  to  complete  their 
musketry  instruction  this  year  I  do  not 
know.  We  are  at  present  dependent 
upon  the  courtesy  of  another  corps  at 
whose  ranges  we  are  able  only  to  carry 
out  a  portion  of  the  tiring.  I  do  hope  that 
during  the  discussion  on  the  Army 
Estimates  we  shall  have  some  statement 
of  the  views  of  the  Government  as  to 
procuring  ranges,  and  some  indications 
that  a  little  more  assistance,  not  neces- 
sarily pecuniary,  will  be  given  to  enable 
the  force  to  obtain  proper  ranges. 

(6.23.)  Mr.  p.  A.  MUNTZ  (Warwick- 
shire, Tam worth) :  I  have  never  taken  any 
active  part  in  the  Volunteer  movement, 
but  I  have  always  entertained  a  strong 
opinion  that  the  expenses  of  the  Volun- 
teers should  be  borne  by  the  Imperial 
Exchequer.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  mside  some  observations  with  regard 
to  the  Volunteer  Forca  in  Birmingham. 
No  doubt  there  is  a  great  disproportion 
between  the  strength  of  the  Volunteer 
Force  there  and  the  population  of  that 
great  city,  bat  I  should  like  to  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
people,  and  especially  the  Volunteers  of 
Birmingham,  hold  strong  views  on  this 
subject,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  if  the 
present  system  were  changed  and  the 
expenses  borne  by  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer the  force  in  Birmingham  would  be 
very  largely  increased.  The  people  of 
Birmingham  comprise  a  very  hard-headed 
body  of  citizens,  and  their  attitude  to- 
wards the  force  will  be  very  largely 
influenced  by  the  course  adopted  by  the 
Government  on  this  matter. 

(6.26.)  Mr.  de  LISLE  (L3icester. 
shii^e.  Mid.)  :  Before  the  Amendment  is 
withdrawn  I  should  like  to  say  a  word 
or  two  on  the  subject.  I  am  certain  that 
the  policy  embodied  in  the  Motion  is  one 
very  strongly  approved  in  the  country,  but 
might  I  suggest  a  slight  amendment. 
I  would  recommend  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  to  insertin  his  Amendment  the 
words,  "  Outside  the  City  and  County  of 
London."  London  is  the  wealthiest  part 
of  the  nation  ;  large  sums  of  money  are 
contributed  out  of  the  National  Fund  for 
the  maintenance  of  its  Parks  and  Mu- 
seums, and  public  buildings,  and,  there- 
fore, I  think  it  ought  to  be  treated 
differently  in  this  matter  from  the  rest 
of  the  country.  Speaking  for  the 
Volunteers  of  the  neighbourhood  which 


1  have  the  honour  to  represent  in  this 
House,  I  would  say  that  the  best  way  to 
secure  their  thorough  efficiency  would 
be  to  adopt  the  policy  suggested  by  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  I  may 
add  that,  through  the  patriotic  exertions 
of  the  Mayor  of  Loughborough,  funds 
have  been  raised  to  secure  proper  equip- 
ments for  local  corps. 

(6.29.)  Mr  S.  D.  WADDY  (Lincohiv 
shire,  Brigg) :  I  wish  to  join  with  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  in  pressing  this 
Motion  on  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  believe  that  no  sufficient  atten- 
tion is  at  present  paid  to  the  great  differ- 
ence which  exists  with  regard  to  the 
pecuniary  resources  of  corps  in  different 
parts  of  the  country,  and,  so  far  as  I  can 
see,  the  only  remedy  for  it  would  be  to 
place  the  force  under  a  central  authority; 
If  the  spirit  which  gave  rise  to  the 
Volunteer  Force  is  to  be  maintained, 
there  must  be  such  an  equal  distribution 
of  their  resources  as  we  can  only  have 
through  one  hand.  As  to  the  merits  of 
this  Amendment,  everybody  seems  to  be 
agreed.  It  is  only  when  the  House  of 
Commons  speaks  authoritatively  that  the 
Secretary  of  War  is  entitled  to  spend 
such  amounts  of  money  as  I  believe  he 
is  really  yearning  and  almost  burning 
with  anxiety  to  expend  at  this  moment. 
I  hope  the  Amendment  will  be  pressed 
to  a  Division. 

(6.31.)  Mr.  GROTRIAN  (Hull,  E.) : 
This  question  of  Volunteer  grant  is  in 
itself  a  very  important  matter,  and  it  is 
one  which  has  engaged  the  serious 
attention  of  the  country.  If  I  under- 
stand rightly  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Financial 
Secretary,  I  think  they  rather  mis- 
apprehend the  feeling  of  the  country 
with  regard  to  the  subscription  question. 
In  the  boron gh  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  represent  a  subscription  has  been  got 
up  which  will  provide  the  funds  necessary 
for  the  equipment  of  the  Volunteer 
forces  in  that  borough,  but  many  of  the 
subscribers  gave  somewhat  reluctantly. 
They  felt  they  were  doing  that  which  it 
was  actually  incumbent  on  the  Govern- 
ment to  do,  and  they  did  it  because  their 
sense  of  patriotism  rose  superior  to  the 
sense  of  injustice  which  they  thought 
they  were  suffering.  I  hope  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Waddy)   rightly  interprets  the  feeling 
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which  pomieates  Urn  mind  of  the  right 
hou.  Gentleirmn  the  Socrctaiy  for  War, 
whou  he  attributes  to  him  a  burning 
ddfiire  to  make  up  the  deficiency.  After 
all,  what  m  it  tlmt  is  iisked  for  ?  Himply 
that  the  e«iiii|jment  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  Volunteer  Forces  shciuld  be 
supplied  by  the  Government.  Well,  I 
think  it  is  tfie  leiLst  which  can  be 
reasonably  asked.  Tlie  right  bon. 
Gentlcmjin  took  credit,  and  rightly  so,  for 
the  large  increase  of  money  which,  under 
his  auhpices,  has  hecD  granted  to  the 
Volunteer  Forjes,  nimely,  I  believe 
X160,000.  If  the  addition  of  the 
£160,000  Uy  the  pmnt  is  sufficient  to 
provide  so  much  I  am  afraid  it  will 
furnish  a  very  strong  argunient  later 
on  for  hon.  Members  to  vote  iu  favour 
ol  a  reduction  of  the  very  large 
»um  which  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man is  going  to  ask  for  later  on.  The 
main  reason  why  I  rose  was  to  impress 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
importance,  so  far  as  possible,  of  con- 
ciliating the  somewhat  raffled  fecUnii:8  of 
those  who  have  conducted  for  many 
years  the  Volunteer  organization  under 
circumstances  of  rery  great  difhciilty  and 
jit  enormous  sacritice,  and  of  giniuting 
those  who  are  less  fa  von  red  than  many 
situated  in  wcDlthy  districts  some 
additional  assistance. 

(6.35.)  GOLOXEL  8AUNDERS0N 
(Armjigh,  K) :  My  right  hon*  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  War  appears  to  liave 
objected  to  this  proposal  mainly  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  have  the  effect  of 
damming  up  the  tide  nf  volunbiry  contri- 
butions towards  the  equipment  of  tlie 
Volunteers.  I  think,  Sir,  that  the 
Ch>vcmment  would  encourage  that  gene- 
rosity if  they  adopted  the  system  of 
proportional  grants.  This  is  done,  I 
believe,  iu  other  matters,  and  I  believe 
that  if  my  suggestion  were  tidopted 
instead  of  damming  up  the  generosity  of 
the  public  it  would  still  further  increase 
ii. 

(6.36.)  Mr,  E.  HARDCASITjE 
(Salford,  N,) :  I  would  urge  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  to  pn'ss  his  Amend- 
ment to  a  Division.  Within  the  last 
week  or  two  a  deputation  from  the  part 
iif  the  country  1  represent  waited  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  reference  to 
the  eircunistanct's  affecting  nti  less  than 
6»000  Volunteei'8.  Their  range,  which 
th^  had  occupied  for  sevend  years,  had 
Mr,  Grotrian 


been  taken  from  them  for  purposes  nf 
cultivation,  and  after  very  great  labour j 
the  Volunteers  succeeded  in  finding  wbnl 
tliey   believed  to   bo   the  only   place  it 
which  they  can  have  a  satisfactory  rang 
All  they  wanted  the  Government  to  da 
was  to  advance  £1 2,000,  upon  the  seeurit 
of  the  gi*ants  they  were  earning,  to  enabk 
them   to  purchase   thii^    range.     It 
been     intimated     to     them,     howeverjl 
although    we     hear    so    much    c^    the 
expected    surplus,    that  the  finances 
the  country  are  not  equal  to  tbe  gran  I 
of  a  loan  of  £12,000  for  a  great  publia^ 
purposft    of    this     kind,    although     the 
security  for  that  loan  is  the  Gtivernmenil 
grant.     1  certainly  hojie  the  Amendment 
will   be   pressed  Xn  a  Division. 

(6,3H)     Mb.  halt  (Mafford)  :  If  thii 
Motion  is  not  to  l)e  pressed  t-o  a  Divistot^ 
I  think  we  ought  to  have  a  more  definite 
expression  of  opinion  from  the   Ch>v\^m-! 
ment.     I  have   watehed  tins  discussion 
carefully,  and  I  behevc  on  both  sides 
tbe  House  every  man  present  is  anxiou 
to    vott^   for   tiie    Motion.      I   will    no! 
ask    my    hon,    and    gallant    Friend 
divide  bc^causc  I  do  not  wish  to  see  th^ 
busint'sa  of  the  House  checked  or  int«r^ 
rupted ;    but  1   do   not  think   that   the 
assurance  given  by  the  Government 
satisfactory.     Not  a  single  Member  lia 
spoken    against   the    proposal.      We    arifl 
told  that  the  Government  approve  of  the 
principle  which    the    whole   House  ha 
condemned,  namely,  the  raising,  by  mean 
of  subscriptions,  of  money  which   oughii 
to    be    defrayed    by    the    Government 
Then    we   are  told  that  a  certain  Orde 
which    has    been     issued    will    not 
pressed.     Nothing,  to  my  mind,  can 
more    unsatisfactory    than    to    have 
declared    by    the    Gt>verninr*nt    that    an 
inconvenient    Order    which    has     been 
issued  to  the  Volunteers  throughout  thai 
country    will    not   be    pressed.     If    thd 
recent  Order  cannot  be  enforced  it  ougM 
to  be  at  once  withdrawn.     What  we  aU 
want    to   secure  is   that    the  Volunteel( 
Force  shall  be  really  efficient  in  time 
war.     Whenever  that   force  comes  to 
used  it  will  be  on  a  sudden  emergencyJ 
and  prctljably  it  will  be  employed  againB 
some  of  the  Ix'st  trutipe  in  Europe.     W^ 
ought  to  be  assured  by  t.he  Govemmefi 
that  the  fnn't*  is  fit  for  seriice,  and,  if  i| 
is  not,   tlutt  ihcy  will  either  give  it  uj> 
altogether  or  make  it  fit  for  service, 
♦(6.4 1 .)  Mr.  E,  bl  ANHOPE  :  Might!  mf 
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one  word  by  the  indolgenoe  of  the  House  ? 
If  my  hon.  ^Friend  will  allow  us  to  get 
inter  Committee  he  will  •  be  able  to  hear 
the?  statement  I  intend  to  make ^bout 
th»' Volunteer  Force.  I  have  told  the 
House  perfectly  distinctly  that  I  do  not 
want  to  press  anything  unfairly  against 
the  Volunteers,  and  that  I  am  perfectly 
prepared  io  make  every  allowance  for 
the  difficulty  experienced  in  particular 
localities,  and  to  do  my  utmost,  as  I  have 
always  done  in  the  past,  to  increase  their 
^ficieney. 

^B  E.  HAMLEY  :'  I  beg  leave  to 
withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  1 
object  to  the  withdrawal. 

(6.45.)  The  House  divided: — ^Ayes 
102 ;  Noe»  135.— (Div.  List,  No.  26*) 

Words  jftdded. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Reflolved,  '<  That  it  is  expedient  that,  after  a 
certain  iSxed  date,  all  deficiencies  of  the  equip- 
ments of  Volunteers  which  are  necessary  to 
efficiency-,  and  all  debts  of  corps  properly 
incutred  on  account  of  the  same,  be  made  good 
from  the  public  revenues.'* 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  now  move  that 
the  Ptouse  immediately  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House  will  immediately 
resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of 
Supply.'^— (Jfr.  W,  H.  SmUh). 

*(6.57.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy)  :  I  have  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  in 
the  following  terms : — 

'*  That  this  House  regrets  that  the  efforts  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  mainly  devoted 
to  concentrating  and  improving  the  Regular 
Army  as  such,  rather  than  to  localising  and 
popiUarising  the  Forces  of  the  Crown  for 
defensive  purposes." 

The  Government  have  resisted  a  Motion 
which  only  required  that  they  should 
find  the  necessary  equipment  for  Vo- 
lunteers, and  they  have  been  defeated 
by  the  House.  I  take  a  somewhat 
broader  view  of  the  matter  than  the 
Mover  of  the  last  Amendment,  and  I 
think  I  am  justified  in  submitting, 
at  any  rate  in  the  form  of  remarks,  the. 
view  I  entertain.  What  has  just  oc- 
curred ;  justifies  my  action  in  putting 
my  Motion  on  the  Paper,  and  shows 
thiat^  in  the  opinion  of  the  House,  Her 
Ifajesty's  ;6avemmont    are   not    suffi- 


ciently    alive    to     the    importance    of - 
tibe  Auxiliary  Forces.     It  appears  to  me 
that  they  have  hitherto  'too  much  taken . 
the  Regular  Army  point  of  view  m  con- 
sidering the  matter.     This  country  naw^ , 
adays    cannot  rely  on  its  Fleet  alone. 
Modern-  changes  have  put  us  much  more 
n  the  position  of  CJontinental  countriea 
ihan    we    used    to   be,  and    with    our 
enormous  accumulation  ©f  wealth  we  are , 
bound  to  take  efficient  *  means  to  repel 
aggression.      The    Gk^vernment,     how-* 
ever,   whilst  they  are  domg    the    best 
they  can  for  the  Regular  Army,  have 
neglected  the   Auxiliary  Forces.     They, 
have  refused'  to  meet  the  just  require-., 
ments  of  the  Volunteers.     Then  there  ia: 
the  Militia  which    has  declined  by.  no? 
less  than  15,000  men  in  a  few  years — tibe 
number  being  now  only  103,000,  wlioreas- 
it  was  formerly  1 18,000.     This,  to  me,  i&t 
a  matter  for  very  serious  regret.     I  am- 
aware  that  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
have  appointed  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  subject,  but  I  cannot  trace  in 
the  Estimates  or  the  arrangements  they 
are   making    with   regard   to    barracks, 
any  indication  ttiat  they  have  resolved  to 
deal  with  the  matter  in  a  radical  fashion. 
I  find  that  almost  all  the  fresh  expwadi- 
ture    contemplated   is    devoted    to    the 
Regular  Army.  In  the  matter  of  barrackai 
their    proposal    is    to    concentrate    the 
Regular  Forces  of  the  Crown  in  great 
camps.    I  see  nothing  whatever  proposed, 
for  providing  new  barrack  accommoda- 
tion for  the  Auxiliary  Forces,  and  having, 
watched   the   matter  with  considerable, 
interest,  I  must  say   that  the  arrange* 
ment  made  for  territorialising  the  Forcea 
of  the    Crown  is    not    genuine.      The 
Line  Battalion  never  serve  in  their  terri-' 
torial    districts.     It  is  really    a  shanu. 
It     is    not    complete     National     terri-.. 
torialiding.       You    have    a    large   sur*- 
plus    of    officers  in   the   Army.      Yoa 
say    that    in  order    to    provide    for    a 
proper  flow  of  promotion  you  must  havet 
officers  retire  in  the  prime  of  life,  and 
you    give  them  a  considerable  pension, 
to    retire,    while    at    the    same    time 
you  cannot  get    officers    for  your  Mi-* 
litia.      It  seems  to  me   there  is  great 
inconsistency    in     this,    and    that    cer- 
tainly officers  who  retire  with  consider- 
able   life   pensions  should  be    required 
to     serve     in     the     Auxiliary    Forces. 
I     recently      read     an     article     in     a 
military  pi^r  in  which  this  view  was 
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taken,  and  1  think  it  is  a  view  that 
cannot  be  controverted.  Not  only  the 
officers,  but  the  men  and  tho  Reserve 
Forces  shonld  be  made  part  and  parcel  of 
our  Militia  Force  and  shonld  not  be 
kept  separata  as  a  mera  adjunct  to  the 
regular  Army.  I  want  to  see  a  large 
proportion,  if  not  the  whole,  of  the 
population  armed  for  the  defence  of  the 
country.  Some  people  are  afraid  that  if 
we  encourage  volunteering  we  sliall  en- 
courage a  military  and  Jingo  spirit. 
That  is  not  my  view.  The  experience 
of  France  and  other  countries  shows 
that  the  more  popular  the  Army  is  the 
less  inclined  the  country  is  to  engage  in 
foreign  expeditions  and  aggressions. 
Francs  was  formerly  the  most  military 
and  aggressive  country  in  the  world,  but 
it  is  not  so  now.  What  has  brought  about 
the  change  ?  Nothing,  I  believe,  but  the 
system  of  universal  service,  for  that  sys- 
<»m  has  brought  home  to  the  minds  of 
the  people  the  fact  that  if  they  must 
fight  abroad  they  must  fight  themselves. 
The  French  Parliament  would  not  allow 
their  troops  to  go  to  Egypt  to  commit 
the  aggressions  we  have  committed,  and 
the  occupation  of  Tonquin  was  the  most 

nnpopular 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  i-ule  is  that  the 
pemark8  of  the  Mover  of  an  Amendment 
must  be  relative  to  the  Amendment. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  ent3ring  upon  a 
very  wide  field. 

♦Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  My  only  sugges- 
tion is,  that  it  is  very  desirable  that  we 
should  have  a  popular  Army,  that  a 
popular  Army  is  not  likely  to  be  an 
aggressive  Army.  I  think  that  if  we 
increase  our  Auxiliary  Forces,  even  at 
some  expense  to  the  Regular  Forces,  we 
should  reap  considerable  advantage.  We 
should  make  this  great  country  much 
more  secure  than  it  is,  and  repress  the 
spirit  of  Jingoism  which  prevails  amongst 
oertftin  portions  of  the  community.  I 
admit  the  pq}ular  feeling  of  the  country 
is  not  ripe  for  compulsory  military 
service  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  I  think 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  and  of 
the  House  to  do  all  they  can  to  encourage 
a  popular  force  of  the  people  for  defen- 
sive purposes.  I  would  contract  the  ex- 
penditure on  tho  Army,  in  order  to 
increase  the  expenditure  on  the  Aux- 
iliary Forces,  to  do  that  justice  to  the 
Volunteers  which  the  House  has  de- 
manded we  should  do,  and  to  restore  the 
Sir  G.  Campheli 


Militia  to  the  efficiency  from  which  it  has 
fallen  in  recent  years.  Looking  at 
the  matter  merely  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  efficiency  of  the 
Regular  Army,  concentration  in  the 
great  centres  where  great  barracks  are  to 
be  erected  by  the  Government  is  good ;  bat 
it  is  on  these  grounds  better  that  the  Forces 
should  be  localised  rather  than  concen- 
trated. 1  should  like  to  imitate,  to  some 
extent,  that  admirable  country  Switeer- 
land.  That  is  a  small  but  an  industrious 
and  democratic  country,  and  the  people 
submit  to  be  called  upon  to  serve  in  the 
Army  for  the  benefit  of  their  country.  I 
have  seen  barracks  there  built  not  for 
the  Regular  Army,  but  as  centres  for 
local  recruiting  and  local  popular  military 
exercising.  I  think  that  we  might 
localise  our  Army  and  induce  the  people 
in  the  different  localities  to  take  a  pride 
in  their  local  Auxiliary  Forces.  It  may 
seem  a  far  cry  from  the  Army  to  the 
eight  hours'  movement ;  but  I  come  from 
a  country  where  miners  abound,  and  I 
find  that  the  miners  there,  instead  of 
going  in  strongly  for  eight  hours,  go  in 
for  taking  a  holiday  with  the  Militia  in 
the  summer  time.  Then  I  think  the 
Scotch  fisheAnen  might  be  made  available 
for  coast  defence.  I  have  received  a 
paper  to-day,  in  which  it  is  stated  by  a 
Committee  for  the  Defence  of  the  Forth 
that  the  excellent  materials  on  the  east 
coast  are  not  utilised  as  they  might  be 
for  the  defence  of  the  country.  No 
doubt  the  Admiralty  do  invite  fishermen 
to  join  the  second  class  of  the 
Royal  Naval  Reserve  ;  but  the  statistics 
which  have  been  compiled  show  that 
Scotch  fishermen  are  piactically  shut  out, 
as  the  drill  is  unsuitable  and  interferes 
too  much  with  their  ordinary  work. 
Therefore,  there  is  ground  for  thinking 
that  the  Government  have  not  given  that 
attention  and  money  for  the  development 
of  our  Auxiliary  Forces  which  it  is  right 
and  proper  they  should  give.  I  admit 
we  are  not  in  the  Sime  position  as  a 
country  like  France.  We  are  bound 
to  keep  up  a  Regular  Army  which  shall 
retain  possession  of  India  and  our  other 
great  colonies;  but  my  belief  is,  while 
I  am  not  in  favour  of  a  separate  Army  in 
India,  that  we  might  achieve  the  objectthe 
Government  desire  to  obtain  by  a  system 
of  volunteering  for  long  service  instead 
of  by  an  ordinary  short  service  Army. 
There  is  another  source  from  which  I 


767 


Voluiiteer 


{Mabch  13,  1890} 


Equipments. 


758 


^hink  a  good  deal  of  money  might  be 
derived  for  making  the  Auxiliary  Service 
more  efficient.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
colonies  do  not  contribute  in  anything 
like  a  just  proportion  to  the  cost  of  the 
troops  furnished  for  their  protection. 
The  net  cost  of  our  Army  is  about  £113 
per  head,  not  including  the  expens3  of 
sea  transport.  I  find  that  35,000  men 
are  employed  in  the  colonies  and  Egypt. 
The  cost  of  those  troops  is  given  at 
£2,237,000,  which  amounts  to  just 
about  £64  par  head.  It  is  perfectly  clear 
that  the  troops  employed  abroad  cost  not 
less,  but  a  great  deal  more  than  the  troops 
at  home,  and,  therefore,  I  should  put 
down  the  real  cost  of  these  troops  at 
£150  per  head.  Why  do  we  not  get 
more  for  these  troops  employed  abroad  ? 
I  am  aware  that  in  the  present  year  the 
Government  are  making  an  efEort  to  get 
more,  but  I  want  to  know  why  the 
demands  made  on  the  colonies  are  so 
unequal.  I  find  that  India  pays  the  whole 
cost  of  the  troops  employed  there,  and  the 
Straits  Settlements  are  called  upon  to  pay 
£100,000,  which  is  a  good  deal  less  than 
the  real  cost  of  the  troops.  Ceylon  pays 
no  more  than  it  has  paid  for  some  time — 
namely,  £34,500.  Why  should  that  be, 
and  why  should  the  prosperous  colony  of 
Natal,  which  has  a  large  revenue  and 
surplus,  pay  only  £4,000  a  year  ?  Why 
should  the  Cape  Colony  pay  nothing  at 
all  1  It  seems  to  me  that  by  making  an 
alteration  in  this  matter  we  might  save 
a  good  deal  of  money  which  could  be 
devoted  to  the  Auxiliary  Forces. 

*(7.20.)  Dr.  FARQUHARSON (Aber- 
deenshire, W.)  :  Now  that  the  Motions 
on  the  Paper  have  baen  disposed  of,  I 
presume  I  shall  be  in  order  in  making 
a  few  remarks  on  a  different  subject. 
My  text  will  be  the  present  condition  of 
the  Army  Medical  Department.  I  quite 
admit  that  it  is  a  great  deal  more  con- 
venient to  raise  mattars  of  this  sorb  on 
the  Vote  relating  to  them,  and  I  will  not 
deal  with  any  point  of  detail ;  but  I  think 
it  well  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhopa)  should  know  at  this 
early  stage  of  the  proceedings  the  great 
dissatisfaction  and  disappointment  which 
has  been  expressed  not  only  in  the  Army 
Medical  Department,  but  in  the  medical 
profession  outside  at  the  decision  he  has 
arrived  at  in  regard  to  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Departmental  Committee. 
I  think  the   right  hon.   Gentleman  has 


missed  a  very  valuable  and,  perhaps, 
uniqae  opportunity  of  settling  these 
questions  once  and  for  all.  If  he  had 
adopted  the  Report  of  the  Committee  he 
would  have  entirely  settled  all  the 
dissatis^tion  which  has  been  seething 
around  the  Army  Medical  Department 
for  years — dissatisfaction  arising  from 
the  unsettled  state  in  which  medical 
officers  have  been  left,  and  from  the 
condition  of  perpetual  change  to  which 
they  are  subjected.  One  reason  why  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  unable  to 
adopt  the  Import  was  the  expense  it 
would  have  involved.  Ho  has  stated 
that  that  expense  would  be  £100,000  a 
year.  I  should  have  thought  that  a 
heavy  estimate ;  but,  of  course,  I  must 
admit  that  on  a  question  of  this  sort  he 
is  better  informed  than  I.  I  think  it 
unfortunate  that  he  could  not  have  put 
an  end  to  the  perpetual  changes  in  the 
duties  of  the  Army  Medical  Officers,  and 
that  he  has  been  unable  to  see  his 
way  to  make  some  return  to  the 
old  regimental  system  with  the 
destruction  of  which  has  disappeared 
so  much  of  the  domestic  comfort,  peace, 
and  happiness  of  the  Army  Medical 
Officers.  I  think  it  also  a  pity  that  he 
could  not  have  consented  to  proposals 
which  would  cost  nothing.  It  is  a  com- 
mon thing  to  say  that  doctors  in  these 
days  do  not  want  titles.  That  is  all  very 
well  for  civilians,  but  in  military  life 
there  are  a  great  many  questions  such  as 
that  of  the  choice  of  quarters  in  which 
some  kind  of  rank  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary. The  Army  Medical  Department^ 
by  a  very  large  majority,  have  said  that 
they  want  some  kind  of  compound  title. 
I  know  that  a  few  of  the  old  military 
officers  do  not  desire  to  have  such  a  title, 
but  they  have  had  no  experience  of  the 
rank-and-file  life  of  the  doctor  of  to-day. 
I  do  not  know  why  the  Government 
should  be  so  much  afraid  of  giving  some 
kind  of  title  to  the  doctor  if  he  wants  it 
— it  cannot  do  them  any  harm,  and  it 
may  do  him  some  good.  You  have  some- 
thing of  the  kind  in  the  title  of  surgeon 
general  and  surgeon  major.  I  do  not 
know  why,  when  the  medical  officers  want 
these  titles,  they  cannot  have  them.  Two 
or  three  countries  have  already  adopted 
them — ^notably  America — and  I  think 
that  feeling  in  France  is  now  tending 
in  that  direction.  In  America  the 
system    works    uncommonly   well,   and 
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thas  placed  the  Armj  Medical  Depaii- 
inent  on  a  firm  and  satisfactory  basis. 
-I  am  afraid  there  is  still  too  much 
'jealousy  on  the  part  of  the  combatant 
branch  of  the  Service  towards  doctors. 
The  hostility  of  the  right  Hon.  Gentle- 
man's advisers  to  the  Medical  Department 
seems  to  be  so  great  that  I  believe  he 
has  not  ventured  to  place  on  the  Table 
the  evidence  on  -which  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  was  based. 

*(7.28.)  Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  I  think 
it  better  that  I  should  reserve  my 
remarks  until  the  hem.  Gentleman  raises 
the  question  in  Committee;  I  may, 
however,  just  refer  to  one  point.  He 
says  I  have  not  put  the  evidence  on  the 
Table.  Anyone  can  have  the  evidence, 
and  I  believe  the  hon.  Member  himself 
has  got  it ;  but  I  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  put  the  House  to  the  expense  of 
printiDg  it. 

*Dr.  F  ARQUHARSON  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  kindly  given  me  the 
evidence,  but  it  has  been  given  to  me  in 
strict  confidence.  .The  information  on 
which  my  remarks  were  based  was 
derived  from  other  sources. 

(7.29.)  Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  I 
think  my  hon.  Friend  has  been  well 
advised  in  treating  us  to  this  preliminary 
■  skirmish,  and  I  trust  that  when  we  come 
to  the  main  battle  we  shall  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  views  about  the 
Report.  I  suppose  my  hon.  Friend  will 
move  the  reduction  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  salary,  because  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  is  responsible 
for  what  has  occurred.  It  seems  to  mo 
quite  plain  that  the  medical  officers  are 
unjustly  used,  inasmuch  as  they  have  a 
longer  time  of  foreign  service  than 
military  officers,  and  are  obliged  to  have 
a  greater  amount  of  sick  leave.  As  the 
result  of  that  you  have  got  no  efficiency 
in  the  Medical  Service  ;  as  a  result  you 
have  the  mortality  among  the  medical 
officers  33  per  cent,  higher  than  among 
other  officers,  a  result,  I  think,  very 
serious.  It  arises  from  not  giving  these 
officers  the  same  leave,  and  from  giving 
them  longer  foreign  service  than  other 
officers,  and  so  you  are  killing  ofE  your 
medical  officers  at  the  rate  of  a  third 
more  than  others.  Surely  it  is  time 
this  loss  of  life  should  cense.  With  the 
other  matter  to  which  I  wish  to  allude, 
there  is  no  doubt  sentiment  associated, 
tliough  it  is  not  that  entirely.  The  right 
Dr.  Farqulmrson 


hon.  Gentleman  has  abolished  relatiTid 
rank  and  has  degraded  the  position^  of 
medical  officers  in  the  Army.  This  hi 
not  merely  a  sentimental  grievance, 
because  when  you  abolish  relative  rank 
you  abolish  certain  privileges  and  advan- 
tages that  attended  that  rank  in  quarteiB. 
Perhaps  if  we  give  him  sufficient  evidence 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  be  induced 
to  change  his  mind  if  it  is  desired,  and 
that  medical  officers  do  desire  it  is  un- 
questioned. In  the  Departmental  Com- 
mittee of  eight  there  were  five  of  them 
in  favour  of  granting  the  rank,  only  one 
medical  expert  being  on  the  other  side 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Islii^ 
ton  (Mr.  Bartley),  and  a  gallant  Admiral. 
If  there  is  no  such  desire  in  the  Navjr 
that  is  no  reason  why  it  should  not  exist 
in  the  Army.  I  hope  we  shall  be  able 
to  get  something  more  satisfactory  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  We  have  got 
this  Committee,  and  witnesses  have  proved 
to  the  hilt  all  the  statements  of  my  hon. 
Friend  ;  the  Committee  have  reported  in 
our  favour,  and  still  the  fight  hon. 
Gentleman  persists  in  his  coarse.  We 
shall  want  good  reasons  why  he  does  thia^ 
You  will  not  get  the  same  class  of  men 
as  herd tof ore ;  you  will  have  th&  Servioe 
boycotted  by  the  profession  ;  yon  will 
only  get  the  ri£E-raff  of  the  profession  to 
enter  the  Army  Medical  .Service.  I  tm/ifc 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  be  indaoed 
to  re-consider  his  position  and  not  persist 
in  defiance  of  the  feeling  of  the  ppo^ 
fession. 

(7.32.)  Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.B.>-: 
I  am  well  aware  that  discussion  at 
this  moment  is  deprecated  by  the  Front 
Bench ;  and  I  will  occupy  only  a  lew 
moments  on  a  subject  to  which  I  would 
direct  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  atten- 
tion, and  perhaps  he  will  give  some  reply 
when  the  particular  Vote  comes  on  in 
Committee.  I  refer  to  the  rations 
allowed  to  the  private  soldier.  On  join- 
ing the  Service  the  recruit  is  informed 
that  his  rations  will  be  provided  free, 
but  he  soon  discovers  that  his  free 
rations  are  limited  to  one  pound  of 
bread  and  three-quarters  of  a  pound — 
which  is,  practically,  half  a  pound— of 
meat  a  day.  Now,  the  work  of  a  private 
soldier  in  a  cavalry  regiment  is  severe. 
He  is  up  at  half- past  5  in  the  morning, 
and  with  stable  work,  dull  gymnasium, 
and  school,  there  is  an  amount  of  work 
for  which  the  rations  supplied  are  quite 
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insufficient.  It  maj  be  &s  I  have  asid, 
heard  it  said  before,  that  the  rations  a 
soldier  gets  are  more  than,  as  a  rule,  the 
agricultural  labourer  gets  ;  and  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  that  is  true,  but  the  agri- 
cultural labourers  gets  quantity  if  ho 
does  not  get  quality.  Bacon  and  bread, 
it  may  be  said,  he  gets  to  any  quantity 
he  requires.  But  the  soldier  does  not 
get  sufficient  for  the  work  he  has  to  do. 
A  recruit  in  good  working  condition,  by 
the  time  he  has  had  liis  breakfast  and  his 
dinner,  has  got  tlirough  his  rations,  and 
so  has  nothing  to  eat  from  2  o'clock  in 
the  day  until  7.30  the  next  morning. 
The  result  is,  he  goes  t  j  the  canteen  and 
fills  himself  with  indifferent  beer ; 
presently  he  gets  drunk,  is  put  into  the 
-guard-room,  and  returned  inefficient 
for  a  certain  number  of  days.  I 
<5ommend  this  to  the  notice  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  anxious  to  en- 
courage temperance — that  the  best 
way  to  decrease  drinking  among  the 
soldiers  is  to  feed  them  .better,  and,  in 
the  end,  you  will  find  it  cheaper.  You 
hare  now,  while  you  half  starve  asoidier,  to 
offer  eveiy  inducement  to  recruits  in  the 
way  of  bounty,  pay,  and  pensions ;  but 
make  the  men  more  comfortable,  and  you 
will  find  the  aggregate  cost  will  be  less. 
I  am  the  more  tempted  to  bring  this 
matter  under  the  notice  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  because  since  he  has  been 
in  office  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
done  his  best  to  improve  the  position  and 
to  add  to  the  comfort  of  the  private 
tjoldier. 

(7.35.)  Mr.  mac  NElLLi(Donegal,  S.): 
Perhaps  I  may  offer  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  a  statement  of  a  Minister  that 
has  some  bearing  on  the  point  he  has 
raised.  The  British  soldier  is  underfed, 
according  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman, and  may  be  that  is  so,  for  I  may 
remind  him  that  it  is  considered  necessary 
to  increase  his  rations  when  he  is  en- 
gaged in  battering  down  the  houses  of  the 
frish  tenantry.  Here  is  a  question  that 
was  put  to  the  Secretary  for  War  by  the 
Tory  Member  for  East  Antrim  (Captain 
M*Calmont)  on  May  17  List  year, 
whether  he  (the  Secretary  for  War) 
would  be  prepared  to  sanction  the 
granting  of  special  allowances  to  the 
troops  employed  for  months  in  aid 
of  the  Civil  .Power  in  the  County  of 
Donegal.  This  is  the  answer  of  the 
Financial  Secretary — 


^  "The  troops  in  question  have  had  an  addir* 
tional  meut  ration.  No  further  special  allow- 
ance is  conteJonplated." 

It  seems,  therefore,  that  the  claim  to  addi- 
tional rations  is  admitted  when  the  troops 
are  engaged  upon  the  duty  of  stirring  up 
civil  strife.  But  I  will  defer  more 
specific  remarks  upon  this  point  until 
we  reach  the  Vote  in  Committee.  What 
I  now  wish  to  do  is  to  turn  attention  to  thje 
position  and  status  of  Army  Chaplains^ 
and  though,  through  being  away,  I  have 
not  been  able  to  give  notice  of  my 
intention,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  will  have  had  some  intimation 
that  the  matter  would  be  raised  from  the 
questions  I  have  on  previous  occasions 
addressed  to  him.  I  have  pointed  out 
how  a  great  diminution  of  expenditure 
would  hd  effected  by  giving  to  the  paro- 
chial clergy,  both  here  and  in  Ireland, 
some  small  addition  to  their  incomes  if 
they  undertake  the  spiritual  care  of 
soldiers  in  their  parish.  If  he  has 
studied  the  question  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  recollect  tlmt  Army 
Chaplains  for  home  camps  and  garrisons 
are  comparatively  a  new  invention.  The 
iDstitution  of  Army  Chaplains  was  for  the 
.purpos3  of  providing  for  soldiers  going 
abroad  that  spiritual  advice  which  other- 
wise they  might  ba  unable  to  have.  But 
the  system  has  been  developed,  and 
we  now  have  Army  Chaplains  at 
home.  I  believe  there  are  88 
Army  Chaplaincies  on  the  Esti- 
mates now  ;  and  my  suggestion  is 
that  these  Army  Chaplains  should. — 
having  regard,  of  course,  to  vested 
interests — be  superseded  by  parochial 
clergy  wherever  the  latter  are  ready  and 
willing  to  do  duty.  By  this  means  you 
will  effect  an  enormous  saying  in  ex- 
penditure under  this  head.  Moreover, 
as  I  am  informed  by  officers,  and  I  can 
well  understand  that  it  should  be  so, 
soldiers  will  derive  more  advantage  from 
the  ministrations  of  the  local  clergy  than 
from  the  official  Chaplains,  who  have, 
more  or  less,  the  status  of  officers,  and 
between  whom  and  the  men  there  can- 
not be  that  easy,  respectful  familiarity 
which  should  exist  between  a  pastor  and 
his  flock.  I  speak  in  the  intei'est  of  a 
body  of  men  with  whom  personally,  per- 
haps, I  have  little  favour,  but  whom  I 
respect  and  esteem — the  Irish  Protestant 
clergy.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
r3mbmb?r  that,  as  regards  the  Catholic 
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clergy,  the  Bishops  declined  to  entertain 
the  idea.  On  a  farmer  occasion  the  nglit 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  if  I  could 
show  kim  that,  in  my  yiew,  I  had 
the  approval  of  tlie  heads  of  tlie  Estah- 
lifihed  Church  he  would  consider 
whether  he  could  not  make  this  arrange- 
ment for  Army  Chaplaincies  at,  of  course, 
a  reduced  eipenilitiire,  availing  him- 
self of  the  8ervit3e8  of  the  parochial 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  Ireland*  I  am 
now  bappy  to  tell  him  that,  having 
met  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  his 
Grace,  in  the  course  of  conversation,  said 
that  he  also  had  had  his  attention 
directed  to  this  subject  and  that  he 
oortiially  approved  of  the  propnsaL  His 
Grace  is,  as  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
knows,  a  temporal  P<>er,  and  he  said  he 
would  do  his  bE'tit  by  hia  influence  in 
another  plac^  to  facilitatd  any  effortii 
here.  Without  goin^  into  partitmlars^  I 
may  state  tliat  out  of  these  88  chaplain- 
cies I  have  mentioned,  and  which  entail 
an  expenditure  of  £57,000  a  year,  there 
are  eight  in  Ireland  costing  £9,500  a 
year.  They  have  large  jmy  and  retiring 
allowances.  The  Irish  clergy  now  in 
posaefision  of  cures  would  do  the  work  of 
these  chaplains,  and  consider  them- 
selves well  pjiid  for  £2,000  a  year. 
It  happens  that  all  the  stations  to  which 
these  eight  chaplains  nre  appointed  are 
in  the  diocese  o!  Dublin,  and  under  the 
Jurisdiction  of  tho  Prelate  whose  sanction 
I  have  referrc*d  to.  Of  all  persons  in 
Irelaud  the  clergy,  who  are  sup|(K)rters 
of  the  present  Adnii  aistration,  leastdeserve 
to  suffer  under  any  seTise  of  wrong  from 
the  action  of  the  present  ( Jovernment. 
It  is  strange  that  tiiey  should  find  an 
advocate  in  a  politic  d  opponent  like  my- 
self ;  but  I  have  the  greater  pleasure  in 
supporting  their  ctse,  because  the  two 
Members  who  may  be  considered  as 
specially  representatives  of  their  interests 
— the  two  Members  for  Dublin  University, 
— owing  to  their  position  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,are  deb  irr  jd  from  taking  action.  It 
is  a  question  of  long  standing.  It  was 
brought  before  the  present  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  by  his  constituents 
in  the  University,  and  it  was  threatened 
that  if  he  wuuld  not  giv»i  a  pledge  to 
look  after  the  interests  of  the  Protestant 
clergy  they  would  t^tart  a  candidate  of  their 
own  againht  tlie  Government  candidate. 
On  July  2,  1887,  a  letter  was  addressed 
to  the  present  Attorney  GenenU  for 
Mr,  Mac  Xf^ifl 


Ireland  by  one  of  his  constituents,  in  whici 
it  was   remarked   that  up  to  that  time 
their  Representati\'e    had  dcme  nothinj 
for  the   Irish  clergy  who  elected  him- 
too  busy,  I  supix)se,  in  prefmring  leg 
answers    for   his    chief — and   that    thi 
would  bs  a  pivifier  subject  for  commeni 
at  the  next  Election.       On  the  same  dajj 
the     right     hon.     Gentleman     replied 
saying    he    would   give    immediate 
tention  to   the  questions  referred  to 
elected  ;  and,  though  he  could  not  hop 
to  have  much  influence,  such  as  he  ha 
should  be  exercised.      Has  he  exercise 
any  influence?      Is  it  not  a  deplorabll 
position  for  the  Irish  clergy  when  thej 
have  to  accept  aid,  willingly  given,  fron 
a  pohtical  opponent?      I  cjrtainly  think 
Trinity    College,    Dublin,    has    a   strong 
ckim     upon    the    Government.       Thej 
should  recollect  that  two-thirds  of  th 
electorate   are    members    of    the    Irisl^ 
Church,  and  that  they  provide  a  read^ 
means  by    which  the    (Tovernment  ar^ 
supplied   with  a  constant  succession 
Law  Officers  in  this  House.      I  may  asli 
I  think,  for  the  redemption  of  the  pled 
that    if  I    can    show    tho     e<^»nsent  rind 
approval  of  the  lieails  of  the  Church,  mj 
proixjsitton    should    be    favourably   conJ 
sidered,     I   have    that  approvah     I  call 
show  that  there  would    be  a  saving 
some    £*3»000   a  year,   that  a   material 
benefit  wuuld  be  conferred  on  the  clergy, 
and  that  the  change  would  be  in  accor 
ance  with  a  strouL'^  feeling  in  the  Army.^ 
•Mr.  W.  H.   .SMITH  :  My   right  hon. 
Friend  cannot  i^spond  now%  he   having 
exhausted  his  right  Ui  speak,  but  lie  will 
refer  to  this  quet^tion  when  the  Vote 
reached  in  Committee. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— AHMY   ESTIMATES,  1890  OK 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
1.  153,483,  Number  of  Land  Forces. 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Before  beginnin| 
the  statement  which  it  is  my  duty  to  la| 
before  the  Committee  I  wish  to  acknow<i( 
ledge  the  kindness  of  one  or  two  of  mi 
hon.  Friends  who  have  al)stained 
moving  the  Motion  they  intended  to 
move  on  going  into  Committee.  One 
particular  cjise  io  which  I  wish  to  refel 
is  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  BarrowJ 
because  the  subject  wrhich  he  desires 
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bring  forward  is  One  of  extreme  impor- 
tance. He  desires  to  invite  attention  to 
the  b28t  means  of  promoting  temper- 
ance in  the  Army.  I  confess  I  feel  very 
strongly  on  the  question,  and  I  think 
the  Committee  will  be  anxious  to  co- 
operate in  the  object  the  hon.  Member 
has  in  view.  In  deference  to  the  desire 
that  we  should  be  allowed  to  go  into 
Committee  he  has  now  refrained  from 
bringing  this  Motion  forward;  but  I 
earnestly  hope  that  he  will  take  an  early 
opportunity  of  doing  so,  perhaps  when 
the  Bill  for  providing  new  barracks  for 
the  troops  is  before  the  House.  And  I 
might  here  mention  that  in  the  scheme 
for  re-building  the  barracks  one  end  we 
have  had  in  view  is  that  of  promoting 
temperance  in  the  Army.  My  hon. 
Friend  may  therefore  rest  assured  when 
the  time  comes  for  him  to  bring  forward 
the  question  that  he  will  meet  with  a 
sympathetic  reception  at  my  hands,  and 
he  will  learn  the  intentions  of  the 
Oovernment  with  regard  to  the  object 
he  has  in  view.  I  will  now,  with  the 
permission  of  the  Committee,  give  some 
further  account  of  our  progress  in  the 
organisation  and  re-armament  of  the 
military  forces  of  the  country;  and  if, 
in  doing  so,  it  is  necessary  to  go  again 
over  some  of  the  ground  traversed  last 
year,  it  will  be  understood  that  my  object 
is  to  enable  a  comparison  to  be  made 
between  the  expectations  then  held  out 
and  the  results  which  have  been  attained* 
And,  again,  I  must  repudiate  the  doctrine 
<)i  those  who  seem  to  think  that,  if  only 
the  Government  will  at  once  spend  a 
large  enough  sum  of  money,  our  defen- 
sive position  can  be  made  perfect.  Our 
view  is  altogether  different.  Without 
hesitating  to  ask  for  increased  grants 
where  the  necessity  is  proved,  we, 
'nevertheless,  believe  that  it  is  to  im- 
provements in  organisation  that  we 
mainly  owe  the  great  advance  in  prepara- 
tion which  has  recently  taken  place,  and 
it  is  to  the  same  means  that  we  must 
undoubtedly  look  to  perfect  our  schemes 
of  defence.  N'or,  on  the  other  hand, 
while  the  re-armament  of  our  troops  and 
of  our  fortresses  is  going  on,  is  it 
possible  to  look  forward  to  the  proba- 
bility of  any  considerable  reduction  of 
expenditure.  Every  item  of  expenditure, 
to  which  attention  was  called  during 
the  investigation  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Army  Estimates,  has  been  most 
VOL.  CCCXLIT.     [third  series.] 


carefully  scrutinised ;  and  the  establish- 
ment for  the  present  year,  upon  which 
the  amount  of  the  Estimates  so  largely 
depends,  is  the  least  which  any  Govern- 
ment, bearing  in  mind  its  responsibilities 
in  colonial  stations,  and  the  necessity  of 
furnishing  drafts  of  mature  men  for 
India,  would  feel  justified  at  present  in 
proposing.  And  here  T  would  also  ven- 
ture to  say  when  it  is  urged  that  we, 
with  our  small  Army,  ought  easily  to 
attain  to  a  rapidity  and  simplicity  of 
mobilisation,  which  in  some  foreign 
countries  is  accomplished  for  much  larger 
forces,  that  it  is  not  possible  to  institute 
a  fair  comparison  in  respect  of  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  two  operations.  If  we  were 
dealing  with  a  totally  new  situation, 
when  any  mode  of  enlistment,  or  of  dis- 
tribution of  our  forces  was  open  to  us, 
the  case  would  be  simple.  But  the 
double  function  of  our  Regular  Army  in 
having  to  supply  the  large  annual  de- 
mands for  India  and  the  Colonies  while 
acting  as  our  primary  defensive  force  at 
home,  the  uncertainties  of  the  system 
of  voluntary  enlistment,  the  distribution 
of  our  troops — necessary  for  civil  pur- 
poses, and  in  the  existing  position  of  our 
barracks,  but  ill-adapted  for  rapid  concen- 
tration— and  the  peculiar  constitution  of 
our  Auxiliary  Forces,  necessarily  makes 
the  task  of  arranging  in  all  its  de- 
tails a  system  for  the  sudden  mobi- 
lisation of  our  whole  defensive  strength 
a  complicated  and  a  serious  one. 
The  plan  on  which  we  are  generally 
proceeding  is  that  indicated  by  me  last 
year.  It  was  the  result  of  the  fullest 
consideration  by  my  present  military 
advisers,  and  also  of  the  opinions  and 
criticisms  which  we  obtained  from  other 
responsible  officers  hardly  less  eminent 
in  their  profession.  I  am  satisfied  that 
the  reception  it  obtained  last  year 
fully  justified  us  in  assuming  that  upon 
the  lines  then  explained  we  might  safely 
proceed  with  general  approval.  To  work- 
ing it  out  in  all  its  details  both  Lord 
Wolseley  and  Sir  Redvers  BuUer  have 
given  the  closestattention  under  the  super- 
vision of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Comman- 
der^n-Chief,  and  the  result  is  that  very 
great  progress  has  been  made.  This 
plan,  of  course,  assumed  that  our  defen- 
sive forces  had  two  main  objects  to 
provide  for — first,  the  land  defences  of  all 
our  ports  and  coaling  stations — a  taak 
greater  in  magnitude  and  importance 
2  F 
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than  any  of  a  similar  charaoter  under- 
taken by  any  European  Power ;  and, 
secondly,  the  mobilisation  of  all  our 
remaining  land  forces  of  all  descriptions 
in  such  a  way  as  to  furnish  a  field  army 
for  the  first  line  of  defence,  and  a  great 
•Volunteer  army  occupying  certain  strong 
defensive  positions  in  the  second  line. 
Every  one  of  the  steps  necessary  for 
carrying  out  such  a  programme  with  tbe 
least  possible  delay  ought  to  be  settled  and 
worked  out  beforehand.  And,  indeed,  I 
now  hold  in  my  hand  three  confidential 
tables  of  no  little  interest.  The  first 
shows  the  place  to  which  every  unit  of 
on  r  defensive  forces  is  assigned  in  the 
event  of  sudden  emergency.  The  second 
shows  every  order  which  would  have 
to  be  given  at  headquarters  or  by  officers 
iu  local  command  in  the  same  event  and 
the  degree  of  preparation  made  for 
carrying  it  out ;  and  the  third  contains 
all  the  regulations  for  mobilisation  in  full 
detail.  I  do  not  pretend  that  every  point  in 
it  is  settled  ;  nor,  in  these  days  of  con- 
stant advance  in  organisation,  in  tactics, 
and  in  equipment,  onght  it  ever  to  be 
allowed  to  escape  constant  and  minnte 
revision.  It  is,  of  course,  a  paper  or- 
ganisation, and  no  paper  organisation  can 
really  be  pronounced  satisfectory  until  it 
has  been  tested.  But  in  this  country  a 
general  test  of  all  our  arrangements 
would  not  only  be  most  costly,  but  would 
also  be  felt  as  a  disturbance  in  all 
branches  of  onr  national  life,  quite  out  of 
proportion  to  the  advantages  to  be  de- 
rived from  it.  The  whole  scheme  is, 
however,  based  upon  decentralisation, 
and  upon  requiring  as  little  as  possible 
from  headquarters  at  the  moment  of 
emergency.  Much  responsibility  is 
therefore  transferred  to  the  commanders 
of  local  units,  and  the  confusion  which 
would  inevitably  have  resulted  under  our 
old  system  of  centralisation  is  already  to 
a  large  extent  got  rid  of.  The  fact  is  that 
the  primary  condition  of  an  effective  and 
rapid  mobilisation  is  decentralisation,  and 
in  no  respect  is  this  more  essential  than 
in  that  of  stores.  The  preparations 
under  this  head  are  not  as  yet  complete, 
but  much  has  already  been  done  to  re- 
lieve the  block  formerly  existing  at 
Woolwich.  At  present,  for  instance, 
Aldershot  is  provided  with  every  article 
pf  equipment  necessary  for  the  force 
there,  marked  to  the  corps  to  which  it  is 
aligned.  .Some  of  the  other  principal 
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storehouses  at  Southampton,  Caterham, 
Chatham,  and  in  other  places  are  also 
practically  complete,  and  I  have  every 
reason  to  know  that  the  work  elsewhere 
will  be  rapidly  advanced  dtiring  the 
year.  Putting  aside  questions  of  arma- 
ment, with  which  I  propose  to  deal 
separately,  the  preparations  for  carrying 
out  the  defence  of  our  ports  and  coaling 
stations  at  homo  and  abroad  are  in  a  very 
advanced  condition.  The  state  of  the 
submarine  mining  defence  is  very  satis- 
factory. I  stated  last  year  that  the 
military  ports  at  home  and  abroad  are 
now  all  provided  with  the  necessary 
buildii^s  and  stores,  and,  I  might  add, 
with  the  requisite  force  of  submarine 
miners.  With  two  or  three  exceptions 
only,  the  same  may  now  be  said  of  all 
the  coaling  stations  and  commercial 
ports,  and  every  year's  training  and 
experience  will  add  to  the  rapidity  with 
which  the  complete  system  of  mine 
defence  can  in  each  case  be  laid  down. 
The  garrisons  required  for  all  these  placea 
amount  to  no  fewer  than  125,000  men, 
besides  the  native  levies,  which,  where 
practicable,  we  are  raising,  or  have  raised, 
at  certain  foreign  stations.  It  is  hoped 
that  some  of  our  modem  inventions — 
such  as  the  position  finder,  which  is  now 
in  use  in  many  places — will  enable  this 
number  to  bo  reduced.  But  the  detailed 
garrison  required  for  every  place  is 
arranged,  and  at  certain  foreign  ports, 
where  considerations  of  health  or  other 
reasons  of  public  policy  have  prevented 
the  full  garrison  from  being  always  main- 
tained in  peace  time,  arrangements  are  in 
progress  for.  the  instant  despatch  at  any 
moment  of  the  necessary  reinforce- 
ments. After  providing  for  these  neces- 
sary garrisons  the  whole  remaining 
forces  of  the  country  are  organised  in 
the  two  lines  of  defence  to  which  refer-' 
ence  has  already  been  made.  The  first 
line  of  defence,  consisting  of  Regular 
troops  and  some  battalions  of  Militia,  not 
required  for  garrisons,  constitutes  a 
field  army  divided  into  three  Army  Corps, 
including  some  110,000  men^  For  this 
army  there  is  an  ample  proportion  of 
Artillery  and  of  cavalry  and  of  other 
arms  of  the  Service  generally,  with  the 
exception  of  certain  small  units  pur- 
posely left  to  be  organised  pn  mobilisa- 
tion. The  places  of  concentration  for 
every  unit  are  laid  cbown,.  as  well 
as     the     stations     frpm ..  whic^     they 
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are  to  draw  every  portion  of  their 
equipment.  By  this  means  the  com- 
manding officers  of  the  different  units 
will  now  know  what  there  is  ready  for 
them  in  the  event  of  rapid  mobilisation, 
and  where  and  how  to  get  it  without 
reference  to  headquarters.  Until  certain 
new  storehouses,  however,  of  which 
mention  has  been  made,  are  complete, 
some  of  these  stores  cannot  yet 
be  said  to  be  in  the  most  con- 
venient positions.  The  Committee  will 
be  pleased,  and  possibly  surprised,  to 
hear  that  the  necessary  equipments,  such 
as  harness,  saddlery,  vehicles,  and  camp 
equipment  for  all  this  force  are  in  exist- 
ence, with  the  exception  of  a  f  6w  articles 
which  we  are  certain  of  obtaining  very 
rapidly.  The  places  of  concentration  are 
80  arranged  as  to  be  in  every  case  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  an  important  railway 
station,  so  that  any  portion  of  the  force 
can  be  transferred  at  short  notice  to  the 
threatened  point.  And,  laatly,  a  list  of 
all  the  officers  required  for  the  commands 
and  staff  posts  is  being  prepared,  and  will 
be  annually  revised.  The  composition  of 
the  whole  of  this  field  army  has  been  laid 
down  in  detail.  Its  speedy  mobilisation, 
of  course,  necessitates  the  calling  out  of 
the  Army  Reserve  and  of  the  Militia ; 
but  it  depends,  also,  as  is  the  case  in  all 
foreign  countries,  upon  the  efficiency  of 
our  arrangements  for  requisitioning  the 
additional  horses  that  are  necessary. 
Upon  this  subject,  also,  our  position  is 
far  more  satisfactory  than  it  has  ever 
been  hitherto.  Under  the  system  estab- 
lished two  years  ago,  we  have  now  upon 
the  register,  as  available  immediately  on 
the  occurrence  of  an  emergency,  the  full 
number  of  14,000  horses,  of  which  more 
than  3,000  are  riding  horses,  broken  to 
bit  and  bridle.  This  is  a  most  encour- 
aging result  of  the  new  system,  which 
is  being  supported  by  an  increasing 
number  of  horse-owners  throughout  the 
country,  and  1  may  mention  specially  many 
masters  of  foxhounds,  to  whom,  as  well 
as  to  other  owners,  our  thanks  are  due. 
In  addition  to  this  number,  the  Remount 
Establishment,  having  now  a  thorough 
knowledge  of  the  best  sources  of  supply 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom,  would 
be  able  at  very  short  notice,  and  by 
means  of  additional  officers,  to  put  in 
force  the  power  of  compulsory  requisi- 
tion with  which  the  Grovemmentarenow 
armed.      The  Rcinount   Establishment, 


under  the  able  superintendence  of 
General  Ravenhill,  has  worked  well  in 
other  respects  also.  Good  reports  reach 
us  as  to  the  horses  supplied  to  the  Army 
generally.  I  saw  the  other  day  a  state- 
ment in  one  of  the  daily  papers,  of  which 
much  has  since  been  made,  that  we  were 
short  of  the  number  provided  in  the 
Estimates  by  no  fewer  than  1,200  horses. 
I  am  glad  to  say  that  that  was  an  entire 
error.  With  the  exception  of  one  regi- 
ment, which  was  not  ready  to  receive  the 
80  horses  which  could  easily  have  been 
provided  for  it,  the  Army  was  at  that 
time  complete  up  to  its  establishment,  the 
ages  of  the  horses  being  also  satisfactory. 
The  second  line  of  defence  will  be  occu- 
pied solely  by  Volunteers.  To  this 
purpose,  after  providing  for  the  necessi- 
ties of  purely  local  defence,  we  are 
able  to  assign  at  least  18  brigades  of 
infantry  and  268  guns.  It  may  be  said 
that  this  force  is  not  sufficiently  mobile 
to  constitute  a  really  efficient  field  army  ; 
to  which  it  may  be  answered  that  it  is. 
not  so  intended,  and  that  it  may  be 
doubtful  whether  with  the  comparatively 
small  amount  of  time  which  the  mass  of 
our  Volunteers  (and  the  officers,  perhaps, 
in  particular)  are  able  to  give  to  their 
work  it  would  be  possible  to  organise- 
them  in  the  first  instance  as  a  field  army. 
But  for  the  purpose  for  which  they  are 
intended  they  are  admirably  suited  and 
can  be  most  readily  utilised;  and  the 
prospect  of  filling,  as  every  Volunteer 
now  does,  a  definite  place  side  by  side 
with  the  Regular  Army  in  the  general 
scheme  of  defence  has  undoubtedly  exer- 
cised a  salutary  influence  on  all  branches- 
of  the  force.  The  place  of  concentration 
for  each  brigade  and  battery  is  fixed,  and 
provision  is  being  made  for  their  receiving 
on  arrival  at  it  all  such  necessaries  sk 
tentSi  waterproof  sheets,  and  entrenching^ 
tools.  For  the  concentration  of  these- 
forces,  and  for  many  purposes  connected 
with  mobilisation,  it  is  obvious  that  much 
must  depend  upon  the  speedy  organisa- 
tion of  civil  transport.  This  work  has 
been  thoroughly  taken  in  hand,  and  there 
appears  to  be  no  doubt  that  arrangements 
can  be  made  for  sufficient  preparation 
beforehand  to  enable  ample  transport  to 
be  ready  at  short  notice.  It  is  well- 
known  that  these  points  of  concentration 
have  been  most  carefully  selected  at  the 
places  most  likely  to  be  threatened,  not 
only  on  the  chalk  range  between  Londot^ 
2  F  2 
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and  tlie  sea,  but  also  at  other  important 
places.  Most  of  the  fielil  work  at  these 
points  is  left  to  bt?  rapidly  carried  out 
when  emergency  arises.  In  certain 
cases  the  actual  contracts  will  be  prepared 
and  arranged  for.  But  it  is  only  i^^  i^  few 
stations  of  primary  importance  that  any 
works  have  been  undertaken,  and  even 
upon  these  the  expenditure  will  be  in- 
considerable. It  is  mainly  directed  to 
providing  the  store-houses  from  wliich 
have  to  be  drawn  without  a  day's  delay 
certain  essential  articles.  With  two  ex- 
ceptions, all  these  necessary  sites  have 
l>een  purchased,  and  in  one  or  two  cases 
reservation  rights  to  prevent  buildiug  ou 
points  of  primary  importtince  have  been 
secured.  The  formation  of  our  second 
line  of  defence  may,  tlierefore,  I  think, 
be*  fairly  said  to  have  made  veiy  sub- 
stantial progress  duritix  thu  year.  The 
success  of  the  19  Vohinteer  brigade 
camps  has  been  one  of  the  most  satis- 
factory features  of  the  year.  The 
brigadiers,  who  deserve  much  public  re- 
cognition for  their  zeal,  patience,  and 
discretion,  appear  to  have  been  well 
seconded  in  almost  all  cases  by  the  com- 
manding otRcars.  A  highly  satisfactory 
spirit  of  emulation  has  baeu  aroused 
between  commanding  oilicers,  and  the 
assembly  of  the  corps  in  large  numbers 
under  proper  supervision  and  under 
military  discipline  has  been  popular  with 
the  force  and  productive  of  much  public 
advantage.  The  experience  gained 
will  bo  valuable  in  the  event  of  emer- 
gency, and  nothing  c^iunected  with  the 
experiments  was  more  satisfactory  than 
the  way  in  which  in  some  cases  the 
whole  arrangements  were  planned  and 
carried  out  without  any  assistance  from 
officers  of  the  Regular  Army.  Nearly 
39,000  Volunteers,  out  of  a  total  of 
100,000  who  went  into  camp,  were 
present  under  tlie  new  brigade  organi- 
sation* I  am  afraid  of  trespassing 
unduly  on  the  time  of  the  Committee, 
or  I  would  gladly  read  some  jioi'tion  of 
the  Re[x>rt  of  general  officers  upni  the 
results  of  this  experiment  At  head- 
quarters, too,  a  gCMxl  deal  has  been  learnt 
from  it,  and  one  or  two  mistakes  dis* 
covered  last  year  will  be?  remedied.  The 
success  of  these  brigades  is  now  suflici- 
ently  assured  to  induce  mo  to  divide 
several  of  those  which  are  at  the  present 
time  composed  of  too  many  battalions. 
It  ftlso  gives  me  great  pleasure  to  say 
Mr.  F.  Stanhope 


state    of    the    newlyforraed 
cr  batteries  of  position   is  most 


that    the 
Volunt 

creditable  to  all  concerned.  Officers  and 
men  alike  show  great  zeal  iu  the 
development  of  this  important  branch  of 
I  the  Service,  and  arrangements  are  there- 
fore now  being  mode  to  issue  guns  to  12 
I  more  biitteries.  We  shall  then  have  no 
fewer  than  316  guns  manned  by  Volun- 
!  teer  Artillery.  We  propose  to  relieve  all 
I  these  batteries  of  the  cost  of  the  necessar^ii* 
harness  ;  and  in  order  still  further  to  pro- 
mote their  efficiency  the  permanent  staff 
I  sergeants  of  all  Volunteer  (as  well  as  of 
!  Militia)  Artillery,  some  of  whom  have 
been  long  absent  from  the  work  of  the 
Boyal  Artilleiy,  will  Ijc  required  to 
undergo  a  further  conrse  of  instruction 
at  Woolwich.  I  think,  therefore,  the 
Committee  will  see  tliat  much  has  been 
done  to  advance  the  re-organisation  of 
the  Volunteer  Force.  A  good  deal  of 
money  has  been  spent,  even  in  the 
present  year,  and  I  certainly  do  feel  hurt 
that  those  who  represent  the  Volunteers 
in  this  House  should  have  taken  this 
opportunity  of  passing  a  vote  of  censure 
upon  myself.  I  know  that  I  have  done 
a  gi*eat  deal  more  for  the  Volunteers  than 
was  ever  done  by  any  previous  Secretary* 
of  State  for  War.  I  know  that  I  have 
added  to  the  Volunteer  Vote  in  a  manner 
far  in  excess  of  what  has  been  done,  or  is 
likely  to  be  done,  in  an)i;hing  like  the 
same  time.  1  believe  that  at  the  present 
moment  the  Volunteer  Force  is  moi?e 
ready  and  able  to  perform  its  duties  tbau 
at  any  period  since  its  first  establishment. 
I  confess,  therefore,  I  wa.s  not  prepared 
to  find  hon.  Members  who  were  con- 
nected with  the  Volunteer  Force  assist^ 
iug  in  any  way  what  was  obviously  a 
Party  manoeuvre. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BAN'NERMAN:  A 
Party  mana»uvre  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Yes.  I  know 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  take 
part  in  the  Division  ;  but  all  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Colleagues  who  did  t»ke 
part  in  the  Division  voted  against  the 
Government,  although  they  well  knew 
that  after  the  Division  in  the  late  Parlia- 
ment, when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
placed  in  a  minority,  nothing  wfis  done, 
and  tliat  the  present  Government  had 
the  inheritance  of  that  vote,  and  in  con 
sequence  added  i!  1^0, 000  a  year  to  the 
expenditure  of  the  Volunteers.  But  1 
will  now  pass  from  that  matter  and  come 
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to  one  or  two  general  questions.  In  one 
respect  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  report  a 
marked  improvement  in  almost  all 
branches  of  the  Service.  Shooting  is 
better  all  round,  and  with  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  new  rifle,  almost  without 
recoil,  and  of  remarkable  accuracy,  yet 
better  results  ought  to  be  obtained.  In 
all  branches  special  encouragements  have 
been  ofEered  for  good  shooting,  and  in- 
creased opportunities  of  practice  have 
been  afEorded,  not  only  in  individual,  but 
also  in  field  firing.  In  order  to  give  the 
Committee  some  idea  of  this  improve- 
ment which  has  resulted,  I  asked  the 
Commandant  of  the  School  of  Musketry 
at  Hythe  to  make  a  table,  comparing  the 
results  of  the  last  three  years.  Speaking, 
first,  of  the  Regular  Infantry,  he  reports 
to  me  that  the  figures  show  a  very  great 
improvement  all  round  since  1887.  The 
percentage  of  marksmen  has  nearly 
doubled,  while  that  of  third-class  shots 
has  diminished  in  the  same  proportion. 
In  the  Cavalry,  the  improvement  is 
described  as  "considerable."  No  regi- 
ment is  now  rated  as  bad,  and  the  propor- 
tion of  third-class  shots  has  been  reduced 
by  10  per  cent.  The  shooting  of  the 
Militia  shows  a  great  advance.  Whereas, 
in  1887,  only  17  battalions  were  classed 
as  "  very  good,"  no  less  than  66  are  so 
described  in  1889.  The  percentage  of 
third-class  shots  has  fallen  from  38  to 
26.  With  the  increased  training  in 
musketry  now  to  be  given,  we  may 
expect  to  see  a  vast  improvement  on 
these  figures.  Until  quite  recently, 
target  practice  has  been  very  seriously 
neglected  in  the  Yeomanry.  Steps,  how- 
ever, have  recently  been  taken  to  intro- 
duce a  uniform  course,  and  to  offer  special 
inducements,  and  the  progress  made  is 
described  as  "  fairly  satisfactory.''  In 
the  case  of  the  Volunteers,  it  is  much 
more  difficult  to  make  a  comparison 
with  former  years,  becaus3  until  1888 
no  returns  were  rendered  to  the  School 
of  Musketry.  The  performances  of  that 
year  are  described  as  "  fairly  sitisfactory," 
in  comparison  with  that  of  the  Regular 
Army.  The  percentage  of  third-class 
shots  is  now  very  small  indeed,  and  the 
increase  of  marksmen  and  first-class 
shots  is  considerable.  Regulations  as  to 
the  issue  of  ammunition  have  recently  been 
made,  with  the  view  of  securing  that  it  is 
devoted  to  its  legitimate  purpose  of  im- 
proving  the  general    shooting    of    the 


whole  force.  In  order  further  to  improve 
the  shooting  of  the  Volunteers, 
additional  Inspectors  of  Musketry  have 
been  appointed,  and  a  special  course  has 
been  held  at  Hythe  to  enable  Volunteer 
officers  to  qualify  as  musketry  instruc- 
tors. The  70  officers  who  attended 
showed  the  greatest  zeal,  and  87  per  cent, 
of  them  obtained  certificates.  It  is  right 
also  to  mention  that  Colonel  Tongue  and 
his  entire  staff,  in  a  most  public-spirited 
manner,  gave  up  their  Christmas  holidays 
to  help  in  this  most  laudable  object.  I 
promised  last  year  to  consider  further 
the  possibility  of  calling  out  for  training; 
some  portion  of  the  Reserve.  The^ 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  doing  so  are,  no» 
doubt,  very  grave.  If  the  feeling  on  the- 
part  of  employers  against  employing- 
Reserve  men,  which  at  one  time 
threatened  to  be  serious,  were  to  be 
aroused  by  any  step  which  withdrew 
.the  men  from  their  ordinary  work,  the 
very  existence  of  an  Army  Reserve^ 
might  b3  endangered.  And  we  had  full 
warning  from  many  large  employers  of 
labour  that  any  system  of  regular  annual 
training  would  compel  them  to  discon- 
tinue the  employment  of  Reserve  men. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  necessity  of  giv- 
ing  additional  training  in  some  form  has 
been  greatly  increased  and  intensified  bj 
the  introduction  of  the  magazine  rifle.  It 
would  be  highly  inconvenient,  not  to  say 
dangerous,  if,  upon  a  sudden  mobilisa- 
tion, men  were  recalled  to  their  regiments 
without  any  knowledge  of  how  to  handle 
the  new  weapon.  Accordingly,  we  have 
determined  to  take  a  tentative  step  this- 
year  in  this  direction,  and  provision  has- 
been  made  in  the  Estimates  for  the  pur- 
pose. By  issuing  a  certain  number  of 
magazine  rifles  to  all  parts  of  the  country 
we  shall  be  enabled  to  secure  that  alV 
men  of  the  infantry  passing  into  the  Army- 
Reserve  this  year  will  have  learnt  the  new 
drill,  and  we  propose  to  call  upon  men 
of  the  Infantry  who  passed  into  the 
Reserve  last  year  to  take  steps  to  acquire 
similar  knowledge.  But,  in  doing  eo, 
we  propose  to  establish  an  elastic  system, 
capable  of  modification,  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  employers  and  employed 
in  all  parts  of  the  country.  The  mini- 
mum time  which  is  thought  to  be 
required  is  four  whole  days,  but,  when 
convenient,  the  drill  can  be  gone  through 
in  eight  half  or  even  16  quarter  days. 
Every  man  will  be  allowed  to  choose  tiie 
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time  of  jrear  raosi  conveTiient  to  bis  era- 
ployment,  and  to  drill  at  tho  riearest 
dep6t,  centre,  or  other  convenient  place, 
and  he  will,  of  course,  be  paid  for  the 
days  which  he  g^ivcs  up  to  drill,  hesides 
the  usual  travelling  aUowances.  It  maj 
even  be  possible,  in  the  event  of  a  large 
number  of  men  being  in  the  emplovnient 
of  one  firm,  to  minimise  the  incon- 
venience by  sending  instructors  to  train 
the  men  in  the  vicinity  of  their  work. 
Our  great  object  will  be  to  ivy  and 
secure  this  amount  of  training  without 
risking  the  loss  of  employment  for  any 
Reserve  man.  We  are  very  hopehil 
that  this  experiment  will,  if  successful, 
insure  that  a  l|trge  proportion  of  the 
Reserve  will,  if  suddenly  called  upon  to 
take  their  place  in  the  ranks,  be 
thoroughly  acquainted  with  the  new 
di^ill;  and'  I  think  the  Committee 
will  admit  that  if  wo  attain  that 
object  we  shall  have  done  some  tiling 
very  important  and  desirable  for  the 
defence  of  the  country.  The  new 
organisation  of  the  Array  Service 
Corps  appears  to  be  M^orking  as 
smoothly  aa  could  be  expected.  A 
crucial  i*e-organi>iation  has  been  effected 
witlioufc  the  assistance  of  increased  peti- 
sioiis  or  special  retirements,  and  it  is 
exceedingly  satisfactory  to  find  that 
never  for  years  has  such  a  desirable 
class  of  officers  attempted  to  gain  admis- 
sion to  this  branch  of  the  Servit*e,  al- 
though the  large  number  of  offit-t^rs  still 
remaining  on  the  old  establishment 
enabled  only  a  small  proportion  to  be 
accepted.  This  re-oi-gnnisation,  for  which 
credit  is  so  largely  due  to  the  present 
Quartermaster  General,  Sir  Redvers 
Buller,  has  rendered  |)0ssible  a 
ffcneral  concentration  of  Staff  duties, 
has  nndoabtedly  led  to  a  very 
C?onBiderAble  economy,  and  promises 
further  results  in  the  same  direction. 
The  Committee  are  aware  that  the  con- 
dition of  the  Militia  has  occupied  the 
close  attention  of  the  Government  during 
the  past  year.  A  conference  of  coin- 
manding  officers  of  Militia,  summoned  by 
mo,  .brought  to  my  notice  many  sug- 
gestions, and  these  have  sincE?  Ijeen 
threshed  out  by  a  Committee,  under 
the  presidency  of  Lord  Harris,  and 
amongst  the  many  services  rendered 
Ui  the  State  by  the  late  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  during  his 
form  of  office,  none,  I  think,   is  more 


conspicuous  than  the  et>mpilation,  vrrth 
the  assistance  of  his  colleagues,  of  the 
adnurable  and  exhaustive  Report  wk  i 
cently  presented  to  Parliament,  I 
saw  the  Committee  described  the 
other  day  as  a  Depart  men  till  C'om- 
miltee.  There  never  was  one  of  whi^'h 
such  a  description  was  less  aecurati?. 
Of  the  seven  memliers:,  two  only  were 
connected  with  the  War  Oflic**»  i/ne  wji« 
an  officer  in  the  Army,  and  four  wen* 
commanding  officers  in  the  Militia.  It 
ought  to  receive,  therefore,  aa  it  has  t&* 
ceived^  the  full  confidence  of  the  Militia. 
It  is  most  satisfactory  to  find  from  that 
Report  that  there  has  been  no  deteriora- 
tion of  late  in  the  efficiency  of  the  force 
generally,  nor  is  there  any  ground  for 
the  fear  expressed  that  it  has  become 
less  [lopular.  The  proposals  mad©'  by  th© 
Committee  have  been  fully  considered  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  I  should 
like  to  refer  to  several  of  them.  Probably 
the  most  important  of  these  recommen- 
dations refers  to  preliminary  drilh  Now 
the  Committee,  while  ix>inting  out  that 
it  vnm  the  general  wish  of  commanding 
officers  to  revert  to  the  old  system  of 
preliminary  drill,  decline  to  reeommend 
it.  Their  pi-oposaJ,  which  they  stated 
would,  to  a  lai-ge  extent,  accomplish  all 
tlie  suggestions  or  complaints  that  had 
been  made,  without  injury  to  the  depM 
system,  was  to  increase  the  recmit 
training,  part  of  tlie  time  lieing 
spent  at  the  dep^t  and  part  at 
the  battalion  place  of  absemblj. 
This  havS  Ijeen  accepted  by  the  Covern* 
ment,  and  the  recruit  training  will  be 
increased  by  seven  dfiy.«,  three  being 
spent  «t  the  dep^t.  The  musketry  train- 
ing of  the  recruits  will  be  carried  out  at 
the  Militia  headquHrtcrs.  We  have  also 
been  able  to  sanction  in  great  part  tlie 
proposals  made  for  the  better  instruction 
<  f  Militia  officers,  and  for  improving  the 
etficiency  of  the  non-commissioned  ranks. 
We  propose,  further,  in  continuation  ci 
the  |K»licy  hitherto  pursued,  to  get  rid  of 
billeting  wherever  p  ssilile,  and  to  issfue 
t/£?nt  l»f*ards  in  all  ca^es  where  necessary. 
For  all  these  provision  has  been  made, 
and  I  have  also  been  able  to  commcncfj 
the  issue  of  flannel  shirts,  in  aecordance 
with  another  recommendation  of  ihi«t 
Committee.  A  Memorandum  will  soon 
be  issued,  showing  in  further  details  the 
changes  it  is  propesed  to  intnxluce.  It 
will  be  seen  from  it   tliwt  most  of  tbtt 
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^commendations  have  been  accepted, 
and  I  trust  that  the  force  generally  will 
acknowledge  that  we  have  dealt  with 
4;hem  in  no  grudging  spirit,  and  that  even 
during  the  present  year  the  changes 
made  may  increase  its  efficiency  in  all 
respects.  I  now  come  to  the  question  of 
warlike  stores,  and  here  I  may  say  that 
the  work  thrown  upon  the  Department 
at  the  present  time  is  not  only  unpre- 
cedented in  amount,  but  is  unequalled 
by  anything  which  has  been  done  in 
other  countries  under  like  conditions.  I 
do  not  allude  only  to  the  total  amount  of 
the  orders  for  land  and  sea  service  which 
pass  through  the  War  Office,  and  which  in 
1889-90,  reached  the  value  of  4|  millions 
sterling,  and  though,  no  doubt,  a  large 
proportion  was  given  out  to  contract,  yet 
it  will  be  remembered  that  the  whole 
of  the  stores,  whether  coming  from  the 
Ordance  factorieis  or  from  private  con- 
tract, have  to  be  independently  inspected 
and  tested  before  being  passed  into  the 
Service.  Indeed,  the  new  Naval 
programme  and  the  great  number  of 
guns  and  rifles  coming  in  for  land  service 
during  the  present  year,  in  addition  to 
the  large  repayment  demands  from  India 
and  the  Colonies  (raising  the  total  value 
-of  the  stores  to  bj  inspected  to 
JB6,000,000),  was  likely  to  cause  an  ex- 
cessive strain  on  the  inspection  depart- 
ment, for  which  special  provision  has 
been  made.  The  progress  being  made 
with  the  issue  of  heavy  breech-loading 
guns  can  at  last  be  spoken  of  with 
satisfaction.  The  first  place  is  due  to 
the  Ordnance  factories,  which  have,  in 
the  case  of  guns,  been  able  to  adhere  to 
their  promised  dates  of  delivery,  and 
who  have  just  issued  three  9.2in.  gUns 
for  the  new  N'aval  programme,  completed 
within  six  months  of  the  passing  of  the 
steel  forgings — a  highly  satisfactory  rate 
of  production.  The  same  praisa  for 
adherence  to  promises  cannot  be  given 
to  pur  contractors.  In  all  cases,  however, 
the  increased  plant  necessary  for  com- 
pleting heavy  gunS  has  been  pushed 
forward,  and  the  grounds  for  delay  have 
diminished,  and  in  the  case  of  Sir  J. 
Whitworth  and  Co.,  in  particular,  a 
marked  improvement  in  the  rapidity  of 
production  has  taken  place  during  the 
year.  The  result  has  been  that  we  have 
been  able  to  issue  a  large  nutnber  of 
h^avy  guns.  In  the  course  of  my  speech 
last  year  I  said  that  we  hoped  to  receive 


79  guns  over  6in.  in  diameter  during  the 
period  ending  December  31,  1889.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  we  have  received  only 
67,  though  the  Ordnance  factories  ex- 
ceeded the  number  expected  from  them. 
But  compare  these  figures  with  those 
of  1884-5.  In  that  year  the  whole 
number  of  breech-loading  guns  over  Gin. 
in  diameter,  either  for  land  or  sea  ssrvice, 
was  six,  and  one  only  was  a  12in.  gun. 
Since  then  the  War  Office  called  to  its 
assistance  some  of  the  great  manufactur- 
ing firms  in  this  country,  and  in  1889 
there  were  delivered  from  all  sources, 
for  naval  and  military  purposes,  448 
breech-loading  guns,  ranging  in  calibre 
from  4in.  to  16*25in.,  besides  machine 
and  quick  firing  g^uns  of  various  size's  to 
the  number  of  between  400  and  500. 
The  improvement  in  trade  and  the  strikes 
which  have  taken  place  in  various 
quarters  tend  to  delay  the;  delivery  of 
some  of  our  material;  but  we  expfe'Ct 
during  the  present  year  to  obtain  a  more 
rapid  rats  of  delivery,  especially  of  big 
guns.  And  though  I  have  usually  been 
cautious  in  accepting  the  estimates '  of 
time  put  before  me,  yet,  if  our  anticipa- 
tions are  realised  (and  the  gradual 
removal  of  recieiit  causes  of  delay  enables 
me  to  speak  with  more  confidence);  we 
ought  to  be  able  to  show  the  following: 
results : — In  the  first  place,  at  the  present 
moment  only  one  ship  of  the  Royal  Navy 
can  be  described  as  waiting  for  any 
portion  of  her  armament.  AH  the  other 
new  ships,  some  of  which  have  recently 
come  forward  before  the  date  expected, 
have  now  been  completely  armed.  And 
we  have  already  proved  and  passed  some 
of  the  guns  for  the  new  programrtie. 
The  exception  is  Her  Majesty's  ship 
Sanspareil,  in  which  case  the  delay  is 
due  to  the  transfer  of  one  of  her 
llOJ-ton  guns  td  the  Victoria,'  in 
consequence  of  the  rejection  of  oncJ  of 
the  gtins  from  the  latter  ship,  and  the 
consequent  determination  to  sti*ehgl/hen 
the  other  guns  of  the  sante  cdlibre. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  tests  to 
which  all  our  guns  are  subjected  are 
more  severe  than  in  foreign  countries. 
Little  is  ever  heard  of  any  failures  or 
accidents  which  take  place  abroad, 
while  the  smallest  contre4emph-^w}mh 
must,  in  all  conceivable  circumstancoB, 
sometimes  occur — is  in  this  country 
reported  and  exaggerated.  This,  and 
the  discussions  which  have  taken  place 
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in  Parliament,  have  naturally  led  our 
responsible  experts  to  impose  and  to 
enforce  tests  of  exceptional  severity  ;  and 
though  no  doubt  delay  is  thereby 
caused,  on  the  other  hand  the  nature  of 
the  tests  which  every  gun  has  to  pass 
enables  the  War  Department  to  place 
them  on  board  ship  after  proof  with  an 
absolute  confidence  which  has  hitherto 
been  fully  justified.  Secondly,  the 
armament  of  the  coaling-stations  ought 
at  last  to  be  completed,  with  a  few 
small  exceptions.  The  long  delayed 
guns  for  Singapore  have  all  been 
despatched  to  their  destination.  Those 
for  Hong  Kong  are  now  beginning  to  go 
out.  Th3  guns  still  required  for  Table 
Bay  and  Aden  (at  which  places  a  portion 
of  the  armament  is  already  mounted) 
should  soon  follow.  The  issue  of  the  re- 
maining guns  to  Colombo,  which  begins 
almost  immediately,  will  be  completed 
during  the  year,  and  so  on  with  the  remain- 
ing coaling-stations.  This  portion  of  our 
armament  is,  therefore,  drawing  to  a 
conclusion.  Thirdly,  we  ought  to 
receive,  with  few  exceptions,  all  the  guns 
ordered  under  the  Imperial  Defence  Act 
for  the  re-armament  with  modem  guns 
of  our  Imperial  fortresses  at  home 
and  abroad.  This  work  is  being  pushed 
on  in  all  directions;  and  though 
it  would  not  be  right  for  me  to  enter  into 
particulars,  much  of  it  has  been  com- 
pletad.  The  Committee  will  recollect 
that  this  expenditure  was  authorissd  in 
the  middle  of  1888,  and  that  three  years 
was  the  time  assigned  for  its  completion. 
More  than  half  the  guns  contained  in 
this  programme  have  actually  been  re- 
ceived within  18  months.  The  most  rapid 
progress  has  been  in  the  case  of  Ports- 
mouth, where  the  great  part  of  the  work 
undertaken  has  been  already  completed, 
and  of  Harwich.  In  Malta,  Gibraltar, 
and  the  Thames,  much  work  has  been 
done  ;  and  the  emplacements  having  been 
generally  completed,  the  next  few  months 
will  see  much  more  rapid  prepress  in 
mounting  heavy  guns.  I  do  not  think  I 
am  going  too  far  in  claiming  that  this 
result  is  satisfactory,  and  all  the  more  if 
it  is,  as  it  should  be,  practically  completed 
within  the  time  fixed  (in  spite  of  the 
great  additional  strain  caused  by  the 
Naval  Defence  Act) ;  and  I  may  add  also 
that  it  is  being  carried  out  within  the 
Estimat3  originally  made.  The  work  of 
the  Ordnance  factories,  to  which  allusion 
Mr.  E,  StanJiope 


has  already  been  made,  will  best  be 
illustrated  by  the  Report  of  the  Director 
General,  which  will  be  circulated  to  hoa. 
Members,  and  gives  an  account  of  work 
done  in  all  Departments.  Special  atten- 
tion may  be  called  to  the  steps  taken  for 
consolidating  some  cf  the  services  hither- 
to separately  performed  in  different  fac- 
tories at  Woolwich,  which  ought  to  tend  to 
economy  and  eflBciency.  The  issue  of  the 
new  magazine  rifle  commenced  in  Decem- 
ber last,  and  we  have  every  reason  to  hope 
that  during  the  present  year  all,  or 
nearly  all,  the  regular  troops  in  this 
country  and  in  India  will  have  been 
supplied  with  this  weapon. 

Mr.      CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Daring  the  financial  year  ? 
*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Yes. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
You  said  "  the  present  year." 
*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  meant  the  next 
financial  year.  It  is  being  produced  at  two 
Government  establishments  and  in  tiie 
workshops  of  two  contractors  in  London 
and  in  Birmingham ;  and  from  the 
moment  of  the  adoption  of  the  final 
pattern  no  hitch  of  any  importance  has 
occurred  in  manufacture.  Greater  diffi- 
culty has  been  experienced  with  the 
ammunition,  as  the  absolute  necessity  o£ 
issuing  a  powder  capable  of  withstanding 
any  variations  of  climate  has  as  yet  pre- 
vented the  adoption  into  the  Service  of 
any  nitro-powder  ;  nor  can  any  test  except 
that  of  time  finally  decide  this  matter, 
as  some  foreign  nations  have  found  to 
their  cost.  The  ammunition  at  present 
in  use  is  filled  with  compressed  pellets  of 
black  powder.  But  the  smokeless 
powder  now  being  issued  for  experimeni 
is  one  which  is  believed  to  be  superior  to 
that  in  use  elsewhere,  and  it  has  hitherto 
withstood  the  severe  tests  to  which  it 
has  been  exposed.  Arrangements  for 
its  manufacture  at  Waltham  are  very 
nearly  complete.  In  order  to  enable 
all  the  troops  of  the  Regular  Army  to 
carry  only  one  sort  of  ammunition,  car^ 
bines  and  machine  guns  of  the  same 
calibre  are  in  process  of  manufacture. 
The  re-armament  of  the  Horse  and  Field 
Artillery  is  progressing  favourably,  and 
would  have  been  nearly  completed  now 
except  for  a  change  in  the  pattern  of  the 
carriage.  But  in  a  few  months'  time  the 
whole  of  the  service  batteries  on  the  home 
establishment,  and  three  of  the  depOts^ 
will  be  armed  with  the  new  12-pounder 
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gun,  leaving  the  13-pounder  in  the  hands 
of  three  depdt  batteries  only.  Progress 
has  been  made  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
Brannan  torpedo,  and  in  preparing  the 
necessary  appliances  for  its  use ;  and 
exparience  is  proving  that  it  constitutes 
a  more  formidable  addition  to  our  defence 
than  could  ever  have  been  anticipated. 
In  the  Report  of  Sir  James  Fitzjames 
Stephen's  Commission  there  is  a  recom- 
mendation that  some  safeguard  should 
be  provided  against  the  possibility  of  an 
undue  depletion  of  warlike  stores  at  any 
time.  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
for  some  time  had  this  matter  under  con- 
sideration ;  and  although  I  am  far  from 
saying  that  the  statement  I  am  about  to 
make  fully  satisfies  all  requirements,  yet 
it  will  be  admitted  that  it  goes  a  con- 
siderable way  towards  doing  so.  The 
last  completed  store  account  is,  of  course, 
that  for  the  year  ending  March  31,  1889. 
The  statement  giving  approximately  the 
valuation  of  the  stock,  which  is  inserted 
in  the  Appropriation  Account,  has  been 
framed  upon  a  new  basis.  Instead  of  the 
old  principles  of  valuation,  under  which 
old  stores  always  retained  for  account 
purposes  the  value  at  whicli  they  had 
been  accepted,  all  warlike  stores  are  now 
valued  as  serviceable, repairable, doubtful, 
and  unserviceable.  The  result  has  been,  of 
course,  todiminish  the  total  estimated  value 
of  stores  already  in  stock,  and  the  number 
and  value  of  the  stores  at  the  chief  store 
depdts  have  also  been  reduced  by  the 
decentralisation  which  has  taken  place,  a 
certain  fixed  reserve  being  held  at  the 
points  of  concentration.  I  am  able  to 
certify  that  the  result  of  an  examination 
shows  that  the  general  stock  of  reserve 
stores  was  fairly  maintained  during  that 
year.  It  is  easy  to  show  what  has 
happened  since,  because  in  the  year  1888 
the  new  form  of  Vote  12  was  divided 
into  two  columns,  the  one  showing  the 
amount  and  value  of  the  stores  necessary 
for  the  annual  maintenance  of  our  stock, 
the  other  of  the  stores  prepared  for 
equipment  and  reserve,  or,  in  other 
words,  for  addition  to  the  stock.  The 
amount  taken  for  this  purpose  will  be 
seen  in  the  Votes,  and  after  deducting 
the  cost  of  annual  maintenance  and  of 
unproductive  expenditure  the  value  of  the 
amount  esdmated  to  be  an  addition  to 
our  stock  is  taken  at  £963,070  in  1889-90, 
and  in  1890-91  at  Xl,249,242.  My 
attention  has  been  specially  called  to  the 


importance  of  establishing  such  a  reserve 
of  clothing  as  will  enable  the  whole  of 
our  forces  in  the  event  of  sudden 
mobilisation  to  receive  certain  necessary 
clothing,  and  of  making  provision  also 
for  the  wear  and  tear  of  a  campaign. 
After  very  careful  consideration,  and 
taking  into  account  the  great  producing 
powers  of  the  country,  I  have  laid  down 
the  basis  of  this  reserve,  and  provision 
is  made  upon  that  basis  in  the  present 
Estimates  for  completing  it  in  every 
respect.  The  Reports  upon  the  clothing 
now  issued  to  the  various  branches  of 
the  Service  are  satisfactory,  and  in  the 
Reports  received  from  commanding 
oflicers  the  proportion  of  serious  com?- 
plaints  to  the  total  number  of  Reports 
is  small,  and  annually  decreasing. 
Various  new  patterns  are  being  introduced 
into  the  Service,  with  the  object  always 
in  view  of  facilitating  rapid  mobilisation. 
And  here  I  should  like  to  say  incidentally 
that  every  care  has  been  taken  tp 
guard  against  the  evils  of  sub- 
contracting as  pointed  out  by  the 
Committee  on  the  Sweating  Systenv. 
All  contracts  of  ready-made  clothing  now 
contain  a  clause  making  it  necessaiy  for 
the  contractor  to  post  up  in  his  factory 
the  rates  to  be  paid  to  his  workpeople. 
And  so  also  in  the  case  of  accoutrements 
the  Director  of  Contracts  has,  during  the 
past  year,  visited  all  the  workshops  ia 
London  where  Army  contracts  for  ac- 
coutrements were  being  carried  out. 
Generally  speaking,  the  work  is  done  in 
factories,  but  when,  to  meet  the  conveni- 
ence of  women  workers,  leave  to  employ 
home  hands  has  been  given,  care  is  taken 
that  regular  wages  are  paid  direct  to  the 
workpeople.  I  hope  that  the  close  watch 
which  will  continue  to  be  kept  will  com- 
pletely prevent  the  probalwlity  of  sweat- 
ing in  connection  with  our  contracts. 
And,  lastly,  we  have  examined  also  the 
question  of  providing  reserves  of  food  at 
certain  fortresses  which,  in  the  event  of 
a  great  naval  war,  might  be  deprived  of 
their  ordinary  sources  of  supply,  and  we 
have  made  full  provision  for  this  purpose 
in  all  cases  where  present  circumstances 
appear  to  render  it  a  necessity.  During 
the  past  year  special  attention  has  been 
paid  to  the  subject  of  rations.  It  will 
be  recollected  that  an  independent  Com- 
mittee, appointed  by  me,  reported  that 
the  present  meat  ration,  if  properly 
managed,    was    sufficient,    but    reconot- 
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niondcd  an  improvemetit  in  the  bread 
mtion.  Tins  recomiiifndiition  has  Iwon 
airbed  on,  and  the  appoint inent  of  Iitspec- 
tora  of  rations,  special  1}^  trained  in 
Lc)ndi)ti,  has  proved  of  great  value,  espe- 
cially at  the  smaller  stations,  and  has 
resulted  in  a  similar  iniprovt'ment  in  the 
t^ntract  supplies.  But  I  have  also  great 
confidence  in  the  general  interest  in  the 
sabject  which  lias  been  evoked  among 
regimental  officers.  I  have  now  only  to 
afik  pardon  of  the  Committee  for  the 
length  to  which  my  remarks  have  ex- 
tended. There  are  many  sub] cots  which 
have  been  necessarily  omitted  or  only 
lightly  touched  upon.  But  some  evi- 
dence has  been  offered  to  show  that 
there  never  was  a  tira6  during  psace, 
when  in  all  departments  of  the  Army 
greater  attempts  were  lioiug  made  to 
improve  in  efficiency  and  preparation  ; 
and  if  it  is  not  presumptuous  in  me  to 
express  an  opinion,  which  1ms  been 
formed  from  hearing  the  opinions  of 
those  b^st  qualified  to  inform  me  upon 
the  subject,  not  the  least  satisfactory  <;>r 
encouraging  f culture  in  the  general  re- 
view >vhioh  is  now  submitted  to  the 
Committee,  is  the  fact  that,  for  some 
years  past*,  the  military  efficiency  of  our 
officers  has  gone  on  steadily  impro\4ng, 
and  there  is  amnngst  them  as  keen  a 
desire  to  learn  and  make  themselves 
thoroughly  qualitiod  as  prevails  in  any 
Army  in  the  world.  But  something 
should  be  said  also  for  the  various 
departments  of  the  War  Office  itself, 
which  has  b;?en  exposed  to  exceptional 
labour  during  the  lost  few  years  ;  and  the 
time  will  come  when  tlie  great  advance 
which  has  recently  been  made  in  all  our 
preparations  will  demouhtrate  that  to 
them  also  no  sniRll  share  of  the  credit  is 
to  be  attributed. 

(9.47.)  Mb,  a.  O'COiraOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  :  I  do  not  pro{>os&  to  attempt 
to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ovdr  the  very  wide  and  interesting  field 
which  ho  has  traversed,  but,  if  he  will 
permit  me,  I  will  congrtitulate  him  upon 
the  singular  mastery  of  his  business 
which  he  has  shown  on  tins  <x?casion,  as 
he  always  does  show.  It  is  perfectly 
easy  to  follow  and  understand  the  pro- 
|K)8als  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
nevertheless  I  think  it  perfectly  impos- 
sible under  the  present  system  that 
anything  like  an  adequate  discussion  can 
he  taken  on  the  matter  laid  before  us, 
Mr.  E,  Stanhope 


I  cannot   help  thinking   that  the   d«?p«r 
ture  from  the  old  system  wa^  a  mistake  J 
A  few  years  ago  the  Secret^rj-  of  StataJ 
for   War   made  his  statement  upon  the 
Army  Estimates  bcfoi-e  the  Mouse  went 
into  Committee,  and  then  each  brand] 
of  the  service  was  intelligently  and  in-J 
telb*gibly  discussed  on    the  Vote  appr 
priate  to  it,  but  early   this   evening  we 
were  told  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea-^ 
snry  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary  thai  1 
the  Vote  for  men  and  money  should  ' 
taken  t-o-night  —  that   we  must  vote  sij 
millionti     sterling     to-night,     and 
any  discussion  must   take   place   snt 
quently,     Tt)  my  lay  mind  that  appears  I 
a  very  extraordinary  proxK)srtion,  becausf^J 
when  we  come  to  the  Vote  for  stores  or 
clothings  for  instance,  we  shall  be  told  ill 
is  perfectly  useless  to  propose  a  reduction 
because  the  House  has  already  passed  th€ 
Vote  which  covers  the  pay  of  the  officiuhi«| 
Now,  I   desire  to  make  a  few  remarksi 
upon  some  of  the  statemente  which  fellJ 
from  the   right    hon.  Gentlenmn.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  about  th« 
system  which  is  now  being  adopted   foi 
mobilising  the  forces,  so  as  to  have  a  fir 
and  then  a  second  line  i>f  defence,  but  li©| 
admitted  that  this  was  a  paper  scheme  at 
btst,  and  that  it  was  not  intended  by  the^ 
Government  to  test  it  in  any  praclic 
way,  because  the  testing  would   involvdl 
a  very  large  expenditure  of  ptiblic  moneys 
[Mr.     8tani?opb  :      Any    general    test^J 
Well,  I  suppose  a  test  must  be  of  «otno 
magnitude.     But  the   French  Adminij 
tration  did  not  think  it  was  a  v^raste  of 
pxiblic  money  ixy  mobilise  tlieii*  ftjrces  a  fe^ 
years  ago  in  the  Soutlu^m  Depart  me ntd» 
and  anyone  who  watched  the  result  of 
that  experiment,  who  read  the  reportsj 
and  who  took  the  trouble  to  inquire  what 
was  done  in  consequence  of  the  mobilisn 
tion,   will  see  of   what   immense  value 
some  practical  t^^st  upon  a  scale  of  somel 
Bhe  hns  in  a  matter  of  this  kind.     Let  roal 
remind  the  (rommittee  that  only  a  short  i 
time    ago     it     wa^     found     that,    not- 
withstanding the   large  sum  spent  upon 
sabres,  many  of   them  would  not  stand 
the  test  of  practic*il   warfare.     In  these 
Estimates  tliere  is  an  immense  inerea 
for  inspection    in   connection    with    the 
stores.     But  the  increase  comes  rather  1 
late.     If  the  inspection  had  taken  pla 
some  years  ago  you  would  not  have  ha 
all    these   deplorable    revelations   to   be 
ashamed  of.     And  so  it  is  with  regard  to 
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'  mobilisation;  it  would'  be  ifery  mttoh 
better  to  spend  perhaps  a  substantial 
suitn  of  money  in  testing  practically 
your  Mobilisation  Scheme,  so  as  to 
find  whether  it  is  anything  more 
than  a  mere  paper  scheme,  than  to 
wait  until  the  hour  of  trial  comes.  I 
doubt  very  much  whether,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  it  is  necessary  to  spend  a  very 
large  amount  upon  mobilisation.  The 
amount  spent  by  the  French  was  not 
very  great  at  all  compared  with  the 
Army  expenditure.  You  have  the 
means  within  the  limits  of  the  figures  in 
these  Estimates  to  economise  the  sum, 
which  will  go  a  very  considerable  way 
towards  paying  the  expenses  of,  at  any 
rate,  a  limited  test.  I  heard  Lord 
Wolseley  say,  before  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion on  Civil  Service  Establishments,  he 

-  was  satisfied  that  a  very  large  amount  of 
money  was  wasted  every  year  in  a  need- 
less movement  of  troops — shifting  them 
about  from  one  town  to  another,  and 
from  one  set  of  barracks  to  another. 
Why  cannot  you  effect  a  substantial  re- 
duction by  diminishing  the  useless 
movement  of  troops,  and  spend  the  money 
upon  a  movement  which  need  not  last 
more  than  a  week  or  a  fortnight,  but 
which  will  furnish  a  good  test  of  the 
worth  of  your  paper  mobilisation  ?  But 
there  is    another  point  of   view  from 

>  which  I  desire  to  look  at  these  Estimates. 
We  have  been  accustomed  to  see  them 
submitted  to  the  House  under  a  very 
considerable  number  of  heads.  Last  year 
they  were  submitted  in  25  different 
Votes,  then  this   year  the   number  of 

-  Votes  has  been  reduced  to  13.  Vote  1, 
for  instance,  covers  general  staff,  regi- 
mental pay,  and  other  charges.  There 
was  a  separate  Vote  for  the  chaplains' 
department,  a  separate  Vote  for  military 
prisons,  a  separate  Vote  for  the  Army 
Reserve,  but  now  all  these  are  lumped 
together  in  one  huge  sum.  The  first 
thing  that  occurs  to  me  is  that  under 
the  new   system    the   Government  will 

.  have  the  power  to  utilise  the  balances 
under  one  or  more  of  the  Votes  I  have 
mentioned  by  applying  them  to  services 
to  which,  before  this  year,  they  could 
uot  have  been  applied.  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  undertook  with  regard  to 
tho  Civil  Services  that  there  should  be 
no  increase  in  the  free  hand  of  the 
Government.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  what  he  pro- 


poses* to  do  with  regard  tavVot»'.4 ; 
whether  the  old  rule  as  to  balances'  will 
obtain  ?    Whether  the  control  of  Parliar 
ment  is  not  substantially  affected  by  Che 
alteration  which  has  been  introduced*ti8 
a  matter  worthy  of  consideration.     ^3ie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  points  out  in  his 
Memorandum    that    the     reduction'    in 
the     number    of    Votes     is     laado:    in 
accordance  with  the  recommendation  H)f 
the  Estimates  Committee  of-  two  years 
ago.     The  Committee  recommended  that 
the    War    Office    and     the    Admiralty 
should,  in  connection  with  the  Treasuty, 
submit  schemes  to  the  House.     [Cries 
of  **  Oh  !"]     I  was  on   the   Committee 
and   I   remember   the   recommeiidation 
very   well,  but    I    don't    trust-  to    nfty 
memory.     I  have  refreshed  it  by  refer- 
ence to  the  printed  Report.     It  is  true 
that  certain  of  the  schemes  of  Votes  aftid 
EstimateiB  have    been    referred   to  the 
Public  Accounts   Committee,    but  that 
Committee  cannot  deal  with  them  in,  at 
any   rate,   one  .aspect,  and  that  is  the 
Constitutional  check  which  the  House  of 
Commons  has,  or  is  supposed  to  have,  and 
ought  to  have,  upon  the  sums  which  aire 
appropriated   for   different  branches  of 
the  public  service.     I  think  the  control 
of  Parliament  is  very  materially  affected 
by  this  unauthorised  alteration   in   the 
mode  in  which  the  Estimates  are  pre- 
sented to  the  House.     There  is  another 
point  on  which  I  should  like  information. 
The    Ordnance    Factory  services  which 
have  been  separated  from  the  otiier  Army 
services  are  henceforth  to  be  managed  on 
commercial  principles,  but  in  the  Esti- 
mates, as  now  presented,  I  find  a  number 
of  different  charges,  all  on  account  of  the 
ordnance  factories.    Throughout  the  Esti- 
mates there  are  charges  which  ought  to 
be  pot  in  the  Ordnance  Factory  Vote, 
and  ought  not  to  appear  in  these  Esti- 
mates at  all.    Again,  there  is  the  question 
of  recruiting.  Recruiting,  however  hope- 
ful the  Inspector  General  may  be  for  the 
present  year,  compared  with  past  periods, 
is  not  all  that  the  War  Office  may  wish 
it  to  be.     How  does  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman expect  recruiting  to  be  satisfac- 
torily carried  on  when,  in  some  respects 
at  least,  the  treatmiBut  which  the  War 
Office  gives  to  soldiers  is  so  unfair,  not 
to  say  cruel  ?     I  do  not  only  refer  to  thfe 
very  great    distinction  which  is   mad^ 
between  officers  and  men ;  all  the  world 
knows  how  marked  that  distinction  is. 
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You  have  two  men  equally  heroic  going 
into  the  field.  Both  are  shot.  One  is 
an  officer,  and  the  other  a  private  soldier. 
The  widow  of  the  officer  is  placed  on  the 
Pension  List,  the  widow  of  the  soldier 
may  go  to  the  wash-tub  or  the  work- 
house. But  let  us  take  the  case  of  men 
who  are  not  shot.  I  have  in  my  hand 
the  discharge  documents  of  a  man  who 
served  for  over  a  quarter  of  a  century, 
and  he  is  now  82  years  of  age.  He 
enlisted  in  the  year  1824,  and  served 
for  over  16  years  without  having  the 
least  thing  recorded  against  him.  He 
was  eventually  discharged  with  a  good 
character ;  but  after  he  had  served  16 
years  he  found  himself  in  Canada,  where 
some  of  his  relatives  had  emigrated. 
He  went  to  see  them,  and,  unfortunately 
for  himself,  he  had  a  certain  amount 
of  conviviality  in  their  company.  He 
drank  excessively,  and  was  not  fit 
to  go  back  to  barracks  that  day.  On  the 
following  day,  before  he  had  recovered 
from  the  effects  of  the  drink,  the  picket 
found  him  and  brought  him  back  to 
head  quarters.  What  I  have  stated  was 
the  whole  of  his  offence.  He  was 
charged  and  tried  by  Court  Martial  as  for 
desertion — a  technical  offence  under  the 
regulations  which  at  that  time  obtained. 
What  was  the  result  of  his  conviction  ? 
Why.  although  the  man  was  only  away 
from  barracks  for  22  hours,  and  never 
intended  to  run  away,  the  sentence  was 
forfeiture,  not  only  of  the  claims  of  his  16 
years*  service,  but  of  all  future  possible 
claims  for  reward  or  pension.  The  man 
served  10  years  more,  when  he  received 
his  discharge  with  a  parchment  certificate 
declaring  him  to  be  of  good  character. 
He  was  discharged  in  Western  Australia, 
whera  he  has  lived  ever  since.  Although 
he  received  a  good  character  on  leaving 
the  service,  the  punishment  was  strictly 
enforced  and  no  pension  was  granted. 
He  is  now  82  years  of  age.  The  man 
never  contemplated  desertion  at  all,  but 
had  merely  been  out  on  a  booze  with  some 
friends  who  were  emigrating  to  Canada. 
•Mr.  BRODRICK:  What  was  the 
dats  of  his  final  discharge  1 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  I  think  it  was 
in  1856,  but  I  will  pass  the  certificate 
over  to  the  hon.  Member.  How  can 
men  be  expected  to  join  the  service  with 
such  a  monument  of  injustice  before 
them  ?  I  shall  be  glad  to  know 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  to 
Mr.  A,  O'Connor 


say  with  regard  to  the  appropriation  of 
these  different  Votes. 

♦Sir  W.  BARTTELOT  (Sussex,  North- 
West)  :  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on 
the  most  interesting  statement  we  have 
heard  from  my  right  hon.  Friend.  I 
must  say  I  am  surprised  he  did  noi 
mention  the  alteration  made  in  the 
Estimates  and  tell  us  that  there  are  four 
Votes  now  included  in  the  first  Vote, 
namely,  General  Staff  Pay,  Chaplains' 
Department,  Staff  of  Military  Prisons,  and 
Army  Reserve  Corps.  It  would  be  as 
much  as  we  could  do  to  discuss  one  of 
these  Votes  properly  to-night.  I  ven- 
ture to  hope,  however,  that  we  shall 
have  ample  opportunity  later  on  of  dis- 
cussing the  questions  which  have  been 
brought  before  us  to-night.  The  first 
question  which  struck  me  was  one  with 
regard  to  our  Army  at  home,  in  con- 
nection with  our  Army  in  India,  and  in 
the  Colonies.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
stated  clearly  and  explicitly  the  diffi- 
culty that  wo  have  in  regard  to  this  par- 
ticular question.  He  would  not  deny  for 
a  moment  that  we  deplete  our  Army  at 
home  to  keep  up  our  Army  in  India,  and 
he  would  not  deny,  he  was  pressed 
closely,  that  if  we  wish  to  send  one  Army 
Corps  fully  furnished  and  equipped  into 
the  field  we  shall  have  to  send  out  some 
of  our  Army  Reserves.  I  say  that  the  first 
thing  a  nation  like  this  ought  to  do, 
having  regard  to  what  other  countries 
are  doing,  should  be  to  dissever  its 
battalions  at  home  from  those  abroad 
— to  relieve  the  Army  at  home  of 
the  task  of  having  to  fill  up  gaps  in 
the  Army  in  India.  I  have  stated 
this  over  and  over  again,  and  am  glad 
to  see  that  some  of  the  recommenda- 
tions that  have  been  made  in  various 
parts  of  the  House  have  been  embodied 
in  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, for  there  is  nothing  more  impor 
tant  than  that  we  should  have  on  Anny 
at  home  which  is  thoroughly  efficient, 
and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  sayii^ 
that  at  present  that  is  not  the  case. 
What  was  the  next  thing  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  ?  He  said — and  I  was 
glad  to  hear  it — that  the  stores  have 
been  decentralised,  and  that  is  a  most 
important  matter,  and  one  deserving  of 
every  consideration.  I  noticed  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  say  that 
there  were  sufficient  stores  for  one  Ajrmy 
Corps  at  Aldershot  or  elsewhere* 
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•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  stated  that  we 
had  sufficient  for  the  whole  120,000 
men. 

♦Sir  W.  BARTTELOT  :  We  do  not  want 
to  know  what  we  have  on  paper,  but  we 
want  to  see  at  Aldershot  a  whole  Army 
Corps  fully  equipped  with  its  general 
officer  in  command,  all  its  other  officers 
and  its  stores.  Until  we  see  such  an  Army 
Corps  the  nation  will  not  believe  that  we 
liave  got  it.  I  was  delighted  to  hear 
that  the  defences  of  our  coaling  stations 
are  nearly  complete.  Thera  was  no- 
thing more  damaging  to  Governments 
which  preceded  Her  Majesty's  present 
advisers — I  do  not  mean  on  one  side  of 
the  House  more  than  on  the  other — than 
the  complaints  which  at  one  time  used 
to  be  constantly  made  as  to  the  defence- 
lessness  of  our  coaling  stations.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  said  that  there  were 
125,000  men  employed  in  our  forts  and 
coaling  stations,  but  I  suppose  that 
includes  Militia  and  Volunteers,  and 
also  native  levies  ? 

•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  No  :  everything 
but  native  levies. 

•Sir  W.  BARTTELOT:  I  am  afraid 
that  the  proportion  of  regular  troops 
employed  at  the  coaling  stations  is  very 
small.  As  to  the  Army  Reserve  and 
Militia,  I  was  glad  to  hear  my  right  hon. 
Friend  say  that  the  latter  branch  of  the 
service  has  been  put  in  a  better  state 
than  it  was,  for  I  consider  there  is 
nothing  more  important  than  that 
branch  of  the  Service  should  be  in  a 
proper  condition.  My  opinion  is  that 
if  the  Militia  were  properly  dealt  with 
we  should  have,  not  only  in  name, 
but  in  reality,  third  and  fourth  batta- 
lions ready  to  fill  up  vacancies  in  the 
Regular  Army  on  emergencies.  If  you 
can  make  your  Volunteers  more  effective 
of  course  you  can  do  the  same  with  your 
Militia,  and  render  them  fit  for  any  kind 
of  service.  I  was  also  glad  to  learn  that 
our  light  works  and  forbifications  are  in  a 
forward  state,  and  that  100,000  Volun- 
teers have  gone  into  camp.  I  regret  the 
defeat  of  the  Government  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Volunteers.  I  voted  with 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  because  I  believe 
he  has  done  great  and  important  ser- 
vices to  that  valuable  branch  of  the 
Service.  I  am  behind  no  one  in  desiring 
to  see  the  Volunteers  efficient  and 
effective  and  able  to  take  the  field  at 
short  notice,  and  I  desire  to  S3e  them 


,  assisted  in  the  matter  of  equipment ; 
but  I  do  not  think  it  is  right  to  throw 
on  the  Government  the  responsibility  of 
providing  all  that  is  wanted,  when  there 
are  so  many  people  in  the  country  who 
do  not  assist  the  Volunteer  movement 
except  by  ofEering  money  subscriptions.  I 
think  I  should  have  been  wrong  if  I  had 
not  supported  the  Government,  especially 
as  they  told  us  they  did  not  mean  to  press 
home  unduly  the  rule  laid  down  in  the  . 
Circular  they  have  issued,  but  would 
deal  in  a  kindly  manner  with  those 
corps  who  have  done  their  best  under 
most  difficult  circumstances.  I  am  more 
than  delighted  with  what  the  Secretary 
of  State  has  done  for  the  Reserves,  and 
I  am  glad  that  employers  of  labour  are 
doing  all  they  can  to  enable  their  men 
who  are  in  the  Reserves  to  carry  out 
what  is  required  of  them.  I  heard 
from  Colonel  Ravenhill  the  same  statement 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made 
with  regard  to  the  number  of  horses 
which  will  be  available  in  future  in  case 
of  emergency,  and  I  understand  that  the 
number  is  14,000,  and  that  is  a  great 
advance  of  what  we  have  ever  had 
before  in  that  way.  The  question  of 
guns  and  ammunition  is  equally  impor- 
tant, and  nothing  can  be  so  bad  as  to 
have  in  the  field  guns  of  different  calibre 
and  different  sorts  of  ammunition  for 
them.  I  am  delighted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has,  in  the  matter  of  the 
depletion  of  stores,  taken  the  bull  by  the 
horns,  and  that  in  future  stores  will  not 
be  depleted  in  times  of  economy,  but 
that  the  country  will  have  a  full  and 
effective  supply,  that  the  stores  will 
be  examined,  and  a  correct  Report 
made  regarding  them  year  by  year. 
Until  we  get  that  statement  we  shall 
never  know  how  we  stand.  I  am  pleased 
to  hear  that  the  men  in  the  Reserve  are 
to  have  clothing  always  ready  for  them, 
so  that  they  may  join  their  regiments  at 
a  moment's  notice.  I  have  not  time  to 
go  into  the  Report  of  the  General  of  Re- 
cruiting ;  but  there  are  many  things  in 
that  Report  which  we  ought  to  discuss, 
and  which  I  hope  we  shall  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing.  I  am  glad  to  see 
that  desertions  and  fraudulent  enlist- 
ments have  fallen  off,  but  we  require 
5,000  men  this  year  more  than  last,  and 
with  the  improvement  in  trade  the  diffi- 
culty of  obtaining  recruits  will  increase 
more  and  more.     Looking  to  the  general 
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position  of  affairs  I  think  I  may  con- 
gratulate the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  statement  he  has  made.  He  has 
always  been  very  explicit  with  the 
House,  and  the  country  will  read  his 
statement  with  pleasure  and  satisfaction. 
•(10.20.)  Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN  :  I  entirely  concur  in  the  warm 
congratulations  offered  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  not  only  on  the  matter,  but 
on  the  manner  of  the  statement  he  has 
submitted.  There  was  only  one  de- 
ficiency that  I  observed  in  connection 
with  the  statement,  and  that  was  the 
deficiency  of  an  audience.  While  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  delivering 
his  most  important  statement — and  a 
more  important  or  more  interesting  state- 
ment I  never  heard  from  a  Minister  of 
War — where  we  re  the  military  Members  t 
They  form  a  large  portion  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  A  year  or  two  ago  I  un- 
derstand they  even  constituted  them- 
selves into  an  amateur  Committee,  in 
order  to  control  the  affairs  of  this  House. 
Where  were  they  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  delivering  his  statement 
a  while  ago  ?  Further,  I  say,  where  are 
they  now,  now  that  the  time  for  dining 
has  elapsed  ?  Where,  I  may  further  ask, 
are  the  economists,  for  this  is  an  occasion 
on  which  they  might  have  had  some- 
thing to  say?  These  Estimates  are  in 
excess  of  the  Estimates  of  last  year  by  a 
nominal  net  increass  of  £389,OoO.  The 
Estimates  both  for  the  Army  and  Navy 
have  been  increasing  year  by  year,  and 
we  must  remember  the  special  financial 
arrangement  with  regard  to  Imperial 
defences,  and,  last  year,  the  spacial  ar- 
rangement in  regard  to  the  Navy  and 
the  large  sum  which  is  now  proposed — 
£4,100,000— outside  the  ordinary  Esti- 
mates, to  be  expended  upon  the  construc- 
tion of  barracks.  And  still  the  normal 
Estimates  are  increasing.  The  increase, 
so  far  as  I  can  make  out,  is  really  greater 
than  £389,000,  because  one  of  the  de- 
creases taken  credit  for  arises  from  the 
removal  of  charges  from  ihese  Es- 
timates, which  charp^es  arc  otherwise 
provided  for.  This  decrcasj,  although 
technically  justifiable,  is  a  thing  which 
we  should  not  leave  out  of  our  view.  I 
should  like  to  know  what  is  meant  by 
the  increase  in  contributions  from 
the  cx)lonies  ?  How  docs  it  arise  1  It 
appears  to  arise  principally  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Mauritius,  Hong  Kong, 
Sir  W.  Barttelot 


and  the  Straits  Settlements,  and  yet 
the  expenditure  on  the  forces  in  those 
places  has  not  {increased,  but  seems,  in 
some  cases,  to  have  materially  dimiiushed. 
Is  this  not,  as  it  were,  a  misleading  item, 
seeing  that  this  expenditure  is  covered 
by  or  belongs  to  the  ex{)enditure  that  i» 
gping  on  for  the  defence  of  coaling 
stations  ?  I  trust  the  right  hon.  G^tl^ 
man  will  explain  the  matter.  I  bave 
said  that  the  increase  is  very  serious — ^it 
does  not  fall  far  short  of  £500,000. 
Well,  I  am  not  going  to  lead  an  assault 
upon  that  increase,  because  I  well  knowhow 
claims  from  all  the  different  services 
press  upon  the  Minister  for  War,  and  1 
know  how  many  things  have  all  at  once 
come  to  a  state  of  maturity,  with  which 
he  has  been  obliged  to  deal.  But,  at 
the  same  time,  the  Housa  of  Commons 
ought  not  to  pass  the  Estimates  without 
marking  its  sense  of  the  increase 
and  expressing  the  hops  that  in 
the  near  future  a  more  permanent 
equilibrium  of  expenditure  may 
be  found.  The  statement  of  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  marred  by  on© 
little  incident.  He  expressed  his  regfret 
and  even  his  disappointment,  and  he  sa^ 
he  was  much  hurt  by  the  Division  wfaieh 
took  place  earlier  in  the  evening.  I  am 
disposed  to  sympathise  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  because  I  know  how 
much  he  has  done  for  the  Volunteers  in 
the  past  in  the  position  he  now  occupies, 
but  in  a  moment,  must  I  say  of  patulanoeT 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  result 
of  the  Division  was  due  to  a  Party 
manoouvre.  I  do  not  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  seriously  repeat  that 
suggestion. 

•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  made  no  charge 
against  the  right  hcfn.  Gentleman,  and  he 
vras  not  present. 

•Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
am  not  concerned  to  defend  myself,  but 
to  justify  my  friends.  Tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  allude  to  me  and  to  my 
absence.  He  remarked  that  I  had  not 
taken  part  in  the  delxite.  Well,  J  can 
explain  my  absence  by  saying  that  I  was 
so  unfortunate  as  not  to  agree  with  either 
side  in  the  quarrel.  I  dislike  thelBe 
assaults  by  Members  en  masse  upon  the 
public  funds,  but  I  agree  very  much  with 
what  has  been  said.  If  I  were  to  grudge 
money  at  all,  it  would  rather  bo  to  the 
Yeomanry,  and  possibly  in  some  respodA 
to  the  Militia,  than  to  the  Volunteers. 
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and  I  am  not  at  all  enamoured  of  tlie 
method  of  meeting  the  difficulty  by 
public  subscription,  firstly  because  it  is 
not  a  worthy  method,  and  secondly 
because  it  works  unevenly  in  different 
places.  In  places  like  London,  Man- 
chester, and  Liverpool,  when  there  is  an 
ebullition  of  patriotic  generosity,  you 
may  find  people  willing  to  give  what  is 
required,  but  in  remoter  districts  that 
cannot  be  expected,  and  I  am  afraid, 
therefore,  that  we  must  look  to  a  larger 
devotion  of  public  money  to  the  purpose. 
But  as  to  its  baing  a  Party  manoeuvre, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  remember 
that  it  was  principally  his  own  friends 
who  made  the  attack  upon  him,  and  that 
on©  of  his  own  friends  was  a  Teller  in 
the  Division.  I  can  certainly  assert  that 
there  was  no  concert  or  agreement  so  far 
as  any  of  the  Opposition  were  concerned. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  explained 
what  is  being  done  in  the  way  of 
organising  the  forces  at  home.  If  the 
real  object  is  to  organise  and  decen- 
tralise the  forces  for  the  purpose  of 
home  defence,  all  my  misgivings  with 
regard  to  that  policy  and  scheme 
oease.  The  hon.  Member  for  Done- 
gal ;(Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  spoke  about 
testing  the  [system.  I  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  not  only 
would  the  test  be  attended  with  vast 
expense,  but  it  would  be  almost  impos- 
sible in  this  country.  The  Governments 
of  France  and  Germany  have  a  power  over 
the  civil  population  which  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  does  not  possess. 
Even  the  Autumn  Manceuvres,  to  which 
in  former  years  we  were  accustomed  in 
England,  and  which  are  carried  on  upon 
such  an  extensive  scale  on  the  Continent, 
have  been  found  almost  impossible  here 
for  this  very  reason.  The  railways 
and  all  the  means  of  conveyance  in 
those  countries  are  placed  absolutely 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Government, 
and  the  troops  are  billeted  on  the  inhabi- 
tants. In  fact,  the  authorities  deal  with 
theooxmtryas  they  like.  But  when  we  have 
very smalland  modest  autumn  manoeuvres 
on  Salisbury  Plain,  the  first  thing  that 
has  to  be  done  is  to  pass  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment constituting  a  tribunal  which  is  to 
say  what  compensation  should  be  given 
to  a  farmer  if  a  turnip  is  stolen  from 
his  field,  or  if  one  of  his  fences  is 
damaged  That  is  the  practical  difference 
between  the  two  countries,  and  the  conse- 


quence is  that  anything  like  a  mobilisation 
of  the  forces  in  time  of  peace  becomes 
practically  impossible.  One  of  the  most 
satisfactory  parts  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle-^ 
man's  speech  was  that  from  which  it  may 
be  gathered  that  at  last  the  type  and  design 
of  guns  have  in  the  main  been  settled,  and 
also  that  the  resources  of  the  country  in 
respect  of  their  manufacture  have  been 
so  developed  that  rapid  delivery  to  the 
full  extent  of  our  wants  is  now  attain- 
able. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  only  one  ship  was  now  waiting  for 
its  guns,  that  the  armaments  for  the  coal- 
ing stations  were  nearly  ready,  and  that  all 
the  guns  ordered  for  Imperial  defence  as 
authorised  under  the  Act  of  1888  will 
be  shortly  provided.  That  is  a  most 
satisfactory  condition  of  things.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the 
accidents  which  sometimes  happen  to 
guns,  and  to  the  way  in  which  these 
accidents  are  published  and  exaggerated, 
and  he  pointed  out  that  this  led  to  delay 
in  manufacture,  because  of  the  severity 
of  the  tests  which,  in  their  own  defence, 
the  military  authorities  impose.  I  wish 
to  add  another  result  of  the  great 
.publicity  given  to  these  accidents. 
Sometimes  trivial  accidents  happen  to. 
guns,  which  are  immediately  published 
in  all  the  newspapers,  and  the  effect 
exaggerated  by  interested  persons.  One 
of  our  great  objects  in  this  country 
should  be  to  increasri  our  sources  of 
supply,  and  to  encourage  the  makers  of 
these  large  guns,  so  as  to  have  them  in 
as  many  parts  of  the  country  as  possible. 
What  is  the  effect  of  those  exaggerated 
stories  ?  They  pass  from  our  newspapers 
into  those  of  foreign  countries,  and  the 
consequence  is  that  foreign  orders  cease 
to  come  to  our  manufacturers  and  go  to 
other  countries  where  just  as  many  mis-r 
takes  are  made  and  as  many  accidents 
happen.  This  has  actually  been  the  result 
of  the  publication  of  these  exaggerated 
stories.  It  is  to  foreign  orders  that 
private  gun  makers  look  to  help  in  main- 
taining the  expensive  establishments  re- 
quired for  the  manufacture  of  large  guns, 
yet  these  orders  are,  in  consequence  of  the 
exaggerated  reports,  transferred  to  foreign 
makers,  who  are  guilty  of  just  as  many 
mistakes  and  with  whoso  guns  similar 
accidents  happen,  although  no  one  says 
anything  about  it.  Those  who  know 
anything  about  these  matters  are  aware 
that  precisely  the  same.accidents  happen 
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in  Franco  and  Germany.  I  think  it 
vr'ould  be  better  if  a  little  reticence  were 
exercised  by  the  newspapers  and  by 
members  of  the  community  at  large,  not 
of  course  to  cover  up  anything  which 
ought  to  be  disclosed,  but  so  as  to  avoid 
discrediting  our  own  resources,  and  thus 
not  only  injuring  our  trade  but  de- 
priving the  Government  of  the  advan- 
tage of  having  thos3  establishments  for 
executing  its  orders.  In  a  discussion 
such  as  this  it  is  impossible  to  go  into 
details ;  but  I  am  glad  to  know  that  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  has  made  such 
excellent  progress  both  in  the  direction 
of  organisation  and  in  the  pro- 
vision of  warlike  stores  and  large 
and  small  guns.  He  has  had  an 
unusual  amount  of  labour  to  perform 
and  an  unusually  large  number  of  ques- 
tions to  settle  ;  but  I  think  he  is  to  be 
congratulated  as  also  is  the  House 
upon  bis  apparent  success. 

*(10.38.)  Colonel  BLUNDELL  :  I 
would  venture  to  urge  that  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  should  not  only  give  the 
actual  expense  of  the  Army,  but  the  cost 
relatively  to  the  numbers  of  the  popu- 
lation and  the  wealth  that  has  to  be  pro- 
tected. That  would  show  that  while  the 
normal  expenditure  on  the  Army  remains 
practically  stationary,  the  population  of 
the  country  is  increasing  at  the  rate  of 
a  thousand  daily,  and  its  wealth  is  enor- 
mously growing.  The  lion.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  thinks  that  we  might  reduce 
the  Regular  Army,  and  at  the  same  time 
increase  the  eflBciency  of  the  Auxiliary 
Forces.  But  while  we  cannot  over- 
rate the  value  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces  as 
an  adjunct  to  the  Regular  Army,  we  can- 
not too  much  underrate  them  as  a  sub- 
stitute for  that  Army.  The  hon. 
Member  also  suggested  that  the  t/crri- 
torial  system  has  not  workedsatisfactorily ; 
but  I  can  siy  that  it  has  been  carried  out 
faithfully  and  successfully,  and  it  is 
found  that  year  by  year  more  men  are 
drawn  by  regiments  from  that  part  of 
the  country  to  which  the  regiment  belongs. 
The  Secretary  for  War  has  told  us  that 
more  places  for  the  concentration  of 
troops  are  required  in  this  country.  I 
agree  with  him,  because  the  troops  cannot 
be  properly  trained  to  the  use  of  the 
weapons  with  which  they  have  to  fight  un- 
less they  have  extensive  training  grounds, 
which,  be  it  remembered,  would  be  of 
great  value  not  only  to  the  Regular  Forces 
Mr.  Campbell  Bannerman 


but  also  to  the  Militia  and  VolunteerB. 
Ranges  also  which  are  much  required 
could  be  established  at  these  places  of 
concentration.  With  regard  to  amnm- 
nition,  we  can  never  attain  finality  in  a 
country  which  is  progressive  ;  but  I  would 
suggest  that  the  description  of  the  ammu- 
nition should  be  painted  legibly  on  the  ex- 
terior, so  that  every  one  who  takes  it  up 
should  know  what  it  is.  I  have  no  doubt 
tliat  if  the  improvement  in  trade  con- 
tinues there  will  be  great  dijQ&culty  in 
recruiting.  I  think  it  would  be  very- 
desirable  to  enlist  men  for  three  yearSy 
and  some  six  months  after  enlistment  in- 
duce as  many  as  possible  to  enlarge  thetime 
for  eight  or  ten  years,  so  that  they  may  be 
able  to  complete  the  full  term  of  service  in 
India.  We  should  thus  be  in  a  better  posi- 
tion to  keep  up  our  battalions  on  foreign 
service,  and  it  might  be  well  to  con- 
sider whether  men  who  thus  exten- 
ded their  period  of  service  were  not 
worth  a  penny  per  day  more  pay 
than  is  given  to  these  who  join  the 
ranks  for  the  shorter  period.  I  will  not 
any  longer  occupy  the  time  of  the  House ; 
but,  in  conclusion,  I  wish  simply  to  add 
my  hearty  congratulations  to  those 
already  tendered  to  the  Secretary  for 
AVar  on  his  thoroughly  satisfactory 
statement  on  the  subject  of  the  mol»- 
lisation  scheme,  remarking  only  that 
the  proportion  of  men  frittered  away 
in  the  seaports  and  other  places  is  too 
large. 

(10.45.)  Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  I 
hope  to  occupy  the  attention  of  the 
House  for  but  a  very  few  minutes ;  but 
I  am  sorry  the  Secretary  for  War  is 
not  in  his  place,  as  I  wish  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  to 
several  important  questions.  In  the  first 
place,  it  was  stated  a  few  months  ago  in 
the  papers,  and  it  has  not  since  been 
contmdicted,  that  there  are  22  known 
survivors  of  the  Balaclava  Charge  in 
Union  workhouses.  One  of  these  was 
at  Horncastle,  in  Lincolnshire,  and  I  am 
informed  that  he  had  walked  nine  miles 
to  the  residetf ^  «•  » ^ihe  Secretary  for  War 
in  the  hope  of  8ee«iig  him,  but  was  told 
that  there  would  be  no  fp(A  in  his  doing 
so.  These  incidents  certainly  do  not 
exhibit  the  lot  of  a  soldier  in  a  rosy 
light.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  there  was  nothing  to  complain  of  in 
the  matter  of  the  character  of  the  rations 
issued  to  common  soldieir     But  is  it  not 
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a  fact  that  soldiers  employed  on  eviction 
duty  in  Ireland  get  better  rations   than 
those  issued  in  the  ordinary  course  ?     I 
believe  it  is  a  fact  that  the  soldiers  who 
were  employed  at  the  evictions  on  the 
Olphert    Estate    were    billeted    in   Mr. 
Olphert's    house  ]  but    even   they  have 
caused  it  to  be  known  that  they  hated 
the    employment  and  regarded  it  as  a 
degradation  to  their  cloth.     Now  I  come 
to  a  question  in  which  I  am  particularly 
concerned,  that  of  the   employment  of 
Army  chaplains,   and  in  this  matter  I 
think   we   have   an   illustration  of   the 
inconvenience  of  the  new  system  which 
has  been  adopted  by  the  Government  of 
jumbling  a  lot  of  Votes  together,  with  a 
view  to  avoiding  discussion  on  separate 
items.     I  am  glad  now  to  see  that  the 
Secretary  for  War  has  returned  to  his 
seat,  and  I  hops  he  will  give  me  a  satis- 
factory answer  on  this  point,  or  I  shall 
feel  it  my  duty  to  divide  the  House  by 
moving  the   reduction   of  the  Vote  by 
£57,676,    the    sum    allotted  for  Army 
Chaplains.   Now,  I  hold  that  a  substantial 
saving  might  be  effected  by  merely  em- 
ploying    Army    Chaplains     at     foreign 
stations,  and  giving  the  appointments  at 
home  to  beneficed  clergymen  of  the  dis- 
trict in  which  the   troops  are  stationed, 
for   I   believe    such    clergymen    would 
willingly  accept   a   comparatively  small 
salary.     It  is  only  within  the  last  30  or 
40  years  that  distinct  ecclesiastical  estab- 
lishments have  been  erected  for  the  Army. 
I  see  that  many  of  the  Army  Chaplains 
now  receive  about  £800  a  year,  and  that 
there  are  88  of  them.     I  believe  that  in 
many  cases   their   duties  could   be  per- 
formed by  rectors  of  parishes,  who  would 
gladly  accept  £200  or  £300  a  year,  and 
they  would  greatly  benefit  by  this  addi- 
tion to  their  incomes.     I  believe   there 
are  no  fewer  than  eight  Army  Chaplains 
stationed    in    Ireland — seven    of    them 
being  at  Dublin  and  one  at  the  Curragh. 
Now  that  the  Church  has  been  disestab- 
lished in  Ireland  a  sum  of  £300  or  £400 
a  year  would  prove  a  welcome  and  sub- 
stantial addition  in  the   case  of  rectors 
where  troops  are  stationed,  and  I  believe 
that  the   work  would  be   equally  well 
done,  while  it  would  prove  more  accept- 
able to  the  men,  who  look  on  the  Army 
Chaplains  almost  as  officers. 

•Me.   E.   STANHOPE:  Will  the  hon. 
Member  allow  me  to  say  I  do  not  remem- 
VOL.  CCCXLII.*  [thhm)  SBBiES.] 


ber  his  having  brought  this  matter  before 
me  prior  to  this  1 

Mr.  mac  NEIUi :  ThenI  should  like  to 
refresh  the  memory  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  If  he  will  refer  to  Hansard, 
June  27,  1889,  he  will  find  that  Mr. 
Mac  Neill,  the  Member  for  South  Donegal, 
put  this  Question — 

"  I  beg  to  88k  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  Catholic 
parochial  clergy  invaria'bly  minister  to  Catholic 
troops  stationed  in  their  several  parishes  and 
districts  ill  Ireland ;  why  does  not  the  same  rule 
prevail  that  Irish  Protestant  clergry  should 
similarly  minister  to  troops  of  the  Protestant 
faith  in  their  various  districts  and  parishes, 
and  why  are  English  Army  Commissioned 
Protestant  Chaplains  hrought  over  at  great 
expense  to  discharge  duties  which  would  be 
quite  as  efficiently  discharged  hy  the  local 
clergy  at  a  small  stipend,  and  which  duties  the 
local  clergy  are  ready  and  willing  to  discharge ; 
would  he  have  any  ohjection  to  direct  a  Return 
of  the  numher  of  the  various  stations  in  Ireland 
at  which  Commissioned  Army  Protestant 
Chaplains  and  Clergymen  of  the  Irish  Protestant 
Church  minister  to  troops,  stating  in  each  case 
the  cost  of  providing  for  such  ministrations; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  six  out  of  the  nine 
barracks  in  Duhlin  are  ministered  to  by  tho 
local  Protestant  Clergy  at  a  less  expense  than 
the  remaining  three,  which  are  ministered  to  hy 
Army  Commissioned  Chaplains;  and  will  ho 
take  any  steps  to  equalise  the  condition  of  the 
Catholic  and  Protestant  Clergy  and  to  save  the 
puhic  money  ?** 

The  right  hon.  Grentleman  the  Secretary 
for  War  replied  to  this,  and  attached  to 
his  reply  is  a  little  asterisk  showing 
that  he  carefully  examined  the  answer 
before  it  was  printed  in  Hansard,  Ho 
said — 

**  It  is  the  fact  that  the  local  clergy  minister 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  troops  in  Ireland  at  tho 
express  wish  of  the  Episcopal  AnthoritieH 
there.  The  same  rule  applies  as  regardH 
Protestant  denominations  whi^n  the  numher  of 
troops  are  small ;  hut  where  the  numher  is  large 
it  is  considered  more  advantageous  to  have  a 
Commissioned  Chaplain,  who  can  give  his 
whole  time  to  the  men  and  their  families. 
There  are  three  stations  at  which  Commis- 
sioned Chaplains  are  serving— Duhlin,  Cork, 
and  the  Curragh.  AH  the  Duhlin  barracks, 
except  Pigeonhouse  Fort,  are  attended  hy 
Commiisioned  Chaplains.  Having  regard  to 
all  the  circumstances,  the  existing  arrange- 
ments are  considered  the  most  efficient  and 
economical." 

I  may  say  that  in  a  casual  conversation 
with  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin  I  asked  if 
he  approved  of  what  I  had  been  doing  in 
this  matter.  The  prelate,  as  the  House 
may  know,  is  a  temporal  Peer,  and  he 
replied  to  me  that  if  he  b»d  the  oppor- 
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tunity  he  would  willingly  raise  a  ques- 
tiou  in  the  House  of  Lords  ns  to  the 
desirability  of  contiuuiog  the  appoint* 
ments  of  Army  Clmplaing  at  Dublin  and 
thts  Curragh,  T  am  surprised  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  not  be  able 
to  give  mo  an  answer.  I  can  only 
emphasise  my  protest  against  their  b«ing 
brought  over  at  enormous  expense,  and 
that  the  money  should  be  taken  from 
poor  gentlemen  to  whom  every  single 
halfpenny  is  of  imiJortance.  I  must 
emphasise  my  view  by  dividing  the 
House. 

♦Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  If  those  are  the 
facts  I  should  like  to  see  them, 

Mr.  M/IC  NEILL:  The  facts  I  have 
stated  are  the  result  of  a  conversation 
between  Lord  Plunket  and  myself.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  scarcely  doubt 
my  credibility  in  c-onveying  the  conversa- 
tion accurately.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  had  eight  months  of  inculcation, 
and  surely  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
found  some  information  about  this 
matter.  I  never,  unless  it  is  on  a 
matter  of  extreme  importance,  inter- 
fere in  another  Gentleraan*s  constitu- 
ency. T  do  not  think  it  nght  or 
proper  to  do  so.  But  st-ern  necessity 
comj»els  me  to  interfere  in  tlie  consti- 
tuency of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
sits  on  that  Bench,  the  Member  for 
Dublin  University.  The  constituency  of 
that  University  comprises  two-thirds  of 
the  Dablin  clergy.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  selected  by  the  Castle 
for  nomination  by  the  Dublin  clergy, 
A  clei-gyman  wrote  to  him  this  letter — 

"  Sir,— Having  reference  to  your  AddreaA  to 
the  Electors  of  the  Univeraity  of  Dublin  in 
thia  day'a  paper,  I  have  been  dei.irou9  of  drawing 
your  attention  to  an  important  matter  affecting 
the  iDteresta  of  the  clergy  of  the  Churdi  of 
Ireland y  wbo  constitute^  I  believe,  the  great 
majorilT  of  the  El&ctoia.  You  are,  perhapB, 
ft  ware  that  in  Ireland  wherever  Her  Majest  y«» 
troops  are  located  the  invariable  rule  ii  that 
the  Koman  Oath  olio  paroebial  clergy  are  em- 
ployed  as  chaplains  to  the  troopa :  wbereaa  in 
many  places  the  presence,  tbe  privileges,  and 
the  rights  of  the  clergy  of  tbe  Church  of  Ire- 
land are  entirely  ignored.  Your  predecessor 
in  the  repreaeolatiou  of  the  University,  though 
applied  to,  failedtoobtainAny  justice  as*  equal- 
ity* in  thi.s  matter,  and  at  the  last  Electicjn  I 
thought  it  my  duty  to  propose  another  Candidate 
who,  if  successful,  would  seek  earnestly  to  remedy 
this  grievance  aud  remove  thia  anomaly.  May 
I  ank  your  kindness  to  inform  me  whether,  if 
elected,  you  would  be  glad  tu  do  what  is  in 
your  power  to  procure  ap  alteration  of  this 
Mr.  Mac  Nein 


state  of  things,  as  I  should  feel  very  reluct 
in  the  present  juncture  to  cause  division  in  i 
CoDflcrvfttive  ranks,  or  to  put  the  University  1 
the  trouble  of^  it  nnght  be^  a  protracted  electic 
**  I  remain,  dear  Sir, 

*'  Y'ours  faithfully, 
**  Thos.  MiLLg,  M.A.,  Vio^;**" 
"St  Jude's,  Dublin/' 

To  this  waa  sent  the  following  reply : 

**  Dear  Sir,  — In  reply  to  your  letter  of  I 
Ist  in  St.,  I  beg  to  say,  that  if  elected,  I  shou 
give  my  immediate  attention  to  the  que«tiq 
referred  to  in  your  letter.  I  cannot  hope  " 
have  much  iDfluenco  in  regard  to  such  a  iiiatt< 
but  whatever  I  may  possess,  I  shall  mo 
certainly  exert, 

*•  Yours  faitbfuUy, 

»*D»W.Mai)di 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
busy  answering  qncstions  on  behalf  of 
the  Chief  Secretary,  and,  in  phice  of  th 
late  Colonel  King-Harman,  to  attend 
this  matter.     If  necessary,  I  can  promia 
to  get  him  the  support  of  Ltjrd  Plunkc 
I  do  not  know  the  Primate  of  Ireland 
Dr.  Knox,  but  I  know  he  will  suppoa 
the  truth,  for  be  has  written  eloquent" 
of    the    disregard    of   the    constituent 
by  the  Gentleman  sent  to  represent  the 
University  of  Dublin*     I  represent  th 
most    Protestant     constituency    in    tfc 
whole  Empire,  but  I  believe  in  trying 
do  justice  to  my  Prottstant  brethren, 
shall  have  support.     Though   I  belieif 
these  gentlemen  would  composs  heave 
and  earth  to  defeat  my  political  vie"? 
that  does  not  prevent  me  trying  to 
them  justice.     In  spite  of  their  politic 
views,    I   have  a  great    regard  for  th 
members  of  the  Church,  of  which  I 
myself   a    member,   and    of   which   m| 
father  was  one  of  the  ministers. 

Mr.  PENROSE  FITZGERALD  (Can 
bridge)  :  The  hon.  Gentleman  haa  atai 
that  there  have  been  numerous  protest 
from  the   Church  of  Ireland.     Will  he 
kindly  give  us  the  dates  of  those  protests, 
aud  whence  they  came  ? 

Mb,  mac  NEILL  :   The  hon.  Gentl 
man  has  rather  misunderstood  me,     Bij 
I  can  state  this  clearly,  that  it 
the  paper  of  the  Dubbn  Protestant  Sy 
and  was  discussed  laat  November,    Thelj 
was   a   notice   calling   attention   to  tt 
matter  by  the  Rev,  Thomas  Mills.     Ma 
clergymen  have  spoken  about  it.     I 
certainly  pledge  myself  that  I  have  tt , 
great  anthority  of  my  Reverend  BVien^ 
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Lord   Plunket    to   show   this   has  been 
done. 

Mb.  FITZGERALD  :  But  no  protests 
from  the  Church. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order. 
*(11.7.)  General  FITZ  WYGRAM 
(Fareham,  Hants) :  Sir,  I  desire  to  call 
attention  to  the  state  of  the  cavaby.  It 
appears  to  be  a  common  idea  that  a 
cavalry  regiment  is  ineflBcient  if  in  peace 
service  it  has  more  men  than  horses,  but 
the  fact  is  it  is  far  easier,  and  takes  far 
less  time  to  train  a  horse  than  to  train 
the  trooper  who  rides  it.  It  appears  to  be 
a  common  idea  that  the  well-trained 
horse  is  the  essential  item  of  organisation. 
Cavalry  officers  take  an  entirely  difEerent 
view  of  that  matter,  and  regard  trained 
dragoons  as  the  essential  item  in  cavalry. 
Horses  trained  and  broken  and  used 
to  saddle  and  bridle  can  be  obtained 
at  the  outbreak  of  war,  at  an  in- 
creased cost,  or  by  means  of  registration. 
Personally,  I  prefer  the  scheme  of  obtain- 
ing horses  by  registration,  because  we 
know  that  we  can  get  the  right  quality  of 
horses  when  we  want  them.  Any  number 
of  horses  can,  if  required,  be  got  ready  in 
time  for  a  campaign.  It  takes  a 
very  short  time  to  teach  horses,  already 
used  to  bit  and  bridle,  td  stand  fire  and 
carry  military  accoutrements.  Asa  general 
rule  a  week  or  a  fortnight  is  sufficient 
for  them.  As  regards  trained  dragoons,  the 
case  is  exactly  the  opposite.  Neither  for 
love  nor  money  can  you  get  1,000  or  2,000 
dragoons,  and  I  do  not  think  you  could 
train  dragoons  in  less  than  nine  months, 
besides  which  it  must  take  a  considerable 
time  to  enlist  the  men.  The  best  cavalry 
organisation  in  my  view  is  to  have  the 
largest  number  of  men  that  can  be  kept 
efficient  as  dragoons  on  a  given 
number  of  horaes )  and  conversely 
the  smallest  number  of  horses  neces- 
sary to  keep  those  men  in  efficiency. 
Now,  I  think  it  is  quite  possible  to 
maintain  a  larger  number  of  men  in  a 
state  of  efficiency  than  we  do.  To  each 
of  our  six  cavalry  regiments  on  the 
higher  establishment  I  should  add 
100  men — making  700  men;  and  75 
men  added  to  each  of  the  12  regiments, 
on  the  lower  establishment,  which  would 
make  a  total  of  1,440  additional  dragoons. 
That  would  be  a  large  force  of  trained 
men,  most  invaluable  at  the  outbreak  of 
war,   and  could   be   obtained,   compara- 


tively speaking,  with  a  very  small 
expenditure,  because  there  would 
be  no  increase  of  expense  as  regards 
officers  and  horses.  I  may  be 
told  that  the  cavalry  could  be  augmented 
at  the  outbreak  of  war  by  means  of  a 
reserve.  I  deny  that  in  toto.  When  our 
men  have  been  discharged  for  three  or  four 
years,  ai;id  have  not  been  on  a  horse  in 
that  time,  they  get  stifE  and  totally  unfit 
to  be  sent  out  at  once  on  a  campaign. 
The  Germans  realise  this  thoroughly; 
they  have  a  reserve,  but  they  do  not 
employ  them  in  the  first  line.  They  send 
their  reserve  to  be  re-trained  at  cavalry 
depots  against  the  possible  carrying  on 
of  a  war  into  another  campaign.  The 
Secretary  for  War  may  say: — "I  maintain 
a  certain  number  of  men,  and  if  you  tell 
me  I  can  do  with  fewer  horses,  I  shall  be 
very  glad  to  do  so."  I  do  not  wish 
anything  I  have  said  to  imply  that  the 
least  in  the  world.  I  do  not  think  it  is  pos- 
sible to  maintain  efficiency  in  field  drill 
with  a  less  establishment  of  horses  than 
we  have  now.  It  may  be  in  the  minds 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  that  I  have  under- 
stated the  amount  of  time  necessary  for 
the  training  of  horses  for  military  service. 
Be  it  remembered  that  I  am  speaking  of 
horses  used  to  bridle  and  saddle, 
and  in  hard.  work.  I  am  not 
speaking  of  young  horses.  When 
the  15th  Hussars  were  coming 
home  from  India,  and  had  got  as  far  as 
Bombay,  they  received  a  message  order- 
ing them  to  go  to  South  Africa.  When 
they  were  landed  at  Natal,  they  were 
without  horses,  but  the  Natal  Go- 
vernment provided  horses  for  them ; 
horses  that  had  never  been  mounted  by 
dragoons,  or  worn  military  accoutrements 
in  their  lives.  It  was,  however,  a  matter 
of  urgency,  and  the  hussars  mounted 
on  the  night  of  the  day  on  which  they 
landed  and  rode  those  horses,  which 
kicked  and  bucked  at  first.  But  they 
had  trained  dragoons  on  their  backs — 
and  by  the  time  they  reached  the  front, 
the  horses  were  well  in  hand,  and  there 
was  no  regiment  in  that  service  which 
proved  more  effective  than  the  hussars 
who  had  been  mounted  in  that  way  upon 
horses  which,  as  far  as  military  training 
was  concerned,  were  utterly  without  it. 
With  regard  to  another  subject,  the 
question  of  musketry  instruction,  I 
have  a  strong  feeling  that  the  education 
2  G  2  
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given  ia  that  direction  is  utkniy  mA 
totally  oQ  the  wrong  edge.  It  is  notorious 
thiit  the  improved  rifle  of  recent 
years,  notwithstanding  its  great  ninge 
and  extreme  accuracy,  hd>a  failed  to 
pt\jdnce  tlie  results  which  were  antici- 
pffcted  from  it  in  war.  I  believe  that  oar 
regimental  officers  do  their  duty  well,  and 
that  the  men  ai*e  as  well  tauglit  a,8  is 
possible^  on  the  authorised  system,  but 
to  ray  mind  the  whole  system 
is  totally  wrong.  W©  teach  the 
men  tr>  shoot  under  conditions  which 
never  occur  in  nctual  war  We  teach 
them  to  be  steady,  not  to  move,  to  gauge 
the  wind,  never  to  be  hurried,  and  to 
take  calm  and  deliberate  aim,  but  these 
are  not  the  conditions  of  active  service. 
When  men  have  been  trained  to  shoot 
under  such  conditions,  and  then  are 
called  upon  to  6re  in  the  hurry  and 
excitement  of  actual  battle,  it  is  impos- 
sible for  them  to  do  well  that  which  they 
have  never  Ix^en  taught,  and  of  whicii 
t  hey  h a ve  had  n  o  pract  i ce .  I  have  n  ot  h  i  ng 
whatever  to  say  agtiinst  the  ordinary 
training  of  our  i^ecruits  in  regard  to 
musketry ;  it  it  aa  good,  jierhaps,  as  it  can 
be  under  the  sy^item  adopted.  Of  course 
the  recruits  must  be  taught  tf)  be  steady, 
to  take  good  aim,  and  learn  the  theory  of 
musketry.  Bat,  in  my  opinion,  when  a 
trained  soldier  lias  been  dismissed  from 
His  musketry  drill,  he  ought  never  to 
fire  a  shot  except  i4t  unknow^l  distinces, 
and,  before  tiring,  he  should  be  required 
to  simulate  the  bustle  of  war,  by  running 
a  hundred  yards  or  so  and  then  made 
to  fire  four  or  five  8h< jts  in  rapid 
succession.  There  is,  of  coui^se,  a 
tender cy  in  all  special  departments 
to  the  haute  ecoli\  For  my  part,  I  should 
like  to  sje  the  great  bulk  of  our  soldiers 
made  to  fi^re  in  a  rough  and  ready  way  ; 
they  ought  to  run  about  and  carry  on 
their  musketry  practice  as  nearly  as 
possible  under  the  conditions  that  wcfuld 
obtain  in  actual  war.  I  will  give  an 
illustration  of  what  I  am  endeavouring 
to  impress  upon  tl)e  House.  There  is  a 
class  of  men  known  hs  circus  riders,  who 
certainly  are  most  accomplished  horsemen 
in  the  ring  and  on  the  tan,  where  they 
are  called  upon  to  perform  partic ular feats ; 
but  if  you  were  to  take  them  and  their 
horses  into  the  hunting  field  you  would 
probably  find  them  drop|>ed  into  the 
first  ditch  or  thrown  at  tho  first  hedge, 
General  Fiiz  Wygram 


be<muse  that  is  a  kind  of  riding  to  whicl 
they  have  not  been  accustomed,  and  iti 
not  improbable  that  a  farroer^s  boy  on  ! 
iTJugh    country   pony  wonld   be   a    Ion 
way   ahead   of   them  at  the  end  of   thi 
run.     I  am  anxious   on   this  mu&ketr 
question,  because  I  think  the  instruc 
now  given  ia  a  failure,  mainly  becaia 
that   instruction  is  given  under  circt 
stances  which   are   Uitally   unlike   wha| 
would  occur  undc^r  the  c*3nditions  of  war| 
There  is  another  subject  to  which  I  ma^ 
be  allowed   to  call   attention.       I  thinl 
that  sume  limitation  ought  to  be  adopt 
in  regai-d  to  the    period  of  command  enl 
joyed    by   a   commanding  officer  in   th€ 
auxiliary  forces.     It  is  quite  possible  fod 
a  young   officer  retired  from  the  Armj 
to  get  the  command  of  an  auxiliary  corf 
at  the  age   of   30,  and  he   might  retai 
that   command  for  20  or   30  years, 
think    there    is    nothing    more    hear 
blinking  for  the  other  officers    than 
know  that  those  in   command    have 
limit  of  time  and   that    they  may  neve 
achieve  the  objecl  of  all  military  ambitioij 
—the  command  of  their  own  regiment 
Agjun,  I  think    it   very   undesirable 
have  the  same  officer  always  in  command 
He  may  undoubtedly  make  his  regiroenl 
a  perfect  machine,  faultless  under  inspeo 
tion  ;  but  if  that  regiment  were   takeii 
into  the  field,  and,  as  is  not   at   all  ui 
likely,  the  commanding  officer  might 
shot,  or   failed    in    healtl),  or   wa^    af 
point;*d     to     a     brigade,    the     machin^ 
would  cease  to  work,  because   itjs    mail 
spring  was  lost       Therefore,  I  ask  th^ 
Government  to  fix  a   maximum  term 
command.      It  often  Imppens  that  a  mat] 
is  perfectly  fit  to  command  whoti  he  ol 
tains  it,  but  as  he  grows  older  his  habit 
and  customs.and  his  whole  manner,  undui 
goes  such  a  change  that  he  may  becor 
absolutely  unfitted  for  the  post.      I  dd 
not  suggest  that  the  same  limit  w^hich  ob- 
tains   in    the    line,  namel}^,  four   year 
should  be  applied  t«  auxiliary  commands  I 
that  is  done  to  give  the  junior  officers 
fair  chance.  I  do,  however,  ask  that  som^ 
limit   should    be    fixed,   and    I     won  14 
sujjgest  that     eight   years    would  lx» 
fair  maximuuK       That,  I  feel    confideul 
would  give  great  satisfaction  Vjoth  to  th^ 
officers  and  men  in  the  auxiliarj^  forces 
and   w^ould  materially  tend   to  promot 
the  efficiency  of  thoso  arms  of  our  Ser 
vioe» 
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Mr.  R.  K.  CAUSTON  (Southwark, 
West)  :  I  desire  to  call  attsntion  to  the 
grievances  of  a  very  deserving  class  of 
officjrs,  tli3  quartermastord.  They  con 
sider  *hey  have  a  genuine  grievance  in 
rvjlation  to  their  retired  pay  and  retired 
rank.  Last  year  I  asked  the  Secretary 
for  War  to  appoint  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  this  question,  but  that  request 
was  refused;  and  with  regard  to  the 
Committee  known  as  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill's  Committee,  it  decided  uot  to 
take  up  this  grievance,  which  was  only 
looked  upon  as  a  matter  of  detail.  I  will 
point  out  what  has  happaned  during  the 
last  16  months  with  regard  to  retired 
pay.  The  quartermasters  complain  that 
whereas  they  and  other  ofl&cers  of  the  same 
rank  ara  treated  in  one  way,  the  officers 
of  the  Coast  Brigade  who,  like  the  quarter- 
masters and  ridingmasters,  rise  from  the 
rank,  are  treated  in  a  different  way, 
greatly  to  the  prejudica  of  the  quarter- 
masters. A  ridingmaster  with  10  years' 
rank  service  and  29  years*  commissioned 
service  was  compulsorily  retired  at  the 
age  of  58  on  £200  a  year,  or  £102  2s.  6d. 
less  than  his  pay.     A  quartermaster  with 

13  years*  rank  service  and  28  years' 
commissioned  service  was  compulsorily 
retired  al  58  on  £200,  or  £73  15s.  Od. 
less  than  his  pay  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
an  officer  of  the  Coast  Brigade  Royal 
Artilljry  with  26  years'  rank  sarviceand 

14  years'  commissioned  servica  was  com- 
pulsorily retired  at  55  on  £292  a  year, 
or  the  full  pay  of  his  rank.  It  would 
s  ;om  that  the  quartermasters  have  very 
few  friends  among  the  regular  officers  of 
the  Army.  It  is  generally  admitted 
that  they  are  a  most  efficient  body  of 
officers,  but  when  it  comes  to  the  discus- 
sion of  their  grievances  there  is  a  dispo- 
sition to  think  they  ought  to  ba  satisfied 
with  their  position.  With  regard  to 
another  point,  namely,  retirement  with  the 
rank  of  major,  the  quartennasters  have, 
I  think,  a  further  grievance.  Retire- 
ment with  that  rank  was  a  concession 
granted  during  the  time  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Childers)  was  at  the  War 
Offica.  It  was  arranged  by  him  that 
quartermasters  should  serve  with  the 
honorary  rank  of  captain  and  retire  with 
the  rank  of  major ;  but  under  the  new 
warrant  of  the  Secretary  for  War  that 
privilege  was  abolished.     The  result  is, 


that  of  the  22  senior  quartermasters  who 
have  been  denied  the  rank  of  major,  one 
of  them  served  in  commission  over  23 
years,  two  over  21  years,  one  over  19 
years,  four  over  18  years,  five  over  17 
years,  and  nine  over  16  years.  After 
this  statement,  I  think  the  Committee 
will  agree  with  me  in  thinking  that 
these  men  have  a  real  grievance  and 
that  that  grievance  ought  to  be  remedied. 
As  it  is,  we  have  one  Secretary  for  War 
coming  down  to  this  House  and  stating 
that  these  men  are  to  retire  with  the 
rank  of  major ;  and,  notwithstanding  this 
and  the  fact  that  these  officers  have  per- 
formed faithful  and  efficient  services, 
another  Secretary  for  War  comes  here  and 
tells  us  he  intends  to  take  away  this  privi- 
lege. I  have  always  considered  that  these 
men  were  deserving  of  sympathy ;  and  as 
long  as  I  have  the  honour  of  occupying  a 
seat  in  this  House,  and  until  some  remedy 
for  their  grievances  has  been  adopted,  I 
shall  continue  to  draw  attention  to  the 
subject. 

*(11.28.)  Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  have 
to  thank  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  for  the  remarks  he  has 
offered  to  the  Committee,  and  I  also  have 
to  thank  the  Committee  generally  for 
the  approval  with  which  my  statement 
has  been  received.  I  was  particularly 
pleased  with  the  remarks  <  f  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  in  reference  to 
the  supply  of  guns.  That  is  a  subject 
which  has  been  fraught  with  much 
difficulty,  and  I  am  glad  to  think  that 
that  difficulty  has  been  largely  overcome. 
One  matter  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  called  attention  is  very 
important,  as  it  concerns  the  defence  of 
our  colonies.  A  small  Committee  com- 
posed of  Treasury  and  War  Office 
Officials  has  inquired  into  the  justice  of 
the  contributions  made  by  our  colonies, 
and  some  of  the  colonies  which  have 
baen  already  dealt  with  have  been  called 
upon  to  make  increased  contributions. 
We  have  now  not  only  provided  a  large 
amount  of  armament  for  certain  of  our 
colonies,  but  have  also  increased  their 
garrisons.  We  shall  carry  out  that 
process  throughout  all  the  remaining 
colonies,  and  where  we  think  the  increase 
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ought  to  be  made,  we  call  on  the  colony 
to  bear  an  increased  burthen. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  allow  me 
to  point  out  in  regard  to  the  amounts 
contributed  and  the  amounts  included 
for  military  purposes  that,  in  the  case  of 
Mauritius,  its  contribution  has  been 
raised  from  £16,000  to  £30,000,  while 
the  expenditure  in  Mauritius  has  been 
reduced  from  £51,000  to  £47,000. 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  contri- 
but'ons  which  are  now  asked  have 
been  fixed  upon  a  complete  examination 
of  all  the  circumstances  so  as  to 
determine  the  proper  proportionate  sum 
that  should  be  paid  by  each  colony. 
It  is  difl&cult  to  explain  all  the  circum- 
stances briefly,  but  I  shall  be  glad 
to  show  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
data  upon  which  we  have  proceeded. 
Every  circumstance  has  been  taken 
into  account.  The  amount  paid  before, 
the  financial  position  of  the  colony,  the 
assistance  rendered  by  Imperial  troops 
— every  circumstance  from  which  to 
draw  a  correct  deduction  has  been  con- 
sidered very  carefully.  And  now  I  will 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Donegal.  The  hon.  Genfleman  has 
recantly  paid  a  visit  to  my  constituency, 
where,  I  hopa,  he  has  enjoyed  himself. 
He  brings  back  with  him  a  story  which 
is  not  new — of  a  pensioner  who  is  to  be 
found  in  the  Horncastle  Workhouse.  It 
is  a  story  that  has  also  been  circulated  by 
the  gentleman  who  is  going  to  stand 
against  me  at  the  next  Election.  I  know 
as  a  fact  the  man  is  there,  and  I  know  also 
that  one  of  my  predecessors  in  office 
referred  the  cas3  to  the  Chelsea  Hospi- 
tal Commissioners,  who  examined  it  and 
decided  against  the  claim. 

Mr.  MAC  NEILL :  He  served  in  the 
Crimean  War. 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  I  have  no  doubt 
he  did,  but  good  service  does  not  neces- 
saril}'  entitle  him  to  a  pension.  At  all 
events,  it  is  not  for  me  to  decide.  The 
Commissioners  of  Chelsea  Hospital  have 
Mr,  E,  Stanhope 


decided  against  him.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  referred  to  the  question  of 
Army  Chaplains.  I  told  him  last  year 
in  relation  to  this  subject  that  1  did  not 
see  my  way  to  following  the  course  he 
suggested,  but  I  said  I  should  be  glad  to 
hiear  any  further  argument  or  opinion 
by  which  his  proposal  could  be  supported. 
He  now  tells  me  that  he  has  obtained 
the  sanction  and  support  of  Lord 
Plunket,  and  what  I  would  say  is  thik  : 
that  if  he  will  bring  me,  or  if  Lord 
Plunket  will  be  good  enough  to  furnish 
me  with  the  reasons  and  grounds  upon 
which  he  supports  the  proposal,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  consider  them  with  all  the 
respect  due  to  one  who  holds  the  position 
Lord  Plunket  does.  I  fully  accept  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  says,  that  Lord 
Plunket  agrees  with  him ;  but  obviously 
it  is  impossible  for  me  without  knowing 
the  grounds  upon  which  Lord  Plunket 
expresses  that  opinion,  to  adopt  his 
views ;  butif  Lord  Plunket  will  be  'good 
enough  to  furnish  me  with  the  grounds 
on  which  he  makes  the  proposa',  I  will 
fully  consider  the  matter  before  coming 
to  a  final  decision.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Southwark  has  referred  to  the  ques- 
tion of  quartermasters  ;  but  I  may  say 
that,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  have 
made  no  alteration  in  their  position.  A 
Committee  not  long  ago  sat  and  con- 
sidered the  •  whole  question,  and  when 
everything  that  could  be  urged  had  been 
put  before  them,  the  Committee  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  there  was  nothing  to 
justify  a  departure  from  existing  regu- 
lations. 

Mr.  OAUSTON  :  The  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman  has  not  referred  to  the  Boyal 
Warrant  taking  away  the  retiring  rank 
of  major. 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  have  issued 
no  such  warrant.  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  referring  to  the 
warrant  issued  at  the  end  of  1886  or 
early  in  1887.  One  or  two  points  have 
been  raised  as  to  the  distribution  of 
items  under  the  Votes ;  but  all  I  can  iay 
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is,  that  if  there  has  been  anj  change,  it 
has  been  with  the  desire  of  putting 
information  more  clearly  before  the 
Committee  and  from  a  desire  to  meet 
the  wish  of  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee, that  the  Army  and  the  Navy 
Estimates  should  approach  each  other 
more  closely  in  form.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  said  there  was  a  good  deal  of 
needless  movement  of  troops,  and  he 
quoted  Lord  Wolseley  for  that  opinion. 
Since  that  time  the  question  of  the 
movement  of  the  troops  has  been  con- 
sidered, and  Sir  Red  vers  Buller,  quarter- 
master-general, has  introduced  very  con- 
siderable changes,  which  will  cause  con- 
siderable economies  that  may  be  expected 
to  increase  year  by  year.  I  do  not  know 
that  there  are  any  other  questions  to 
which  I  need  refer  now,  and  I  hope  we 
may  now  take  the  Vote. 


Estimates. 
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Mb.  mac  NEILL  :  My  contention  is, 
that  troops  in  Ireland  have  been  used 
as  landlords*  bailiffs  practically.  "Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  an  assur- 
ance that  henceforth  the  officers  and 
soldiers  employed  in  evictions  should  not 
be  allowed  to  be  billeted  on  the  houses 
of  the  landlords  at  the  time  the  evictions 
are  going  on  ?  In  the  House  he  was 
forced  to  confess,  in  answer  to  my  ques- 
tions, that  at  the  time  the  evictions  were 
going  on  upon  theOlphert  estate  troops 
were  billeted  in  Mr.  Olphert  s  house  and 
the  officers  dined  at  Mr.  Olphert's  table. 

*Me.  E.  stanhope  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  now  sprung  a  new  question 
upon  me. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  No  ;  I  have  already 
mentioned  it  twice. 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  beg  the  hon. 
Member's  pardon ;  it  escaped  my  attention. 
I  cannot  give  him  any  assurance  as  to  the 
use  of  troops,  for  I  cannot  say  what  the 
exigencies  of  the  time  may  require  ;  but 
I  hope  there  will  be  no  necessity  for 
their  use.  Every  day  there  is  less 
necessity  for  the  services  of  troops,  and  I 
hope  we  shall  very  soon  arrive  at  a 
condition  of  things  when  there  will  be 


no  necessity  whatever  to  employ 
them  in  evictions  in  Ireland.  I  will 
now  ask  the  Committee  to  allow  us 
to  take  the  Vote.  I  think  our 
position  is  quite  well  understood ;  we  are 
absolutely  obliged  to  have  this  Vote 
within  a  limited  time.  From  the  time 
at  oar  disposal  we  have  had  to  give  up*  a 
considerable  period  for  the  important 
discussion  which  occupied  last  week  and 
part  of  this,  and  we  have  now  arrived  at 
a  time  when  there  can  be  no  further 
delay.  I  can  give  the  assurance  to  hon. 
Members  that  there  will  be  an  early 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  questions 
they  desire  to  raise,  and  with  that  I  hope 
they  will  be  satisfied. 

(11.38.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway, 
North)  :  This  is  a  rather  extraordinary 
appeal  that  is  made  to  us  after  the  very 
brief  discussion  we  have  had,  and  I  must 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
upon  the  interesting  character  of  his 
statements.  He  expressed  some  regret 
at  the  little  incident  in  reference  to  the 
Volunteers,  but  I  am  not  sure  tliat  he  is 
altogether  disappointed  that  the  hard 
hands  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  have  been  forced  by  a 
Vote  of  the  House  of  Commons  so  that  he 
may  give  proper  attention  to  the  wants 
of  the  Volunteers.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  opposite  told  us  he  considered 
he  had  done  his  duty  in  voting  with 
his  Party,  and  as  a  general  rule 
I  think  a  man  is  right  when 
he  goes  with  his  Party.  But  if  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  right,  I  think  that  those 
Conservatives  who  placed  principle 
before  Party,  and  voted  for  the  rights  of 
the  Volunteers,  acted  more  than  rightly — 
they  acted  nobly.  Against  this  rapid 
disposal  of  this  important  Vote  I  must 
protest  most  strongly.  So  far  as  I  know, 
not  a  Member  who  has  served  in  the 
Army  has  spoken  from  this  side  of  the 
House.  I  know  the  time  at  our  disposal 
is  limited,  but  why  did  not  the  Govern- 
ment call  us  together  a  week  earlier  and 
proceed  earlier  to  the  discussion  of  an 
important  Vote  like  this  ?  Thero  ara  some 
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remarks  I  have  to  make,  and  I  think 
they  are  of  some  little  consequence.  The 
first  point  I  would  refer  to  is  with  regard 
to  the  pensioner  who  was  spoken  of  as 
being  in  the  workhouse  at  Homcastle, 
or  rather  an  old  soldier  who  ought  to  be 
a  pensioner.  It  is  very  likely,  I  think, 
that  that  is  the  case,  and  if  there  is  only 
one  in  that  constituency  I  think  it  is  a 
very  fortunate  thing,  because  it  is 
generally  not  difficult  to  find  several  in 
that  unfortunate  position  in  one  Work- 
house. In  fact,  the  system  of  pensions 
i  ^  in  a  disgraceful  condition.  There  is  a 
large  expenditure  for  our  officers,  and 
they  deserve  it — I  am  not  questioning  that 
at  all — but  there  is  every  effort  made  to 
cut  down  the  pensions  of  private  soldiers 
who  have  served  their  country  gallantly, 
perhaps  been  wounded,  or  after  several 
y  ars  of  service  have  left  in  failing 
health  ;  these  unfortunate  men  are  cer-' 
t  vinly  very  hardly  treated.  The  Finan- 
cial Secretary  may  shake  his  head,  but  I 
cai  assure  him  that  there  is  nothing 
more  calculated  to  set  class  against  class 
as  to  see  these  unfortunate  old  soldiers 
•4,oing  about  the  country  with  no 
moans  of  livelihood,  and  pensions  denied 
th3m,  while,  at  the  same  time,  officers  are 
in  the  full  enjoyment  of  moderate 
pensions.  I  myself  have  had  many 
letters  on  behalf  of  unfortunate  private 
soldiers,  who  complain  that  they  can  get 
little  satisfaction  from  the  Chelsea  Hos- 
pital Commissioners.  I  think  we  ought 
to  take  more  into  our  own  hands  in  this 
matter,  and  I  have  good  official  authority 
fo.'  saying  that.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Eossendale  actually  intro- 
duced a  Bill  to  give  the  Government 
power  to  consider  some  of  these  hard 
cases  and  to  override  the  decisions  of  the 
Chelsea  Hospital  Commissioners.  I  per- 
fectly well  remember  that  this  was  four 
years  ago,  at  the  time  that  the  noble  Lord 
was  Secretary  for  War,  and  if  he  did  not 


actually  introduce  it,  at  least  he  supported 
it ;  but  it  never  passed.  I  can  under- 
stand that  the  Secretary  for  War  has  had 
some  difficulty  with  his  finances  this 
year.  The  new  rifle  adds  some  £240,000 
to  his  expenditure,  and  I  suppose  that  a 
much  larger  sum  will  subsequently  be 
spent — two  or  three  millions,  perhaps — 
and  that  being  so,  I  think  he  onght 
really  to  give  the  House  of  Commons 
Some  opportunity  of  seeing  the  rifle 
in  use.  A  great  many  Members  of  the 
House  can  form  a  much  better  judg- 
ment from  their  own  observation  than 
they  possibly  can  do  from  Reports;  and  I 
do  not  think  we  ought  to  be  called  upon 
to  spend  what  may  ultimately  be  two  or 
three  millions  upon  this  rifle  without 
having  such  an  opportunity  as  this.  Some 
members  have  referred  to  the  desirability 
of  mobilisation,  and  there  have  been 
complaints  that  there  are  not  more  of 
such  occasions,  such  as  those  of  Cannock 
Chase  and  Salisbury  Plain.  I  quite 
agree  that  mobilisation  is  desirable,  but 
I  would  recommend  the  Secretary  for 
War  not  on  this  occasion  to  call  out  the 
Reserve  men, who  thus  will  lose  their  civil 
employment.  It  is  a  fatal  policy,  I  think, 
to  call  them  out  unless  it  is  absolutely 
necessary.  Further,  I  may  remark  that 
on  theso  occasions  there  is  always  great 
waste  of  expenditure  in  the  purchase  of 
horses.  Too  many  horses  are  bought 
for  these  manoeuvres,  and  much  loss 
arises  which,  I  am  sure,  could  be  avoided. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite 
has  spoken  of  shooting  in  the  Army. 
The  real  fact  is,  the  conditions  of  practice 
are  such  that  it  is  almost  impossible  that 
a  man  can  be  proficient  in  shooting  with 
only  1*32  rounds  per  man.  There  is  one 
other  point  I  will  mention  while  it  is  in 
my  mind,  and  that  is  in  reference  to  the 
12-pounder  guns.  New  carriages  are  to 
be  provided.  Is  this  because  the  guns 
destroy  the  carriages  in  the  recoil  ?     Of 
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cours3,  if  the  charge  of  the  12-pounders 
were    reduced,    the    recoil     would     be 
lessened,  but  then  the  value  of    these 
arms  would  be  very  much  diminished* 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can 
give  us  some  explanation  on  this  point. 
And  now  I  should  like  to  refer  to  those 
remarks  of    Lord    Wolseley — which     1 
fully    endorse — to    which    I    have     re- 
ferred  before  in   this  House.     I  mean 
the    proposition    to    raise    the    pay   of 
the    soldier    6d.   a  day;    it   is   of    the 
greatest   importance.     The  objection   is 
made  that    it  entails  a  very  large  ex- 
penditure.    It  really   amounts   to  only 
^9  a  man,  and,  taking  the  rank  and  file 
at  some  75,000,  the  total  would  be  some 
thing  under  £700,000.     You  need  not 
raise  the  pay  of  every  man.     The  pay  of 
cavalry  and  artillery  would  be  raised  in 
proportion,  and  in  any  case  the  oxpendi^ 
ture  would  certainly  be  under  a  million. 
There    are    very    good    arguments     in 
favour    of    this,    and    you   would    find 
that     there      would     be     considerable 
saving    in   your    Prisons    Vote ;  for  if 
a   man  misbehaved  himself,  you   could 
turn   him   out    of    the    Army   at   once, 
unless,  of  course,  it  were  a  very  grave 
offence  ;  and  you  would  have  much  more 
success  in  your  recruiting  departments, 
because    you   would    enter    the    labour 
market  with  a  much  better  offer  than 
you  now  can  make.     Much  saving  can 
also  be  effected  under  the  head  of  pay. 
masters.      But,    of    course,    the     great 
advantage  would  be  that  you  would  get 
a  large  number  of  mature  soldiers.     At 
present  you  get  boys  of  17  or  18  years  of 
age ;  they  turn  out  to  be  good  soldiers^ 
perhaps,  in   two   or  three  years,  when 
they   are   ready  for   the  Reserve.     But 
raise  the  pay  sixpence,  and  I  feel  sure 
you  will  get  men  of  the  age  of  20,  which 
all    Continental    nations    agree    is    the 
proper  age  for  a  recruit.     I  hop3  that  on 
the   next  occasion  when  the  Estimates 
are  down  we  shall  have  more  time  for 
reasonable  discussion  of  this  and  other 
points. 
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(11.50.)  Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co., 
Mid) :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  he  will  not  pay  some 
attention  to  the  point  that  has  been  raised 
in  connection  with  the  payment  of  Pro- 
testant Chaplains  in  Ireland  ?  I  have  no 
intention  of  opposing  the  Vote  now,  but 
I  desire  to  mention  this  because  it  is  a 
matter  of  considerable  interest  to  many 
friends  of  mine.  Will  he  give  us  some 
assurance  that  he  will  pay  attention  to 
this  point  ?  It  will  satisfy  a  great  many 
people,  and  there  is  the  possibility  of  its 
saving  something  like  £6,000  a  year. 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  glad  to  give 
the  assurance  that  I  will  carefully  con- 
sider the  point ;  and  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  furnish  me  with  any  further 
information  than  that  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Donegal  has  under- 
taken to  give,  I  shall  be  exceedingly 
glad  to  look  into  it. 

.    Vote  ageeed  to. 

2.  £5,643,300,  Pay,  &c.  of  the  Army 
(General  Staff,  Regiments,  Reserve,  and 
Departments). 

MOTIONS. 

ARMY    (ORDNANCE    FACTORIES), 
SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATE,  1889-90. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Sapplementary  sam,  not  exceediDg 
£15,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  for  Additional  Expenditore  for  the 
Service  of  th©  Ordnance  Factorieg,  which  will 
come  in  conrte  of  payment  dnrinfr  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March,  1890." 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  really  must  object 
to  this.  The  Government  have  already 
had  a  great  deal  of  money,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  is  reasonable  that  we  should  go 
any  further  to-night. 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  It  is  only  a 
Supplementary  Vote,  and  it  must  be 
taken  within  the  financial  year. 

Dr.  TANNER:  A  very  large  sum  of 
money  has  already  been  voted,  and  with 
the  very  large  proportion  of  time  the 
First  Lord  has  taken  for  the  nse  of  the 
(government,  I  do  not  think  it  is  reason- 
able that  we  should  be  asked  to  vote  any 
more  to-night. 
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•TFEFmST  LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  |  will  only  be  given  to  those  schools  and 

School  Boards  wliich  charge  no  fees  in  the 
compulsory  standards.   It  has  been  found 
that  the  Probate  Duty  grant  has  been' 
aufiicient   to    free  education  in   all  the 
3^126  iState-aided  schools    in   Scotland, 
excepting  in  only  85  schools-    As  regards 
25    of     thes?,  school    fees    have    been 
abolished  in  all  caaes  np  to  Standard  lY^ 
and  are  chargeable  only  to  a  proportion  o| 
schools  in  StandardB  IV.  and  V.     Fee 
arc  chargeable  for  all  standards  in  onlj 
44  fichoolH,  whilst  the  remaining  16  dfl 
not  claim  any  shara  of    the  grant.     It 
will  thus  be  stjen  that  only  44  out  of  tlxe 
3,126   State-aided    schools    in    Scotland 
have    been    sanctioned    as    free-payin 
sch<x)l3.     The  Probate   Duty  grant   ha 
therefore  been  found  sufficient  to  meet ' 
the  just  contribution  of  parents  towordd 
the  ooflt  of  education  throughout  Scotia 
generally.     If  in  some  eases  the  amoui 
has  not  been  found  sufficient  it  is  simpl| 
because  some  School  Boards  have  beei 
charging  fees  in  excess  of  what  School^ 
Boards  in  Scotland  generally  have  been 
charging,  and  hava  considered  to  be  the 
]U8t  contribution  of  parent>5  towards  the 
cost  of  education.     Edinburgh  haa  beefl 
able  to  free  education  in  all  the  standar 
whilst  it  seems  that  there  is  a  deficienc 
in  Glasgow  to  meet  the  fees  payable  in 
the  compulsoi'y  standards.     This  ar* 
from   the   fact  that  the   school  fees 
Edinburgh  are   only  lOs*  per   child 
average  attendance,  as  against  16s.  8d 
charged  by  the  Glasgow  School  Board. 
The  unhappy  |X)8ition  the  Glasgow  School 
Board  finds  itself  in  as  compared  with 
Edinburgh  is  simply  the   resalt  of  the 
over-exactions  made   by  them  from   the 
Glasgow  parents  in  the  past.     I  propose 
to  point  out  to  the  Glasgow  School  Board 
a   method   of    meeting   their   deficiena 
without  either  imposing  a   burden  uf 
the   i^tes  or  charging  fees  ^^inst  the 
parents.     Teachers'  salaries  in  Edinburgh 
amount  to  £1  Ts.  per  child  in  avei 


(Mr.  W.  H.  SairrH,  Strand,  Westminster)  : 
It  is  simply  this,  the  Vote  must  be  taken 
before  the  end  of  the  tinanchil  year,  and 
if  it  is  taken  to-night  I  hope  that  it  will 
not  be  necessary  to  trench  any  further  on 
the  time  of  private  Members. 

Dr.  TATra'ER:  But  will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  us  the  assurance 
that  there  shall  b?  no  further  trenching 
upon  the  time  of  Members  if  the  Vote  is 
taken? 

♦Mr.  W,  H.  SMITH :  I  will  not  make 
any  specific  promise  ;  but  I  can  only  say 
that  the  necessity  is  less  likely  to  arise 
if  the  Vote  is  taken  to-night. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  I  must  protest 
against  Votes  being  taken  under  pressure 
smd  such  threats  as  tliis.  It  is  not  a 
Vote  we  can  dispose  of  without  discussion^ 

It  being  midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to  the 
House. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  to-morrow 

Committee  also  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  to-morrow. 

THE  SCOTCH  EDUCATION  CODE— 
FEE-PAYING  SCHOOLS. 

(12.1.)  Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow, 
St.  Rollox)  :  I  beg  to  move  that 

'*  An  hucablo  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  pmyiog  her  to  withhold  her  Banctioo 
from  the  Code  (1890)  of  the  Scotch  Education 
Department  unless  and  until  the  same  he  amen* 
ded  aji  foUowi  :— Paragraph  133,  leave  out  all 
after  line  6  to  end  of  paragraph  I'M,  and  insert 
« Scholars  who  hare  not  yet  passed  the  Fifth 
Standard.*  '* 

It  is  much  to  be  regretted  that  w©  are 
compelled  to  take  after  midnight  the 
discuBsion  of  a  question  invohang  an  im- 
portant principle,  and  which  may  be 
followed  bj  serious  political  conse- 
quences. This,  however,  only  affordis 
another  iUustration,  if  indeed  such  were 
needed,  to  prove  the  utter  impossibility 
o£  domestic  legislation  being  properly 
dealt  with  in  this  House.  The  effect  of 
the  Amendment  to  the  Code  which  I 
move,   is  that  the  Probate  Duty  grant 
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attendance,     whilst     in     Glasgow     the 


amount  is  ^1  15s.  per  child,  representing 
a  difference  of  £19,000  per  annum  on 
that  one  item  alone.  It  may  be  said  that 
the  Glasgow  School  Board  cultivate  the 
higher  standards  more  than  all  Scotland 
or  Edinburgh.  Be  it  so ;  but  then  the 
total  sum  allowed  by  the  Glasgow  School 
Board  for  about  5,500  children  on  the 
roll  above  the  compulsory  standards,  and 
all  this  higher  education,  does  not  exceed 
£5,000.  What  I  would  point  out  is,  if 
the  Glasgow  School  Board  are  going  to 
provide  high-class  education,  they  must 
charge  the  cost  to  such  higher  education 
and  not  to  the  compulsory  standards.  As, 
tlierefore,the  Probate  Duty  grant  has  been 
found  sufficient  to  free  education  on  the 
compulsory  standards  in  Edinburgh,  and 
in  all  Scotland  with  few  exceptions,  it  is, 
and  ought  to  be,  sufficient  in  the  case  of 
Glasgow,  so  far  as  the  Glasgow  parent 
or  Parliament  is  concerned.  The  finan- 
cial difficulty  in  the  case  of  Glasgow 
began  with  an  alleged  deficiency  of 
XI  2,000.  The  result  of  the  discussions 
that  have  taken  place  have  been  to 
narrow  the  deficiency  down  to  £5,000, 
the  school  fees  in  the  compulsory  stan- 
dards in  the  10  fee-paying  schools  in 
Glasgow  being  reduced  to  an  amount 
which  will  bring  in  £5,000.  It  is  over 
this  sum  that  the  battle  between  the 
parents  and  the  School  Board  in  Glasgow 
is  to  rage,  and  for  which  children  are 
being  expelled  from  certain  schools  un- 
less they  pay  school  fees.  This  £5,000, 
even  although  the  whole  sum  is  to  fall 
upon  the  ratepayers,  represents  only  an 
additional  tax  of  ^d.  per  £1.  Now,  the 
Government  have  themselves  taken  3d. 
per  £1  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  rate- 
payers of  Scotland  for  free  education, 
and  yet  here  they  stand,  sword  in  hand, 
in  Glasgow  over  this  Jd.  Surely  if  3^. 
per  £1  is  required  to  free  education  to 
all  the  children  in  the  compulsory  stan- 
dards, there  is  neither  reaflon  nxx^  jnstioe 


why  the  whole  community  should  be» 
taxed  3d.  to  provide  free  education  to 
one  section  of  the  community,  whilst  it 
is  to  be  denied  to  others.  If  the  difficulty 
is  merely  a  pecuniary  one,  the  extra  ^. 
can  be  found  where  the  3d.  is  found. 
But,  as  I  have  abeady  pointed  out,  no 
increase  of  the  rates  will  be  required  in 
the  case  of  Glasgow,  if  the  cost  of  educa- 
tion is  fairly  apportioned  between  com- 
pulsory and  higher.  It  is  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  I,  and  those  who  think  with 
nie,  Yidsh  to  burden  the  already  over- 
burdened ratepayer  in  Glasgow.  We 
wish  for  free  education  in  England  as 
well  as  in  Scotland.  The  English  rate- 
payer has  got  his  money.  If  free  educa- 
tion be  given  to  England,  then  it  must 
come  out  of  the  Imperial  purse,  and  be 
accompanied  by  an  equal  grant  to  Scot- 
land. Free  education  in  England  means 
a  restoration  to  the  Scotch  ratepayer  of 
3d.  per£l  rental.  Meanwhile,  it  is  most 
objectionable  to  introduce  distinctions  in 
local  and  State-aided  schools  in  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Probate  Duty  grant.  The 
object  of  this  grant  is  to  abolish,  not  to 
reduce,  school  fees.  The  Glasgow  School 
Board  acts  most  unfairly  in  selecting  as 
fee-paying  schools  10  of  the  ordinary 
Board  schools,  erected  to  meet  the  ordi- 
nary educational  wants  of  the  districts  in 
which  they  are  situated,  and  then  saying 
to  the  parents  whose  children  are  attend- 
ing these  schools,  "Either  pay  school  fees 
or  we  will  expel  your  children."  The 
result  has  been  in  some  districts,  in 
Dennistoun  district  for  example,  that  the 
free  schools  in  the  vicinity  are  over- 
crowded, whilst  3',000  places  are  vacant 
in  the  10  fee-paying  schools. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''  That  an  hamble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  sanction  from  the  Code  (1890)  of  the 
Scotch  Education  Department,  now  lying  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House,  unless  and  until  the 
same  shall  be  amended,  as  follows :  Paragraph 
133,  leave  out  all  after  Hue  6  to  end  of  para- 
graph 134,  and  insert  "  Scholars  who  have  not 
yet  passed  the  fifth  standard :  *' — Mr,  Caldwell. 

(12.15.)  Mr.  JOHN  WILSON 
(Govan) :  I  rise  to  support  the  conten- 
tion put  forward  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
and  to  say  that  as  far  as  Glasgow  is  con- 
cerned the  people  are  very  much  opposed 
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to  the  system  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment. That  is  also  the  cas3  in  the  large 
parish  of  Govan.  Ont  of  19  schools  in 
the  parish  of  Govan  built  by  the  rate- 
payers six  are  fee -paying  schools.  In 
other  words,  the  School  Board  of  Govan 
are  unable  to  provide  free  education  in 
six  of  the  schools  because  the  Probate 
Grant  is  not  sufficient  to  clear  the 
expenses.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
would  strongly  urge  the  Government  to 
increase  the  Probate  Grant  to  Glasgow 
-and  Govan,  so  that  all  the  schools  under 
the  School  Board  may  really  get  what 
this  House  last  year  thought  fit  to  give 
to  the  people  of  Scotland,  namely,  free 
education  in  all  the  compulsory 
standards. 

♦(12.17.)      Mr.     J.    A.    CAMPBELL 

(Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  Universities) : 
I  very  willingly  recognise  the  zeal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Rollox 
Division  (Mr.  Caldwell)  in  the  cause  of 
education.  I  am  not  always  able  to 
agree  with  him,  however,  and  I  find  my- 
self in  that  position  this  evening.  A 
great  deal  of  what  the  hon.  Member  has 
said  as  to  differences  between  Glasgow 
and  some  otlier  places  in  Scotland  in  the 
matter  of  schools,  is  net  new  to  us.  It 
was  all  considered  by  us  last  year.  The 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  is  simply  that 
this  House  should  to-night  reverse  a  deci- 
sion to  which  it  came  last  year  when  dis- 
cussing the  Local  Government  (Scotland) 
Bill.  The  case  is  this,  that  the  money 
derived  from  the  Probate  Duty  although 
sufficient  to  cover  the  fee  on  an  average 
for  the  Compulsory  Standard,  was  not 
sufficient  to  do  so  in  some  places,  and  was 
more  than  sufficient  in  others.  Under 
the  School  Board  of  Glasgow  there  were 
higher  fees  than  in  some  other  places, 
simply  because  the  expense  was  greater. 
The  difference  of  cost  under  the  Edin- 
burg  Board  and  under  the  Glasgow 
Board  has  been  referred  to.  That  can 
easily  be  explained.  In  Glasgow  there 
are  several  grades  of  schools,  whilst  in 
Edinburgh,  under  the  School  Board, 
Mr,  John  Wilson 


there  is  practically  only  one  grade,  for 
this  reason,  that  Edinburgh  is  well 
supplied  with  endowed  schools.  As  to 
the  wisdom  of  the  action  of  Schoo^ 
Boards,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  House 
is  not  the  arena  for  the  disco  ssion  of  sucb. 
a  question.  The  School  Boards  are  re- 
sponsible to  the  ratepayers,  who  are 
quita  able  to  look  after  their  own 
interests,  and  as  regards  the  School 
Board  of  Glasgow,  I  think  it  is  quite 
able  to  defend  what  it  has  done.  In  Scot- 
land there  are  44  schools  in  which  fees 
have  been  retained,  and  these  schools 
are  in  12  different  counties.  Now, 
has  it  been  proved  that  it  is 
necessary  to  retain  the  fee-paying 
system  in  such  a  number  of  schools? 
Have  the  people  shown  that  they  are 
willing  to  keep  their  children  at  schools 
where  fees  are  charged,  when  they  have 
the  opportunity  of  sanding  them  to  free 
schools  ?  I  think  there  is  a  satisfactory 
answer  to  these  questions.  I  find  from 
a  Return  which  was  moved  for  by  the 
hon.  Member,  that  during  the  month  of 
February  the  attendance  in  the  44  fee- 
paying  schools  was  21,000 — a  sufficient 
number  to  justify  their  retention  with 
fees.  .These  schools  are,  upon  the  whole, 
those  in  which  the  greatest  attention  is 
paid  to  the  higher  branches  of  education. 
In  Glasgow,  which  has  10  fee-paying 
schools,  the  percentage  of  scholars  in 
these  schools  who  are  in  the  Sixth 
Standard  and  over  it  is  24| — that  is  to 
say,  every  fourth  scholar  is  in  the  higher 
standards.  On  the  other  hand,  in  the  55 
other  schools  of  the  Glasgow  Board,  in 
which  the  lower  standards  are  free,  the 
percentage  in  the  higher  standards  is 
only  6  2-3rds.  Of  the  scholars  in  the 
whole  of  the  schools  under  the  Glaisgow 
Board,  who  are  in  the  Sixth  Standard 
and  over  that  standard,  42  J  per  cent,  of 
them  are  found  in  the  10  fee-paying 
schools.  In  Govan,  where  there  are 
five    fee-paying    schools,     the    percen- 
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tage  of  children  in  the  higher 
standards  in  these  schools  is  no 
less  than  26.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  on  this  question  Parliament  simply 
gave  permission  to  the  School  Board  to 
meet  a  demand  if  it  should  find  one.  I 
see  that  in  the  10  Glasgow  schools  in 
which  fees  are  retained  the  attendance 
last  month  was  8,045,  whilst  in  February 
last  year,  when  there  were  no  free 
schools  in  their  neighbourhood,  the  attend- 
ance was  9,827.  I  maintain  that  the 
difference  between  these  two  figures  is  not 
more  than  might  have  been  expected, 
when  we  "bear  in  mind  that  there  are 
now  in  the  neighbourhood  schools  in 
which  the  compulsory  standards  are  quite 
free.  It  is  further  to  be  noted  that  in 
these  10  schools  645  scholars  have  been 
enrolled  since  the  1st  of  October,  at 
which  date  the  lower  standards  were 
made  free  in  the  other  schools.  Of  these 
— I  quote  from  a  Report  of  the  words  of 
the  Chairman  of  the  School  Board — 

"  639  were  entered  specifically  because  the 
schools  were  fee-paying  schools.  There  were 
also  37  scholars  who  had  left  for  a  time,  and 
had  returned  to  the  schools  because  they  were 
fee-paying,  and  200  of  those  who  had  been 
absent  from  their  schools  had  returned  and 
paid  their  fees." 

No  doubt  there  has  been  some  agitation 
in  Glasgow — whether  altogether  sponta- 
neous I  am  not  prepared  to  say.  The 
agitation,  however,  does  not  seem  to 
be  general.  1  do  not  hear,  for  instance, 
that  there  is  any  agitation  in  Falkirk, 
where  there  is  a  fee  paying  school.  If  a 
School  Board  anywhere  finds  that  there 
is  a  settled  dislike  to  such  a  school,  mani- 
fested by  the  people  not  sending  their 
children  to  it,  of  course  it  will  be  discon- 
tinued. The  Code  simply  proposes  to 
continue  a  system  which  has  been  in 
operation  for  only  five  months,  and  it 
seems  a  rather  strong  measure  to  make 
a  complete  change  after  so  short  an  ex- 
perience. To  accept  this  Motion 
would  be  to  throw  the  educational 
arrangements  of  Scotland,  especially  as 
regards  the  higher  standards,  into  com- 
plete confusion.  As  regards  secondary  or 
highereducation  the  position  inScotland  is 
somewhat  different  from  that  in  England. 
Our  Education  Act  is  not  for  elementary 
work  merely.  The  word  elementary  does 
not  occur  in  its  title.  There  is  an  ex- 
press provision  that  whereas  pariah 
ficljools     were     always    accustomed  to 


give  a  high  standard  of  education,  care 
shall  be  taken  that  that  standard  shall 
not  be  lowered  in  future.  We  do 
not  consider  it  an  Elementary 
Education  Act.  Even  in  the  Annual 
Report  of  the  Scotch  Education 
Department  Members  will  find  a 
chapter  headed  "  Secondary  Education." 
I  may  be  told  that  what  we  are  now 
doing  is  creating  an  invidious  distinction, 
and  that  all  classes,  whether  they  go 
forward  to  higher  education  or  whether 
they  do  not,  have  hitherto  been  ac- 
customed to'  go  to  the  same  school.  I 
admit  that  as  regards  country  schools. 
It  is  not  so  in  large  towns,  and  it  is 
idle  to  suppose  that  in  the  towns 
you  can  have  the  same  mixture  of 
stations  in  life  as  you  have  in  the  schools 
in  the  country.  At  the  same  time,  while 
I  object  to  the  Motion,  I  must  say  that  I 
am  by  no  means  satisfied  with  the  position 
of  education  in  Scotland.  In  some  re- 
spects, and  especially  as  regards  secondary 
education,  we  expect  a  great  deal  more 
from  the  Government.  1  know  that 
my  hon.  Friend  has  objected  to  the 
action  of  educational  authorities  in 
connection  with  the  ninepenny  limit, 
and  for  my  part  I  wish  it  were 
abolished — this  ninepenny  limit.  It 
was  imposed  on  Scotland  by  a  stupid 
blunder,  and  ought  to  be  removed. 
We  ought  to  have  assistance  from 
Imperial  funds  for  secondary  education 
whatever  the  f^  is.  I  am  afraid,  how- 
ever, that  this  Motion  would  simply 
make  matters  worse,  and  would  lower  the 
standard  of  education  throughout.  I 
particularly  regret  that  it  should  be 
brought  forward  in  connection  with 
a  Code  that  deserves  the  gratitude  of 
all  educationalists.  For  this  Code  in- 
troduces a  very  salutary  change  by 
abolishing  payment  on  individual 
examinations,  and  substituting  the 
system  of  distributing  the  Government 
grant  on  the  result  of  class  examinar 
tions— a  change  which  has  long  been 
earnestly  desired.  I  trust  the  Motion 
will  not  be  accepted  by  the  House. 

(12.40.)  Sir  GEORGE  TREVELYAN 
(Glasgow,  Bridgeton)  :  I  am  very  glad  to 
have  followed  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  spoken, because  I  knowthe  interest  he 
takes  in  education,  and  I  also  know  that 
we  can  always  rely  upon  his  statistics. 
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And  it  IB  from  those  statistics  that  he 
has  given  that  I  propose  to  argao  this 
case.  In  the  first  place  he  seemed  to 
tkhiak  that  this  discuBsion  wius  barred, 
owing  to  our  having  discussed  and  voted 
upon  it  when  the  danses  of  the  Local 
Government  Bill  o£  last  year  were  before 
us.  An  Amendment  was  introduced  upon 
that  occaaion  by  my  hon.  Friend  tJie 
Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow t  whose  absence  wo  nil  deeply 
regret,  and  who  shares  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Aberdeen  the  honours  in 
regard  to  this  question  of  free  education. 
And  on  that  Amendment  the  opinion  of 
the  House  was  that  the  discussion  ought 
to  be  put  off  until  the  Educational  Code 
was  introduced,  Thjit  was  the  opinion 
erf  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Aberdeen^ 
who  was  in  favour  of  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend  tlie  Member  for  the  College 
Division,  and  that  also  was  tlie  opinion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth,  >(<^ho,  I  be- 
lieve, was  against  it.  Practically  through- 
out the  debate  it  was  said  that  when  we 
got  the  Code  before  us  would  he  the 
proper  time  for  the  discussion.  An  hon. 
Member  opposite  says  **  Then  what  is  the 
diffe rence  ? '  *  WtU ,  the  diff e  rence  is  that  we 
did  not  then  know  the  Consequences  and 
DOW  we  do.  Parliament  wished  to  have 
free  education  in  Scotland,  and  allotted 
a  sum  which  was  hoped  would  be  suffi- 
cient, and  that  sum  is  sulficient  for  the 
purpose.  There  are  3,126  Bch(X)ls  in 
Scotland,  and  out  of  this  3,041  find 
themselves  able,  cither  out  of  the  pro^ 
bate  grants  or  by  some  increase  in  the 
ratea,  to  give  free  education  in  all  the 
compulsory  standards.  In  the  great 
city  of  Edinburgh,  with  its  70  schook 
and  30,000  children,  elementivry  educa- 
tion is  everywhere  absolutely  free.  If 
wo  except  Glasgow  and  Go  van — and 
here  I  may  say,  with  all  due  respect 
to  hon.  Members,  that  Govan  is  part 
of  Glasgow-— and  if  we  except  the 
schools  there,  there  arc  only  26  schools 
tSir  Giorgc  Tmvdyan 
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in  all  biv>ad  Scotland  chnr^pni^  fees. 
is  quite  evident,  therefore^  that,  if  onl; 
proper  arrangements  and  proper 
ficea  are  made,  the  thbig  can  be  dor 
throughout  the  whole  of  Scotland.  Bb 
instead  of  that,  in  Glasgow  and  Gove 
the  School  Board  have  inflicted,  at  til 
i^ispimtion  of  the  Government,  a 
grievous  wrong  upon  individuals,  and 
cut  at  the  root  of  the  principle  of  frei 
education.  In  Glasgow  there  are  <l| 
schools,  and  among  the«e,  fees 
charged  in  10,  and  the  children 
parents  who  do  not  choose  to  pay  thefl 
fees,  and  who  claim  the  gift  of  fi*ee  edi^ 
cation  from  Parliament,  are  bodily  tume 
away  and  kept  oat  of  these  schools. 
s.iy  that  it  is  not  right  to  the  tax- pay e^ 
and  to  the  ratepayers  of  the  count 
that  this  should  be  done.  One  tliird 
the  m^holars  in  these  schools  have  had  to 
go  elsewhere,  and  when  it  is  said  tl 
thei^  has  been  no  great  dislocation 
educational  arrangements,  let  it  be 
mem  be  red  that  in  sii  of  these  ficbo 
alone,  1,000  children  have  had  ko 
removed,  and  that  at  a  time  whe 
it  is  most  important  that  the  connectio 
between  teacher  and  taught  should 
maintained.  Let  me  notice  what  d^ 
fence  the  School  Board  makes  for  th 
action.  In  the  case  of  a  memorial  set 
by  tlic  ptirents  of  the  children  at  ten  din 
the  Kent  liimd  School  in  Glasgow^ 
Board  say— 


"  We  have  made  a  careful  examinatioQ 
reddenoes  of  the  parents  who  signed 
memorial,  and  we  find  that,  in  the  majoritl 
of  the  case  a,  Kent  Koad  School  ia  not  the 
nearoflt," 

Well,  but  what  does  this  meant 
simply  means  that  the  parents  did 
for  education,  and  did  care  what  ache 
they  sent  their  children  to.  They 
not  take  the  nearest,  hut  they  took  wh 
they  thought  a  good  school,  and  the 
reason  why  they  are  now  excluded  is 
because  this  is  one  of  the  best  schools  in 
Glasgow.  That  is  why  it  is  chosen  fa 
the  charging  of  fees,  and  I  donot  think  i 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  will  deny 
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Then,  in  the  case  of  the  John  Street 
School,  the  School  Board  are  building 
rooms  for  the  teaching  of  cookery  and 
for  drawing,  and  there,  also,  children  are 
to  be  excluded  from  free  education.  But 
I  maintain  that  the  Board  have  no  right 
to  exclude  those  children  whose  parents 
wish  to  avail  themselves  of  fchese  subjects. 
It  is  not  only  the  parents  of  the  children 
who  are  expelled  that  I  pity.  I  pity 
ihe  parents  who,  paying  the  fees  for  their 
children's  education  which  Parliament 
has  said  should  be  free,  also  pay  in  the 
rates  for  the  education  of  the  children 
of  their  neighbours.  Not  only  are  these 
schools  from  which  these  children  are 
excluded  the  best,  but  they  will  become 
better  and  better,  while  the  tendency  of 
the  other  schools  will  be  to  become  still 
more  inferior.  The  parents  who  avail 
themselves  of  higher  education  for  their 
children  will  influence  the  School  Board, 
and  may  indeed  become  members  of  the 
Board  themselves,  and  these  fee  schools 
will  get  the  advantage  of  better  teaching 
and  equipment,  while  the  other  schools 
will  be  starved.  Into  these  latter  schools 
all  the  waifs  and  strays  will  be  sent,  and 
the  tendency  of  these  schools  will  be  to 
go  from  bad  to  worse.  It  is  a  class 
measure,  if  ever  there  was  one,  and  that 
in  the  very  last  department  of  social  life 
in  which  it  ought  to  be  introduced. 
What  do  we  look  for  in  free  educa- 
tion ?  To  raise  the  level  all  over 
the  field  of  education  by  applying 
it  to  all  classes.  Up  to  this  time  there 
has'  been  no  class  distinction  in  Scotland, 
but  now  that  the  Government  have 
justified  and  sanctified  this  idea  of  class 
distinction  I  venture  to  say  that  within 
three  years  we  shall  not  find  a  single 
person  who  sets  up  to  be  "  smart "  or  to 
belong  to  or  be  near  the  upper  classes 
sending  his  children  to  a  school  where 
fees  are  not  paid,  if  he  is  within  a  railway 
journey  of  a  school  where  fees  are  paid. 
Why  not  leave  the  schools  of  Glasgow 
as  they  were?  There  is  talk  about  a 
deficit  of  £12,000  a  year.  We  should 
bear  in  mind  that  before  the  Parochial 
Boards  paid  £4,000  a  year.  That  is  paid 
no  longer,  and  the  deficit  becomes 
reduced  to  £8,000,  which  is  surely  not 
too  great  a  burden  for  such  a  city  as 
Glasgow.  The  hon.  Gentleman  says  we 
ought  to  leave  these  matters  to  the  local 
representatives — that     is,     the     School 
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Board.  In  this  case  that  goes  for  nothing 
at  all.  The  Glasgow  School  Board  wa6 
elected  before  there  was  any  idea  of  free 
education.  Not  only  is  it  an  entirely 
new  question,  but  there  was  not  even  a 
public  discussion  at  the  Board  before  the 
regulatwns  wel«  brought  out  by  which 
10  of  the  schools  were  left  as  fee-paying 
schools,  by  which  a  very  serious  disloca- 
fcion  of  educational  interests  took  place- 
If  I  know  anything  of  the  feeling  of 
Glasgow,  this  will  be  the  last  Board 
elected  vnth  that  feeling,  and  by  passing 
the  Amendment  we  shall  lay  down  the 
principle  that  all  School  Boards  that  took 
a  share  of  the  Probrate  Grant  should  see 
that  in  every  school  there  is  free 
education. 

(12.55.)  Me.  PARKER  SMITH 
(Lanark,  Partick)  :  Having  just  passed 
through  a  contested  election  at  Partick, 
which  is  part  of  the  parish  of  Govan,  and 
in  exactly  the  same  position  as  Glasgow^ 
I  may  be  allowed  to  say  that  during  that 
election  this  question  has  not  in  any  way 
been  brought  before  me.  No  question 
was  asked  at  any  of  my  meetings,  nor 
was  the  matter  brought  to  the  notice  of  my 
opponent,  so  far  as  I  know.  This  shows 
pretty  definitely  that  the  agitation  is  ' 
not  very  widely  felt.  In  this  matter 
some  temporary  friction  was  inevitable, 
and  I  think  the  effect  of  it  will  soon  pass 
away.  The  hon.  Member  who  brought 
the  question  forward  said  this  is  a  matter 
of  class  legislation.  It  appears  to  me 
that  it  is  an  essential  part  of  the  legisla" 
tion  by  which  Scotland  has  arrived  at  its 
present  excellent  system  of  education. 
These  schools  that  are  selected  as  fee- 
paying  schools  are  the  best  schools,  and 
they  are  the  best  schools  because  hitherto 
they  have  been  the  most  expensive.  We 
are  agreed  now  that  secondary  education 
is  a  great  want,  and  it  appears  to  me 
that  this  Amendment  will  kill  the 
schools  which  are  just  those  which  pre- 
tend to  give  a  good  secondary  education, 
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and  it  is  perfect  madness8  to  reduce 
their  system  into  chaos  in  the  way  this 
Amendment  would  reduce  it. 

*(1.0.)  Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIR 
(Leeds):  My  right  hon.  Friend  anti- 
cipates that  when  the  new  School 
Board  is  elected  the  higher  schools 
will  b)  made  free.  If  that  should 
be  so  we  shall  all  rejoice.  1 
am  as  much  in  favour  of  free  educar 
tion  as  anyone,  but  I  maintain  that  you 
must  have  some  elasticity  in  your 
educational  system.  The  School  Boards 
elected  by  the  ratepayers  have  been  told 
that  they  might  have  a  few  fee-paying 
schools  in  order  to  keep  up  a  higher  sys- 
tem of  education.  It  is  easy  to  level 
down,  but  it  is  much  more  difficult  to 
level  up ;  ratepayers,  like  children,  re- 
quire to  be  educated,  and  when  they 
have  been  sufficiently  educated  to  under- 
stand the  value  of  higher  schools,  no 
doubt  they  will  make  additional  contribu- 
tions from  the  rates,  in  order  to  keep  them 
up.  But,  at  present,  we  have  no  evi- 
dence of  their  willingness  to  do  this.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Glasgow  has  stated  that  the  percen- 
tao-e  of  children  in  the  higher  standards 
is  greater  in  fee-paying  schools  than  in 
free  ones.  In  Glasgow,  not  only  was  the 
perc3ntage  in  the  higher  standards  in 
the  fee-paying  schools  much  higher  than 
in  the  others,  but  in  regard  to  specific 
subjects,  while  only  3  per  cent,  passed 
in  the  free  schools,  17  per  cent,  passed 
in    the    fee-paying   schools.      Although 


I  am  in  favour  of  free  education,  I  am 
also  in  favour  of  a  certain  amount  of  elas- 
ticity being  allowed  to  the  School  Boards, 
knowing  that  as  soon  as  public  opinion 
demands  that  all  the  schools  shall  be  free 
they  will  be  made  free  by  the  School 
Boards,  elected  by  the  people,  and  without 
the  need  of  special  legislation. 

(1.5.)  Mb.  C.  S.  PARKER  (Perth): 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mr.  Parker  Smith 
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the  Bridgeton  Division  has  referred  to 
the  opinion  I  expressed  on  a  former 
occasion,  that  before  discussing  this 
subject  we  ought  to  wait  until  we  saw 
the  Code,  and  I  think  the  House  will  now 
admit  that  through  the  delay  we  have 
been  enabled  to  debate  the  question 
with  more  advantage.  But  I  agree 
also  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Leeds,  that  it  is 
desirable,  likewise,  before  any  further 
change  is  made  we  should  have  the  ex- 
perience of  the  School  Board  elections  so 
soon  to  take  place.  It  is  easy  to  make 
assertions  on  either  side,  but  those 
elections  will  show  whether  or  not  the 
ratepayers  and  parents  approve  of  retain- 
ing some  fee-schools.  In  the  meantime 
I  regard  the  presont  as  being  in  a 
great  degree  a  temporary  and  make- 
shift arrangement.  I  agree  there  is  a 
good  deal  of  force  in  the  argument  about 
creating  class  distinction;  but  hitherto 
in  Scotland  it  has  been  the  practice  for 
those  parents  who  can  afford  it  to  pay 
fees.  If  this  be  entirely  forbidden,  what 
I  fear  is  that  the  Boards  may  be  short  of 
money  to  keep  up  the  high  standard 
hitherto  maintained,  until  wc  can  educate 
the  ratepayers  up  to  doing  so.  A  great 
deal  has  yet  to  be  done  in  r^ard  to 
secondary  education,  and  we  shall  require 
mere  aid  both  from  rates  and  taxes.  1 
doubt  whether  we  shall  get  all  we  want 
unless  wo  economise  what  we  already 
have,  and  what  could  be  a  better  or  more 
natural  source  of  income  than  to  allow 
parents  to  continue  to  pay  fees  where 
they  are  both  able  and  willing  to  do  so  P 


(1.10.)  The  House  divided  :— Ayes  69; 
Noes  121.— (Div.  List,  No.  27.) 

HouBe  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 
after  One  o'dofsk. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,   IJfth   March,   1890, 


SAT   FIRST. 
The   Earl   of    Malmesbury,  after  tlie 
death  of  his  uncle. 

THE  NEW  EDUCATION  CODE. 

QU  ESTIOXS  — OBSERVATIONS. 

•EarlBEAUCHAMP:  My  Lords,  seeing 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Coancil  in  his 
place,  I  will  ask  him  when  we  may 
expect  to  have  the  print  of  the  New 
Education  Code,  which  was  laid  on  the 
Table  of  your  Lordships*  House  on  the 
10th  March,  furnished  to  us  ? 

♦The  LORD  PRESIDENT  ov  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Ceanbrook)  :  In 
answer  to  my  noble  Friend,  I  will  sfcat3 
the  circumstances  which  have  prevent  ad 
the  Code  being  furbished  in  print2d 
form  as  early  as  is  usual.  My  noble 
Friend  is  aware  that  the  late  Secretary 
of  the  Education  Department  died 
suddenly,  and  some  time  must  elapse 
before  matters  can  be  brought  into  the 
condition  in  which  they  would  have  been 
if  ho  had  lived.  Had  his  death  not 
occurred  the  printed  Code  would  have 
been  furnished  earlier.  No  delay  took 
place  in  the  appointment  of  a  suc- 
cessor, but  that  gentleman  has 
necessarily  had  a  great  deal  of 
business  thrust  upon  liim  in  taking 
up  his  predecessor's  work,  and  his  time 
has  been  very  much  occupied.  I  may 
add  that  a  great  misfortune  also  has 
happened  to  him.  A  few  days  ago  his 
wife  was  taken  from  him  suddenly,  and 
he  was  obliged  to  ba  absent  from 
his  duties  for  necessarily  a  time. 
There  has  consequently  been  some 
delay  in  printing  the  New  Code, 
though  it  is  in  a  forward  state. 
It  is  now  in  print  to  a  groat  extent,  but 
requires  careful  revision.  Measures 
have  been  taken  for  the  preparation  of 
the  Instructions  to  Inspectors,  so  that 
they  also  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table,  if 
not  actually  with  the  Code,  not  long 
afterwards.  1  believe  before  the  House 
rises  for  the  Easter  Recess  the  Code  will 
be  in  your  Lordships'  hands.  I  need 
hardly  say  that  I  will  do  my  best  to 
secure  it. 
VOL.  OCOXLIL     [third    series.] 


♦Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  Then  may  I 
ask  whether  the  time  for  objecting  will 
be  extended  ? 

♦Viscount  CRANBROOK  :  Yes  ;  the 
time  will  run  from  the  presentation  of 
the  printed  Code. 

THE    FORTIFICATIONS   AT    COLOMBO. 
QUESTIONS  — OBSERVA'nONS. 

♦Lord  CHELMSFORD,  in  rising 
to  di-aw  attention  to  the  incomplete 
con  lit  ion  of  the  fortifications  at  Co- 
lombo ;  and  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  when  the  armament 
for  the  several  batteries  of  that  station, 
which  have  been  ready  to  receive  it  for 
some  considei-able  time,  will  be  delivered 
to  the  Ceylon  Government,  said :  My 
Lords,  I  have  placed  on  the  notice  Paper 
the  question  which  appears  in  my  name, 
because  when  recently  in  the  Island  of 
Ceylon  I  found  considenible  dissatisfac- 
tion existing  among  the  members  of 
the  Legislative  Assembly  at  the  action 
of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
the  arrangements  for  the  fortification 
of  Colombo,  in  laying  the  cost  of 
the  fortifications  on  the  revenue  of  the 
island.  I  certainly  consider  that  it  is  a 
little  unfair  upon  the  island,  which  I 
have  no  doubt  your  Lordships  are  aware 
is  very  poor,  that  this  charge  which  is 
entirely  for  Imperial  purposes  should 
have  been  laid  upon  the  revenue  of 
Ceylon.  I  think  the  money  would  have 
been  much  better  employed  for  the 
actual  purposes  of  the  island.  All  the 
members  of  the  Legislative  Assembly 
were  extremely  annoyed  that  after  the 
fortifications  had  been  built  with  the 
money  raised  from  the  revenue  of  the 
island,  they  could  not  receive  an  as- 
surance from  anyone  that  the  guns  would 
be  provided  for  the  different  batteries 
which  had  been  constructed  at  their 
expense.  Since  placing  notice  of  this 
question  on  the  Paper  I  have  seen  by 
last  night's  Report  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  has  cssured  the  other 
House  that  those  guns  will  be  provided 
during  the  current  year,  and  I  hope  that 
assurance  will  be  satisfactory  to  the 
members  of  the  Legislative  '  Assembly 
and  the  people  in  Ceylon,  who  are  na- 
turally a  little  impatient  at  the  delay 
which  has  occurred.  I  wish  to  state 
that  I  have  put  this  question  on  the 
Paper  without  any  idea  of  imputing 
2  H 
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blame  to  the  present  War  Dapart- 
ment  for  the  non-provision  -  of  these 
guns.  I  am  well  aware  that  the  lament- 
able delay  in  providing  gnns  for  the 
difEerent  coaling  stations  cannot  be  laid 
at  the  door  of  the  present  administration 
or  of  the  former  one,  or  even  of  the  one 
before  that ;  it  mnst  be  referred  back  to 
the  time  when,  unfortunately,  those  in 
power  chose  to  ignore  what  all  the  military 
nations  in  Europe  were  doing,and  neglected 
to  keep  pace  with  them  in  changing  the 
ancient  muzzle-loaders  for  modern  breech- 
loading  guns.  They  would  not  throw 
aside  the  old  antiquated  system  which 
had  baen  proved  by  all  other  Powers  to 
be  inadequate.  With  these  remarks,  I 
bag  to  ask  the  question  which  stands  in 
my  name. 

The  paymaster  GENERAL  (Earl 
Brownlow)  :  I  think"  your  Lordships  will 
agree  with  me,  and  I  am  quite  sure  no 
one  will  more  readily  concur  than  Lord 
Chelmsford  himself,  that  it  would  not  be 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Public  Service  if  I 
were  to  enter  into  too  much  detail  in 
answering  the  question  which  has  been 
put  to  me  by  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
with  regard  either  to  the  sizs,  position, 
and  character  of  the  emplacements,  or  to 
the  calibres  of  the  guns,  which  are  to  be 
fitted  to  them.  However,  I  am  very 
glad  to  be  able  to  inform  the  noble  and 
gallant.  Lord  I  am  advised  that  of  the 
emplacements,  a  considerable  number  are 
now  absolutely  finished,  and  in  some  of 
them  the  guns  are  mounted.  Some,  on  the 
other  liand,  are  not  finished,  but  are  in  a 
forward  state,  and  one  battery,  I  believe, 
is  not  begun.  The  reason  for  that  battery 
not  having  been  commenced  is  that,  as  I 
dare  say  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
knows,  it  has  been  found  to  be  in  a  very 
cramped  and  inconvenient  position,  and 
it  has  been  determined  to  remove  the 
battary.  Delay  has  occurred  in  com- 
mencing the  work  for  this  reason,  that 
funds  had  to  be  provided  by  the  Colony  ; 
but  as  those  funds  have  now  been  voted, 
the  work  will  be  proceeded  with  immedi- 
ately. It  is  hardly  necessary  for  me  to 
remind  your  Lordships  that  the  com- 
pletion of  emplacements  and  fitting  them 
for  the  guns  is  now  a  very  different 
matter  from  what  it  was  in  former  days. 
Tn  the  old  times,  the  necessary  work 
could  be  done  almost  in  a  few  days,  or 
at  any  rate  in  a  very  few  weeks,  and  the 
guns  could  easily  be  mounted.  But  now 
Lo7*d  Chdmsjord 


it  is  very  different :  the  steel  rails  for 
the  rollers  of  the  modem  breechloading- 
guns  have  to  be  bolted  with  long  rods, 
through  the  concrete  in  which  they  are 
fixed ;  then  cament  has  to  be  run  round 
the  rods  and  the  whole  a&ir  has  to 
remain  at  rest  without  being  touched 
for  six  months,  while  the  cement  is 
hardening.  Until  that  time  at  least  has 
elapsed,  the  guns  cannot  be  mounted. 
All  those  things  necessarily  take  a  very- 
long  time.  Tien,  with  regard  to  the 
guns  themselves,  I  am  happy  to  say  that 
a  very  considerable  number  of  them, 
constituting  the  heavy  armament,  have 
been  decpatohed,  and  we  have  received 
news  of  their  arrival.  Some  of  them, 
indeed,  are  already  mounted  tmd  some  of 
them  are  being  moanted.  As  regards 
the  quick-firing  guns  which  are  inten- 
ded to  be  sent  to  Colombo,  they  are 
already  fim'shed,  and  are  at  this  moment 
awaiting  shipment.  We  hope  to  get 
them  off  very  soon.  Another  issne  of 
heavy  guns  will,  we  hope,  be  made  in 
May,  and  we  hope  to  have  all  the  other 
guns  ready  by  the  end  of  the  year.  To 
sum,  up  I  may  say  that  we  hope  to  have 
the  whob  of  the  defences  of  Colombo 
finished  by  the  end  of  the  coming  finan- 
cial  year. 

COUNTY    COUNCILS   ASSOCIATION 

EXPENSES    BILL.-(Ko.  37.) 

THIBD  LEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing, read. 
♦Lord  NORTON :  My  Lords,  I  beg  ta 
enter  my  protest  against  this  Bill  before 
it  leaves  your  Lorships'  House.  It  is  a 
Bill  to  enable  Coun.ty  Councils  to  sub- 
scribe to  any  association  for  the  purpose 
of  consultation  and  discussion  on  any 
matters  relating  to  Local  Government. 
A  great  many  of  your  Lordships  are  on 
County  Councils  throughout  the  King- 
dom, and  I  appeal  to  those  noble  Lords 
whether  the  County  Councils  have  not 
already  shown  themselves  only  too  prone 
to  wander  from  their  executive  and 
administrative  functions,  and  to  enter 
upon  unauthorised  legislative  disquisi- 
tions. In  fact,  the  whole  country  is 
breaking  up  into  fragmentary  parlia- 
ments or  assemblies  for  the  purpose  of 
talking  ad  2^pidu7nj  instead  of  acting  in 
the  plain  service  of  the  people.  The 
very  exact  limit  to  the  expenses  of 
such  talking,  which   this  Bill  proposes 
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is  in  itself  an  absurdity.  It  pro- 
vides that  the  expenses  of  sach  con- 
sultations shall  not  exceed  in  the  year 
in  any  county  more  than  £31  10s. — a 
very  arbitrary  sum.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  very  fixing  of  such  an  average 
itsslf  proves  the  unpractical  and 
purposeless  nature  of  the  Bill.  But 
it  is  proposed  that  this  sura  which 
will  h'd  a  kind  of  County  talking-rate, 
may  take  the  form  of  an  annual  sub- 
scription to  an  association  for  the  purpose, 
and  for  the  reasonable  expenses  of  repre- 
sentatives attending  them.  This  seems 
to  betray  the  electioneering  cant  of 
the  day.  We  are  already  dissatisfied 
with  the  delegation  of  almost  Par- 
liamentary functions  to  the  County 
Councils,  and  we  want  to  add  a  still  lower 
stratum  of  representative  assessors  to 
consult  and  debate  with  them.  It  may 
be  said  this  is  to  cost  only  a  small 
sum  ;  but  its  smallness  is  the  thin  edge 
of  the  wedge,  and  larger  sums  will 
be  hereafter  subscribed  by  County 
Councils  as  debating  societies.  There 
is  also  an  omission  in  the  Bill ; 
it  does  not  provide  for  any  ex- 
penses of  deputations  to  wretched 
Ministers,  particularly  the  Presidents  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  whose 
holidays  will  be  bespoken  by  these  consul- 
tative County  Associations.  I  know  it 
is  useless  for  me  to  take  your  Lordships' 
opinion  upon  the  Third  Reading,  but  I 
offer  these  remarks  upon  the  Bill  that 
it  may  not  leave  this  House  without  a 
very  solemn  protest  being  made  against 
it. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  my  noble  Friend  who  has 
just  spoken  is  needlessly  apprehensive, 
and  that  he  is  without  sufficient  ground 
for  his  apprehension,  for  this  reason, 
that  a  similar  association  has  been  in 
operation  for  many  years  of  the 
Municipal  Councils  of  England  and 
Wales,  and  that  that  association  has  met 
and  consulted  with  great  practical  advan- 
tage to  the  work  of  the  Municipal  Councils. 
I  cannot  admit  myself  that  the  County 
Councils  are  likely  to  be  inferior  in  wis- 
dom or  practical  sense  to  the  Municipal 
Councils  ;  and  unless  they  are  we  have 
experience  from  the  actual  operation  of 
the  Municipal  Councils  Association  in 
the  past  that  there  is  no  danger  in  their 
consultation.  There  can  only  be  danger  if 


the  County  Councils  cannot  be  trusted  to 
exhibit  as  much  common  sense  and 
application,  really,  to  their  work  as  the 
Municipal  Councils  have  displayed. 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  order),  with 
the  Amendments,  and  pEissed,  and  sent 
to  the  Commons. 

LARCENY  ACT,  1861,  AMENDMENT  (USE 

OF  FIREARMS)  BILU— (No.  18.) 

T^IRD   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing, read. 

♦The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  :  My  Lords, 
there  is  an  Amendment  which  I  have  to 
propose,  but  it  is  a  very  small  one.  It  is 
for  the  purpose  of  restoring  the  Bill  to 
the  same  condition  in  which  it  was  when 
it  left  your  Lordships'  House  last  year. 
On  the  Third  Reading,  my  late  lamented 
Friend  Lord  FitzGerald  proposed  that 
Clause  61  of  the  Larceny  Act  should  be 
added  to  those  already  in  the  Bill,  and 
so  render  those  persons  who  should  be 
convicted  under  it  liable  to  the  penalties 
imposed  by  the  Act.  By  some  mistake 
that  addition,  which  was  consented  to  by 
your  Lordships*  House  and  passed,  luw 
not  been  printed  with  the  Bill,  and 
therefore  has  not  appeared  in  the  copies 
which  have  hitherto  been  placed  before 
your  Lordships.  The  61st  clause  enacts 
that— 

**  Whosoever  shall  steal  any  cfaequfs,  monies, 
or  valuable  securities  from  any  dwelling-house, 
and  shall  by  any  means  or  threat  put  any  one 
being  so  threatened  in  bodily  fear,  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  felony,  and  being  convicted 
thereof  shall  be  liable  " 

and  so  on.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
then  stated,  as  well  as  I  remember,  that 
it  was  within  his  personal  knowledge 
that  cases  had  occurred  of  fireai*ms  being 
used  under  those  circumstances,  and  that 
is  an  ofiEence  which  certainly  ought  to  be 
within  the  purview  of  the  Act.  I 
therefore,  with  the  object  of  restoring  the 
Bill  to  the  condition  in  which  it  was 
when  it  left  your  Lordships'  House, 
propose  this  Amendment. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  line 
10,  leave  out  the  first  ("and  "),  and  after 
("fifty-seven")  insert  ("and  sixty- 
one  ")  ;  Schedule,  page  5,  after  paragraph 
58  insert  as  a  separate  paragraph  ;  (61.) 
[Here  insert  clanse  61  of  24  and  25 
Vict.  c.  96].-Y^Ac  Earl  oj  Milltown.) 
2  H  2 
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The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Bafore  we  go  to  the  Schedule,  I  want  to 
ask  mj  noble  Friend,  whether  on  the 
whole  he  does  not  think  it  expedient  to 
pay  a  certain  amount  of  regard  to — what 
shall  I  say  ?-^I  may  say,  the  sentiments 
of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  probably  elsewhere  those  ssnti- 
ments  will  be  more  fully  echoed  than 
they  are  here.  1  think  that  the  words 
"  twice  or  thrice  '*  in  lines  23  and  24 
might  wisely  be  omitted.  No  doubt  a 
great  deal  of  the  benefit  to  be  derived 
from  the  Bill  may  b3  expected  to  proceed 
from  the  first  whipping,  the  first  applica- 
tion of  the  50  strokes,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  the  second  or  third  whippings  would 
be  of  sufficient  advantage  to  justify  my 
noble  Friend  in  weighting  his  Bill  with 
that  which  will  adversely  affect  it  else- 
where. I  only  suggest  that  as  a  matter 
of  prudence. 

•The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  :  Of  course 
I  should  desire  to  accept  any  suggestion 
coming  from  the  Prime  Minister,  but  I 
must  point  out  that  the  words  of  the 
clause  are  not  mine.  The  noble  and 
learned  Master  of  the  Rolls  was  under  a 
total  misapprehension  of  the  law  upon 
the  subject  when  he  made  his  statement 
to  this  House.  In  laying  down  certain 
rules  for  the  flogging  of  these  misde- 
meanants, I  was  simply  copying  the 
words  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  for 
which  ray  noble  Friend  now  present 
is  responsible,  and  which  was  passed 
in  1866  for  the  purpose  of  stop- 
ping the  crime  of  robbery  with  violence 
usually  called  "garrotting."  I  have 
made  no  alteration  in  it  whatever.  It 
is  just  the  same  thing,  and  if  I  accept 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Marquess 
the  clause  will  be  made  altogether 
different  to  the  Act  from  which  it  is  taken 
and  which  it  simply  extends.  How- 
ever, if  the  noble  Marquess,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, still  thinks  it  would  be  advis- 
able to  make  a  difference  between  the 
present  Bill  aiid  the  existing  Act  of  Par- 
liament, I  shall  of  course  adopt  his  sug- 
gestion. At  the  same  time  I  do  not 
anticipata  any  very  great  hostility  in  the 
other  House,  if  only  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  do  something  to  enable 
it  to  come  to  a  decision  upon  the  Bill. 

Loed  HERSCHELL  :  1  cannot  agree 
with  the  noble  Earl  that  the  proposal 
made  by  the  noble  Marquess  would  alter 
the  existing  law.     No  doubt  in  a  single 


Act  it  is  provided  that  there  should  be  or 
may  be  these  repeatid  whippings  admin- 
istered. But  we  have  now  to  consider, 
not  the  Act,  but  the  application  of  the 
punishment  of  whipping  for  an 
altogether  different  series  of  offences, 
and  unless  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  means  to  say  that  because  in 
one  Act  this  punishment  has  been  award- 
ed or  rendered  possible,  it  has  become 
part  of  the  British  Constitution,  and 
that  in  all  other  Acts  into  which  it  may 
be  thought  advisable  to  introduce  the 
punishment  of  whipping,  it  must  be 
administered  "once,  twice,  thrice,"  1 
confess  1  cannot  understand  his  reason- 
ing. We  have  now  for  the  first  time  to 
award  this  punishment  for  a  number  of 
offences,  and  the  question  is  whether  in 
so  awarding  it  we  shall  make  the  punish- 
ment once  whipping,  or  inflict  it  once, 
twice,  and  thrice.  We  are  not  in  the 
least  concerned  now  with  another  Act, 
passed  more  than  20  years  ago,  which 
deals  with  another  class  of  offences  ;  and 
I  cannot  admit  that  when  we  are  asked 
to  begin  afresh  to  extend  this 
punishment  of  whipping,  as  proposed  by 
this  Bill,  to  the  offences  which  are  there 
dealt  with,  we  are  pledged  to  follow  the 
same  process  in  its  infliction — that  for 
all  time  we  are  to  imitate  the  method 
thought  right  20  years  ago,  even  if  we 
should  think  it  right  to  flog  at  all. 

♦Lord  NORTON :  I  think  there  would  be 
considerable  force  in  what  has  fallen 
from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  if  this 
Bill  were  upon  a  totally  different  subject 
and  applied  to  a  totally  different  kind  of 
crime  to  that  which  is  dealt  with  by  the 
former  Act,  but  it  is  simply  because 
the  crime  dealt  with  by  this  Bill 
is  of  exactly  the  same  character, 
only  if  anything  worse  in  degree  than 
the  crime  dealt  with  by  what  is  called 
the  **  Garrotting  Act,"  tiiat  there  is  a  fair 
inference  to  be  drawn  from  one  Bill  to 
the  other  that  the  two  will  be  equally 
successful.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
spoke  as  if  corporal  punishment  were 
proposed  to  be  applied  to  a  totally  new 
category  of  crime.  That  is  not  the  case, 
for  the  subject-matter  of  this  Bill  is 
practically  identical  with  that  which  is 
dealt  with  by  the  Act  from  which  it  is 
drawn.  The  Garrotting  Act,  which  was  so 
very  successful,  applied  corporal  punish- 
ment to  people  who  murderously  attacked 
for  robbery  in  the  dark.     In  one  case  the 
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garrotters  broke  the  jaw  of  an  old  gentle- 
man in  getting  his  watch.  This  Bill 
would  similarly  deter  from  murderous 
burglary.  For  that  class  of  crime  this 
has  been  found  to  be  a  deterrent 
punishment.  Unless  punishment  is 
made  deterrent  you  had  better  have  no 
punishment  at  all ;  there  is  no  use.  On 
the  Second  Reading  the  noble  Lord  said 
this  was  retrograde  legislation ;  but,  in 
S9quenc3  of  a  series  of  like  legislation, 
it  is  a  step  in  advance.  It  is  an  applica- 
tion of  precisely  the  same  principle, 
not  trenchingf  on  any  new  ground,  not 
trespassing  on  anything  experimental. 
There  is  no  sense  in  comparing  the 
whippings  now  inflicted  with  the  flog- 
gings of  a  former  age,  and  it  is  simply 
from  the  fact  tliat  in  the  olden  times 
floggings  were  brutally  excessive  and 
therefore  were  abandoned,  that  the  in- 
ference is  drawn  that  the  great  and 
most  needful  resource  of  corporal 
punishment  cannot  be  admittedly  ap- 
plied. As  to  the  proposition  which 
has  come  from  the  Prime  Minister, 
I  think  the  noble  Earl  who  intro- 
duced the  Bill  is  wise  in  accepting 
it ;  though  I  am  to  a  certain  extent  sorry 
for  it,  because  it  will  look  as  if  this 
House  had  flinched  from  folio  wing  the  pre- 
cedent which  has  already  beeft  successful, 
and  the  fact  may  be  quoted  in  other 
places  as  showing  that,  after  all,  your 
Lordships  have  flinched  from  the  full  con- 
viction upon  which  you,  by  large  majorities 
last  Session,  passed  the  same  Bill.  The 
Prime  Minister  himself  expressed  an 
opinion  that  a  considerable  check  was 
given  to  garrotting  even  before  that 
Act  passed.  The  mere  threat  of  the 
Act  operated  to  check  the  crime,  and 
so  I  think  the  mere  threat  of  this 
Act  will  be  a  check,  and  has  already 
proved  a  chock,  to  the  use  of  firearnos  in 
burglary.  I  am  sorry,  therefore,  that 
the  effect  of  this  Bill  should  be  dimin- 
ished in  any  respect  at  all.  At  the 
same  time,  1  think  the  noble  Earl  was 
right  in  accepting  the  omission  pro- 
posed. 

♦The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN:  My 
Lords,  I  am  not  of  a  particularly  blood- 
thirsty disposition,  but  I  think  it  is  neces- 
sary to  award  the  necessary  punishment  to 
brutal  burglars.  My  contention  is  that  this 
punishment  will  deter  them  from  putting 
a  six-shooter  in  their  pockets  when  they 
set  out  to  commit  burglaries,  and  I  am 


quite  satisfied  that  many  of  the  sicrificcs 
of  life  which  have  occurred  would  have 
been  avoided  had  this  measure  been  itk 
operation.  As  I  am  upon  my  legs  I 
should  like  to  refer  for  a  moment  to 
what  was  said  by  the  Master  of  the  Rolls. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  This  is  a  Utile  out 
of  order.  The  noble  Earl  has  spoken  upon 
the  proposal  of  the  Prime  Minister.  He 
can  hardly  reply  in  this  way  to  what  has 
been  said  by  those  who  have  spoken 
since. 
♦The  Earl  op  MILLTOWN  :  Then  I  beg 
leave  to  move  that  Amendment. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  :  With 
regard  to  line  25,  may  I  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  that  I  have  no  wish  to 
flinch — a  word  which  is  perhaps  more 
applicable  to  another  person  in  these 
proceedings — from  doing  what  I  con- 
sider absolutely  necessary,  but  I  think 
it  is  not  desirable  to  go  further  than 
is  absolutely  necessary,  and  we  mav 
very  well  go  by  steps.  Your  Lordships 
may  remember  that  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls,  in  his  speech,  raised  questions  of  a 
disagreeable  anatomical  character,  which, 
in  the  other  Honse  may  possibly  have 
some  effect. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

♦The  Earl  op  MILLTOWN :  My  Lords, 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  passed,  I  may 
perhaps  now  be  allowed,  notwithstanding 
the  criticism  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  to  say  a  few  words  with  regard  to 
the  objection  taken  yesterday  by  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  as  to  the  1st  clause 
in  the  Schedule,  which  applies  to  cases 
of  sacrilege.  The  noble  Earl  Kimberley 
made  the  same  objection  last  year,  on 
the  ground  that  persons  do  not  ordinarily 
live  in  churches  and  places  of  Divine 
worship,  and  therefore  that  nobody  was 
likely  to  get  hurt  there  by  an  armed 
burglar.  I  think  that  states  the  sub- 
stance of  the  objection  of  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls.  But  if  I  recollect  rightly,  a 
case  occurred  some  time  ago  in  which  a 
Roman  Catholic  priest  made  a  most 
plucky  defence  of  his*  church  against 
a  burglar  who  was  attempting  to  steal 
the  communion  plate,  and  though 
the  burglar  was  armed,  the  pnest 
managed  to  frustrate  his  intentions. 
But  a  most  remarkable  case,  which  I 
recommend  to  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Earl,  was  a  case  wbir.h  was  tried  at  the 
Old  Bailey,  in,  I  think,  the  year  1884, 
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whea  a  burglar  named,  I  believe, 
Orrock,  going  on  a  predatory  expedi- 
tion, and  having  provided  himself  with 
a  six-shooter,  seeing  a  church  apparently 
unprotected,  proceeded  to  effect  an 
entrance  with  the  object  of  stealing  the 
communion  plats ;  but  a  policeman 
came  upon  the  scene,  and  attempted  to 
arrest  Orrock,  who  thereupon  pulled  out 
his  six-shooter  and  shot  the  policeman 
dead.  Orrock  was  tried  at  the  Old  Bailey, 
before  Mr.  Justice  Hawkins,  convicted, 
sentenced  to  death,  and  executed.  Thus 
two  lives  were  lost,  neither  of  which 
possibly  would  have  been  sacrificed  had 
the  provisions  of  my  Bill  been  then  the 
law  of  the  land,  for  1  thmk  it  probable  that 
in  that  case  the  burglar  when  he  placed 
the  pistol  in  his  pocket  had  no  intention 
of  using  it  for  the  deadly  purpose  which 
he  afterwards  carried  out,  and  had  my 
Bill  been  in  operation  would  have  left  it 
at  home  rather  than  run  the  nsk  of  a 
Hedging. 

The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY:  The 
noble  Lord  has  alluded  to  something  I 
said  last  year.  These  are  matters  of 
opinion.  He  does  not  think  that  occur- 
rence would  have  happened  if  this  Bill 
had  bsen  the  law  of  the  land,  but  I  think 
it  would.  That  is,  of  course,  a  matter  ef 
opinion  entirely.  There  are  many 
other  crimes  committed  where  people 
have  pistols  and  use  them,  and  1  do 
not  see  why  this  particular  crime  has 
been  selected.  As  the  noble  Lord  has 
mentioned  one  caae,  I  will  just  mention 
another,  which  happened  not  very  long 
ago  in  my  own  county,  A  man  stole  a 
horse,  a  policeman  attempted  to  arrest  him, 
and  he  fired  at  the  constable.  As  far  as 
I  can  see,  this  penalty  ought  to  have  been 
applied  to  that  man  just  as  much  as  to  a 
criminal  committing  a  burglary.  My 
objection  to  the  Bill  is  simply  this,  that 
if  you  introduce*  the  practice  of  whipping 
in  this  particular  instance,  I  cannot  see 
the  slightest  reason  why  you  should  not 
extend  it  to  a  vast  number  of  other 
offences.  I  still  maintain  my  opinion 
that  it  is  a  retrograde  step,  and  one  which 
is  inconsistent  with  our  whole  system  for 
long  years  past,  during  which  we  have 
had  a  considerable  diminution  of  crime. 
I  therefore  see  no  reason  at  all  for 
passing  thii  Bill. 

J3ill  read  3»  (according  to  order) ; 
Amendments  made ;  Bill  passed,  and 
Bent  to  the  Commons. 

TJie  Earl  of  MUltown 
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COMMUNICATIONS. 

QUESTION — OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Duke    op    MARLBOPOUGH  : 
My  Lords,  the  question  which  I  have 
put  down  upon   tho  Paper  has   really 
reference  to  a  Motion  which  I  had  the 
honour    to   make    in    your    Lordships' 
House  last  year,    when    I    asked    the 
question  of  the  Prime  Minister  what  the 
intentions  of  the  Grovemment  were  with 
regard  to  the  development  of  the  tele- 
phono  in   this  country,    and  especially 
with  regard  to  the  action  of  the  Poet 
OflRce.      Really  the  subject  is  one  which 
is  of  very  great  interest  at  the  present 
time,  because  we  may  say  that  the  tele- 
phone as  a  system  hardly  exists  yet  in 
this  country.     There   have   been  many 
causes  which  have  produced  difficulty  in 
developing  the  telephone  ;  but  I  may  say, 
having     myself     some     personal      ex- 
perience,    having     largely     used      the 
telephone,  and  having  carried  out  a  great 
many  experiments  with  it,  that  a  more 
valuable  and  useful   invention  has  not 
been  produced  in  this  century.  Its  adop- 
tion,  however,  very  much  depends   for 
general   use  upon  its   being  more  per- 
fectly developed.     I  may  say  that  3  it 
were  fully  developed  any  of  your  Lord- 
ships might  be  sitting  quietly  waiting 
at  your   writing   tables,  and  you  could 
have  beside  you  a  little  box  into  which 
you  could  talk  to  your  friends  living  at 
different  places  all  over  London,  and  at 
much  greater  distances,  thus  saving  the 
trouble  of  correspondence  and  of  sending 
telegrams,  because  the  telephone  is  a  far 
preferable  mode  of  communication  to  the 
use  of  either  telegrams  or  of  correspon- 
dence.    In  fact,  so  capable  is  it  of  con^- 
plete   development  that  by  means  of  it 
you  can  talk  to  persons  as  easily  between 
London  and  Brighton  or  between  London 
and  any  others  of  the  large  towns  in  Eng- 
land, and  be  as  plainly   heard  as  your 
Ix)rdships  can  hear  me  in  this  House  at 
the  present  moment.     I  am  quite  sure 
that  the  public  is  in  favour  of  my  view, 
that  is,  that  the  telephone  is  one  of  those 
valuable  inventions  which  we  all  ought 
to  have  complete  and  entire  facilities  in 
using.     That,   my   Lords,  must  l»   my 
apology  for  pressing  the  matter  again  on 
the  attention  of  your  House.  The  moment 
has  come  when,  in  the  words   which  I 
think  were  used  by  the  Prime  Minister 
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last  year,  it  is  necessary  for  us,  and 
when,  as  I  say,  it  behoves  the  Legisla- 
ture to  take  some  steps  in  the  matter, 
and  to  consider  the  action  that  is  to  be 
taken  by  the  Government  in  reference 
to  it.  The  valuable  "patents  of  Bell  and 
Edison,  that  is  to  say  several  of  them, 
the  main  patents,  expire,  I  believe, 
this  year,  and  therefore  it  is  necessary  if 
anything  is  done  that  the  Government 
fihould  now  either  undertake  to  establish 
a  telephone  system  in  London,  or  that  they 
should  be  willing  to  depute  those  powers 
which  they  possess  to  public  companies 
who  are  willing  to  take  up  this  work.  In 
order  to  develop  a  telephone  system  in 
London  a  very  large  expenditure  of 
capital  would  be  required  ;  I  should  say 
that  no  private  company  ought  to  start 
upon  such  a  work  which  could  not  com- 
mand £1,000,000  sterling  of  capital. 
The  expense  of  laying  great  main  circuits 
round  London,  and  the  expense  of  estab- 
lishing main  stations  and  sub-stations, 
would  be  very  great ;  the  running  ex- 
penses also  would  be  very  large,  and  I 
think  it  would  certainly  not  be  safe  for  a 
private  company  to  undertake  the  work 
ander  a  capital  of,  say,  £1,000,000  ster- 
ling. Therefore,  my  Lords,  the  question 
arises  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  be  prepared  to  recommend 
that  an  expenditure  to  so  large  an 
Amount  should  be  incurred,  and  thereby, 
in  fact,  an  organisation  established  which 
would  be  quite  as  important  as  that  new 
branch  of  the  Post  Oflfice,  the  Parcels 
Post,  which  was  established  a  few  years 
ago  ;  that  is  to  say,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  prepared  to  recommend 
that  so  large  an  addition  asithat  should 
be  made  to  the  work  of  the  Post  Office  or 
not.  That,  of  course,  is  a  matter  for  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  decide.  When 
I  ventured  to  bring  this  matter  before 
your  Lordships'  House  last  year  there 
were  several  points  which  I  ventured  to 
touch  upon.  One  was  the  question  of 
communication  ;  that  is  to  say,  overhead 
wires ;  and  the  other  was  the  question  of 
administration.  The  noble  Marquess 
rather  suggested  that  I  had  somewhat 
mixed  up  two  questions  which  were  en- 
tirely separate ;  but  I  would  venture  to 
point  out  to  him  that  really  the  two 
questions  are  inseparably  connected  and 
combined ;  because,  of  course,  a  telephone 
system  is  impossible  unless  proyision  is 
inade  for  wire  communication    and  for 


its  administration.  It  is  therefore  abso- 
lutely necessaiy  in  developing  the 
telephone,  to  provide  for  that.  In  1885 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
sat  upon  the  whole  question  of  telephones 
and  telephone  wires.  That  Committee 
heard  the  evidence  of  the  Post  OflBce 
officials;  it  also  heard  the  evidence  of 
the  engineer  to  the  Post  Office,  of  the 
Chairman,  solicitor,  engineers,  and  officials 
of  the  United  Telephone  Company,  and 
of  the  Chairmen  of  the  various  sub- 
Telephone  Companies  which  then  existed; 
and  that  Committee  then  came  to  a 
conclusion  upon  the  matter  and  made  a 
Report.  If  yoar  Lordships  will  permit 
me  to  say  a  few  -^ords  about  this 
Committee  and  their  Report,  I  think  it 
will  help  to  clear  up  the  question  in  the 
public  mind.  The  object  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  to  find  out  what  were  the 
difficulties  which  existed  with  regard  to 
overhead  wires,  and  with  re^rd  to 
establishing  communications,  and  as  to 
what  facilities  the  Post  Office  might  give, 
and  could  give,  in  the  matter ;  and  the 
curious  fact  was  brought  out  that  the 
law  is  in  a  state  of  very  great  confusion 
on  the  whole  question.  Now,  with  regard 
to  the  powers  which  the  Postmaster 
General  exercises;  he  exercises  his  powers 
under  various  Acts  of  Parliament  which 
were  passed  between  the  years  1863  and 
1878.  He  obtains  a  monopoly  by  the 
Act  of  1869,  and  the  Act  of  1868  gives 
him  further  powers  with  regard  to  the 
railways.  In  a  few  words,  the  Post- 
master General  has,  practically,  sufficient 
powers  for  the  purpose  of  running 
telegraphic  communications.  He  can, 
by  giving  notice  to  the  Highway  Boards, 
lay  underground  tubes  or  erect  posts 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  wires  along 
the  highways  ;  he  can  also  give  notice  to 
private  individuals  and  proceed  to  erect 
wires  over  their  houses  provided  he  does 
not  approach  them  within  a  certain 
distance,  and  provided  that  what  is  re- 
quired to  be  done  comes  within  the 
powers  posse6se<\  by  the  Post  Office. 
There  was  no  complaint  made  before 
the  Committee  that  the  Post  Office  were 
short  of  powers  to  do  their  work.  There 
fore  we  arrive  at  this  fact :  that  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  prepared  to 
undertake  the  establishment  of  a  tele- 
phone system  themselves,  the  Postmaster 
General  possesses  all  the  powers  necea- 
sary  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the 
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work.  Bufc  a  carious  point  arises.  Your 
Lordships  are  no  doubfc  a^are  of  the 
fact  that  when  the  litigation  took  place 
with  regard  to  thesa  matters,  and  the 
Post  Office  Authorities  won  their  suit, 
licencas  wera  then  given  by  the  Post 
Office  Authorities  to  the  United  Tele- 
phone Company.  They  gave  a  licence 
to  th9  United  Telephone  Company  as  a 
company  to  make  communications  for 
use  between  individuals  and  through 
their  Telephone  Exchanges,  bufc  they  gave 
no  running  powers.  The  consequence 
was  that  the  United  Telephone  Company, 
or  as  they  call  themselves  now,  the 
National  Telephone  Company,  were  in 
the  position  of  any  other  private  indi- 
vidual. They  had  no  powers  to  break 
up  roads  such  as  were  possessed  by  the 
Postmaster  General,  but  they  had  to  run 
their  wires  as  best  they  could.  They 
had  to  go  and  ask  the  permission  of 
householders  to  put  up  their  wires. 
They  might  or  might  not  get  that  per- 
mission ;  and  when  they  did  get 
permission,  they  had  to  run  their  wires 
in  and  out  in  every  sort  of  way  for  the 
purpose  of  making  communications,  and 
householders  had  the  right  even  to  pull 
down  those  wires  if  they  annoyed  or 
troubled  them  in  any  way.  There  is  no 
question,  therefore,  that  the  system,  such 
as  it  was,  could  hardly  have  been  deve- 
loped unless  very  large  powers  had 
been  conceded  to  a  company.  Now, 
the  question  is,  would  the  Government, 
if  not  themselves  prepared  to  take  up 
this  work,  be  prepared  to  recommend 
that  the  Postmaster  General  should  con- 
cede powers  to  a  company  sufficient  to 
enable  them  to  do  the  work  ?  There  was 
a  suit  called  the  Walworth  suit,  in  which 
the  parish  authorities  tried  to  stop  the 
United  Telephone  Company  from  run- 
ning wires  across  the  roads.  That  case 
was  decided  against  the  parish  author- 
ities, and  it  was  held,  that  inasmucli  as 
th3  roadways  are  only  the  property  of 
the  public  for  the  purpose  of  traffic,  the 
public  hnve  no  right  either  to  the  soil 
under  the  roads — tliat  is  to  say,  no 
underground  right,  nor  have  they  any 
right  overhead — that  is  to  say,  towards 
the  sky,  except  so  far  as  regards  any- 
thing which  may  impede  the  public 
traffic  ;  and  it  was  held  by  the  Court  of 
Appeal  that  any  individual  may  run  a 
wire  across  a  roadway,  provided  it  be 
placed  at  a  sufficient  height  so  as  not  to 
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impede  the  traffic.     The  consequence  is, 
that  by  that  lapse  of  the  Legislature,  the 
Telephone  Company  have  been  able  to 
get  across   roads  and    streets,   though, 
curious  to  say,  the  Postmaster  General 
has  not  those  powers,  because  the  Post- 
master Greneral  can  only  actwithin  the  four 
corners  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  under 
which   he    derives    his  powers.      Your 
Lordships  will  sec,  therefore,  there  is  a 
confusion  in  this  sense,  that  as  there  is 
no  proper   law  regulating  the  right  of 
crossing  roads,  private  individuals  and 
companies  can  act  as  they  choose  ;  whereas 
the  Postmaster  General  is  bound  in  a 
way  that  the  companies  or  private  indi- 
viduals are    not.       It    came    out  very 
strongly  before  the  Committee  that  that 
was  looked  upon  as  a  very  great  blot  in  the 
matter,  and  one  which  should  undoubt- 
edly be   speedily  remedied.     Now,  my 
Lords,  the  next  question  which  arises  is 
this.  I  will  not  trouble  year  Lordships  by 
reading  any  portions    of    the    Report, 
because  I  know  that  the  matter  is  one  in 
regard  to  which,  in  order  to  explain  it 
clearly,  one  would  have  to  go  rather  fully 
into  it ;  and  I  think  it  is  best  to  state 
the    matter    simply    in    a    few    words. 
With  regard  to  the  Report,  this  question 
occars :  Are  Her  Majesty's  Gk)vemnient 
satisfied  that  the  information  we  at  pre- 
sent possess  was  sufficiently  brought  out 
by  the  Report  of  this  Committee ;  or  is 
it,  in  their  opinion,  advisable  that  a  Com- 
mittee of  your  Lordships'  House  should 
be   appointed   in   order   to  inquire    still 
further  into  the  questions,  first,  as  to  the 
running  of  overhead  wires,  and  stcondly,. 
what  wou^d  be  the  best  course  to  adopt 
with  regard  to  the   Post  Office  under- 
taking the  telephoning  of  London  ?     If 
the  noble  Marquess  and  the  Gk)vernment 
aie  of  opinion  that  a  Committee  is  not 
necessary,  it  might  be  possible  to  come 
to  a  still  more  speedy  decision  in  the 
matter,  because  undoubtedly  the  infor- 
mation which  this  Report  contains  is,  one 
may  say,  almost  exhaustive  as  far  as  the 
present  state  of  the  law  goes  ;  and  I  do 
not  think  it  has  much  changed  since  that 
period.     There  are  various  points  which 
are  necessary  to  be  considered.     In  the 
first  place,  undoubtedly,  the  telephone, 
to  be  of  any  sei*vice,  should  be  cheap. 
At  the  present  time  it  costs  ^20  a  year 
to    each  subscriber;  consequently,    the 
development  it  has  assumed  is  perfectly 
contemptible  in  comparison  with  what  it 
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might  soon  become.  I  see  by  a  book  of 
the  Telephone  Company's,  which  I  have 
here,  there  are  only  11,104  subscribers, 
a«  far  as  I  can  make  out ;  theref «  re,  your 
Lordships  will  see  that  it  really  is  not 
worth  while,  in  the  opinion  of  many 
people,  to  pay  this  charge  of  £20  a  year. 
Most  of  those  people  who  use  it  are 
stockbrokers,  merchants,  and  people 
in  business.  No  doubt,  a  broker 
in  the  City  finds  it  very  useful  to  be  able 
to  telephone  to  his  bankers  ;  but  to  us  at 
the  West-End  of  London,  who  could  like- 
wiss  use  the  telephone  for  our  business 
purposes  as  well  as  for  our  pleasure,  that 
may  be  considered  too  high  a  charge,  and 
we  do  not  feel  sufficient  temptation  to  use 
it  and  pay  £20  a  year  for  that  privilege. 
That  is  because  there  has  been  no  develop- 
ment of  the  system.  For  that  purpose  I 
think  we  cannot  do  without  the  overhead 
wires.  That  was  brought  out  fully  in 
the  Report.  Surely  there  can  be  no 
objection  to  them.  It  is  a  very  small 
wire  that  is  used  for  this  purpose,  weigh- 
ing about  21b8.  to  the  100  yards,  fine 
ooppsr  wire.  There  is  no  danger  in 
running  these  lines  of  fine  copper  wire 
overhead,  and  it  is  simply  a  question 
whether  we  should  not,  under  proper 
regulations,  allow  the  running  of  those 
wires  in  tliat  way.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  you  cannot  so  run  them  unless  you 
have  power  to  take  them  over  the 
premises  of  private  individuals  (always 
provided  that  you  do  not  do  them  any 
injury)  without  their  consent.  The 
Postmaster  General  has  that  power, 
though  if  an  owner  can  prove  djEimage 
the  wire  has  to  be  removed.  But  with- 
out that  power  to  enable  wires  to  be  run 
over  roofs  we  cannot  have  a  telephone 
system  in  London.  There  is  only  one 
other  point  which  I  should  like  to 
mention  before  my  question  is  replied  to, 
and  that  is,  that  if  the  Post  Office  are 
going  to  take  up  this  matter  and  create 
a  Department  for  this  purpose,  the  ques- 
tion of  power  really  does  not  signify ; 
but  if  there  is  to  be  any  question  of 
deputing  these  powers  to  public  com- 
panies, two  things  will  have  to  be  con- 
sidered :  first,  whether  the  Postmaster 
General  has  the  right  without  going  to 
Parliament  to  concede  the  powers  ne 
at  present  possesses  to  a  public 
company  —  for  at  present  the  Post- 
master General  has  not  conceded 
any    of    his    power;    ho   simply    gives 


a  licence  to  the  company  to  carry  6n  tho 
work ;  and  as  that  cannot  develop  the 
system,  the  first  question  is,  whether  the. 
Postmaster  General  is  prepared,  in  case 
the  Post  Office  Authorities  do  not  them- 
selves take  up  the  work,  to  concede  his 
powers;  and,  secondly,  can  he  concede 
them  without  a  special  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment 1  That  is  a  very  impt^rtant  ques- 
tion. Then  there  is  also  the  question 
whether,  if  this  work  is  to  be  given  to 
any  public  company,  it  is  to  be  made  the 
subj'ict  of  competition.  If  so,  there 
must  be  some  limit  to  the  competition^ 
otherwise  you  will  have  numerous  lines, 
running  side  by  side.  If  you  are  only 
going  to  give  the  power  to  two  com- 
panies, well  and  good ;  but  if  you  are 
going  to  give  it  to  three  or  more  it  will 
not  do.  Even  if  you  are  going  to  have 
two  companies,  you  will  have  one  person 
who  is  a  member  of  one  company  and 
another  person  who  is  a  member  of 
another  company  desiring  to  communi- 
cate. There  will  be  no  communication 
between  the  Exchanges  of  those  two 
companies,  and  therefore  a  man  who 
may  want  to  talk  to  a  person  who  is 
sulicriber  of  another  company  will  be 
unable  to  do  so  because  that  person 
belongs  to  a  different  company.  There- 
fore, your  Lordships  will  see  that  it  ia 
necessary  there  should  not  be  more  than 
two  companies,  at  any  rate,  on  that 
ground  alone.  Then,  again,  you  must 
have  overhead  wires,  and  you  must 
consider  what  the  result  will  be  in  that 
respect.  In  the  City  of  New  York,, 
where  for  many  years  they  allowed  this 
overhead  system  to  go  on  unimpeded 
and  unchecked,  there  were  sometimes  as 
many  as  300  or  400  wires  ojF  various 
kinds — electric,  telephone,  and  telegraph 
wires  running  together  overhead.  Some 
of  them  would,  perhaps,  be  dead,  and  at 
last  they  got  into  such  inextricable  diffi- 
culty with  them  altogether— there  was 
so  much  confusion  among  the  various 
wires  and  pipes,  that  they  did  not  know 
which  of  them  were  dead  and  which 
were  alive.  There  were  live  and 
dead  telegraph  wires  as  well  as  tele- 
phone and  electric  lighting  wires;  and 
the  end  of  it  all  was  that  the  whole  thing 
had  to  be  taken  down  and  put  up  anew. 
If  you  are  not  careful  to  prevent  it  you 
will  have  the  same  thing  with  regard  to 
the  telephone ;  and  if  more  than  two 
companies  were   to  start   this  work,  we 
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should  get  into  a  stake  of  hopeless  and 
inextricable  confusion.  I  wish,  there- 
fore, to  ask  Her  Majeatj^s  Government, 
in  cas3  they  do  not  propose  themselves 
to  undertake  this  work,  whether  they 
would  propose  to  put  it  up  to  tlie  com- 
petitiou  of  more  than  one  comimny,  or 
whether  thej  would  give  it  to  one  alone  ? 
No  doubt,  if  you  give  this  right  to  a 
public  company,  the  operations  of  that 
public  company  will  largely  interfere 
with  the  receipts  of  the  Telegrapli  De- 
partment of  the  Post  Office,  but  I  am 
euro  your  Lordships  will  not  tliink  that 
it  would  be  right  for  a  great  invention 
which  would  be  useful  to  us  all  to  be 
burked  or  stopped  in  its  development 
becaase  it  would  interfere  with  the 
receipts  of  a  venture  wliicli  the  Govern- 
ment bought  and  took  over  many  years 
ago.  Large  profits,  are  undoubtedly,  to 
be?  obt.ained  from  working  a  telephone 
system.  The  present  Telephone  Com- 
pany began  by  running  up  their  shares 
in  tho  market  to  the  amount  of 
300  pt^r  cent ;  that  is  to  say,  the 
JE5  shares  went  up  to  very  nearly 
ill 5,  and  the  shares  in  the  sub-eom- 
panies  also  went  up  considerably. 
Not  long  ago  they  combined  together 
and  amalgainated  their  stock.  They 
took  their  stock  at  its  market  value,  as 
they  called  it,  they  called  that  new 
oapital,  and  they  issued  it  in  the  form 
of  new  shares.  Tljat  is  to  say,  they 
practiwilly  watered  the  capital  of  that 
company  to  the  extent  of  the  boom  tlmt 
had  bDon  given  to  it ;  so  that  that  large 
amount  was  practically  coming  out 
of  the  profits  of  the  business.  I 
say,  therefore,  that  m  the  pro6ts  of  this 
business  are  very  large,  the  Government 
would  be  justified  in  charging  a  very 
high  royalty  in  reference  to  conceding  the 
powers  which  the  Postmaster  General 
possesses  J  and,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
might  keep  under  their  own  control  the 
main  trunk  lines  between  the  large 
towns,  so  that  the  Exchanges  would  have 
to  use  the  Government  lines  whenever 
they  wished  to  communicate  between  the 
different  Exchan^^es  and  different  systems. 
Then,  uudoubt^dly,  with  regard  to  the 
municipal  telegraph  receipts,  the  tele- 
phone will  interfere  with  the  telegraph. 
It  is  much  easier  to  make  a  tele- 
phonic communication  than  it  is  to  send 
u  telegraphic  message.  It  is  infinitely 
more  convenient  to  communicate  by 
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telephone  than  by  telegramt  because  you 
can  get  an  answer  at  the  same  time,  so 
that  no  doubt  the  telegraph  receipts  will 
be  interfered  with  ;  but  the  Government 
will   protect  itself  in  that  i^espect  by  tbei 
rc»yalty  it  will  charge-     ify  L<">rd8,  myi 
questions     are: — First,     whether    Her 
Maji-sty's  Government  consider  it  would  ■ 
b?  advisable  to  appoint  a  Committee 
inquire    into    tho    question  of   running^ 
overhead  wires,  and  also  into  the  question 
whether  it  \&  advisable  that   the     Po 
Office  should  itself  adopt  and  carry  ou 
the   working  of  this  general    telephone 
system  j    and,  secondly,    whether    Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  be  prepared, 
if  they  decide  not  to  take  up  the  working 
of   it    themselves,    to   grant   to    public 
companies   tho   rights   which  the    Post- . 
master    General     now    possesses;   andj, 
thirdly,     whether    they    would    refraial 
from  giving  those  rights  to  more  than,  i 
say,  two  companies,  owing  to  the  great 
state    of    confusion    which  would    arise 
therefrom,     I    think,    ray     Lords,    that, 
covers  all  .the  questions  I  wish  to  asli 
and    I  have   only   now    to    thank  your^ 
Lordships   for    the    patience    yon  have 
shown  in  listening  to  these  remarks. 

♦The  secretary  to  the  BOABD 
OF  TRADE  (Lord  Balfoub  of  Burleigh)  : 
My  Lords,  as  I  have  the  honour  to  re* 
present  the  Poet  Office  in  this  House,, j 
your  Tiordships  will  allow  me  to  answeK 
the  questions  which  have  Ijeen  put  bj 
the  noble  Duke,  At  the  outset,  I  say  at 
once  that  I  am  sure  your  Lordships  will 
all  agree  in  the  great  im|x>rtiince  of  tho ' 
subject  which  the  noble  Duke  htiA 
brought  before  the  House,  and  I  am  sur 
we  shall  be  equally  unanimous  in  ot] 
desire  that  no  undue  obstacle  should 
put  in  the  way  of  tJie  development  i 
telephonic  communication  in  this  coil 
try  for  the  convenience  of  the  public  is 
any  way  by  which  that  developmei 
can  bo  retisonably  brought  about.  Th 
noble  Duke  referred  to  the  discussioi] 
which  took  place  last  year  in  this  Hous 
upon  a  kindred  subject.  The  questionarl 
which  ho  then  brought  forward  were  some- 
what different,  involving  as  they  did 
questions  regarding  overhead  electric 
lighting  wires  and  other  matters  of  thaf 
nature,  as  well  as  a  certain  scheme  of 
amalgamation  which  occupied  a  consi- 
derable p:irt  of  the  speech  he  then  made* 
Your  Lordships  may  recollect  that  in  the^ 
Motion  last  year  the  concluding  part 
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the  Motion  which  he  then  made  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
foreshadowed  and  bore  some  resemblance 
to  the  main  part  of  the  Motion  on  the 
Paper  this  evening  ;  and,  as  to  that,  the 
noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment intimated  that  he  did  not  think  it  was 
a  desirable  subject  of  inquiry.  Now,  my 
Lords,  I  have  to  repeat  that  expression  of 
opinion,  and  for  what  I  venture  to  think 
at  the  present  time  is  even  a  stronger 
reason.  As  the  noble  Duke  has  said, 
some  patents  of  great  importance  will 
expire  at  the  end  of  the  present  year,  and 
I  am  authorised  to  say  that  the  relations 
of  the  Post  Office  with  the  Telephone 
Companies  are  at  present  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government.  Your 
Lordships  will  observe  that  these  are 
matters  involving  large  questions  of 
private  right,  and,  therefore,  it  is  not 
very  desirable  that  at  this  stage  they 
should  form  the  subject  of  investigation 
by  a  Committee.  It  is,  therefore,  better 
that  the  more  usual  and  proper  course 
should  be  followed,  which  would  be  for 
the  Government  to  make  up  its  mind 
with  regard  to  what  proposals  should  be 
made  in  these  matters,  that  it  should 
then  communicate  them  to  Parliament ; 
and  that  Parliament  should  express  its 
opinion  upon  them.  Therefore,  I  hope 
that,  as  regards  the  latter  part  of  the 
Motion,  the  noble  Duke  will  not  press 
his  request  for  an  inquiry  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  House.  With  regard  to 
the  first  part  of  the  question,  there  are, 
of  course,  not  absolutely  the  same  objec- 
tions to  the  inquiry  ;  but,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances which  I  have  mentioned,  and 
considering  the  fact  that  it  was  inquired 
into  by  a  Committee  of' the  other  House  so 
lately  as  1885,  I  venture  to  express  in  a 
general  way  the  opinion  that  it  is  unde- 
sirable to  re-open  the  matter  at  the 
present  time.  I  am  far  from  saying  that 
the  whole  question  was  thoroughly 
threshed  out  by  that  Committee ;  and 
undoubtedly,  as  the  noble  Duke  has  said, 
confusion  exists  in  regard  to  the  exact 
state  of  the  law  in  the  matter,  so  that  if 
the  noble  Duke  presses  for  a  Committee 
of  inquiry,  and  will  put  the  exact  terms 
of  the  Motion  and  reference  on  the 
Paper,  I  think  we  may  promise  to  give 
the  matter  the  most  careful  con- 
sideration ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
unless  he  has  good  reasons  for  pressing 
for  it  at  the  present  time,  I  think  it  is 


undesirable  that  the  matter  should  be 
gone  into  during  the  present  Session. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  : 
My  Lords,  with  regard  to  the  point  as  to 
the  difference  between  'the  Motion  of 
last  year  and  the  present  one,  I  wish  to 
avoid  bringing  in  any  question  as  to  the 
electric  lighting  wires,  because  that  is 
rather  a  question  for  the  Board  of  Trade 
authorities,  and  it  comes  to  a  large 
extent  under  their  functions.  With  re- 
gard to  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
of  your  Lordships*  House,  until  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  expressed 
their  intention  with  regard  to  the  action 
of  the  Post  Office  Authorities,  I  quite  un- 
derstand that  it  would  be  undesirable  to 
inquire  into  the  development  of  the 
telephone  itself.  But  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  giving  power  for  running 
over-head  wires,  I  think  your  Lordships 
have  got  complete  information  in  the  RJe- 
port  of  the  House  of  Commons  Com- 
mittee. The  point  I  would  press  on  Her 
Majesty's  Government  is  that  it  is  very 
desirable  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  intimate  to  the  public  the  line  of 
conduct  they  mean  to  adopt  as  soon  as 
possible,  and  that  we  should  also  know, 
when  they  do  inform  us  of  it,  what  they 
propose  to  do  in  regard  to  taking  up  the 
work,  whether  they  mean  to  give  these 
powers  to  public  companies,  and  the  con- 
ditions under  which  those  powers  should 
be  given.  I,  therefore,  withdraw  the 
Motion  as  it  stands,  and  leave  it  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  at  some  future 
date,  which  I  hope  will  not  be  very  late  in 
the  Session,  to  state  their  intention  upon 
the  subject. 

COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION  FOR 

STANDING  COMMITTEES. 
Report  from,  That  the  Committee 
have  discharged  the  Earl  of  Minto  from 
the  Standing  Committee  for  Bills  relating 
to  Law,  <kc. ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  Table. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  Five  o'clock, 

to  MoDday  oext,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  Hth  March,  1890. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

LONDON  STREETS  (STRAND  IMPROVE- 
MENT)  BILL. 
{By  Order). 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  S3Cond  Reading  of  the  Bill 
be  postponed  until  Tuesday." 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.) : 
Before  that  Motion  is  agreed  to  I  should 
like  to  make  one  or  two  observations  to 
the  House.  This  Bill  contains  a  great 
many  novel  propositions.  It  appears  to 
me  to  be  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a 
measure  to  give  compulsory  powers  to 
take  over 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  The 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  will  be 
appropriate  when  the  Bill  comes  on  for 
discussion ;  but  the  Motion  now  before 
the  House  is  to  postpone  the  Second 
Reading  until  Tuesday  next. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


JOINT  STOCK  COMPANIES. 

Returns  ordered — 

**  Of  the  Names,  Objects,  ur  Business,  Places 
where  Business  is  or  was  conducted,  date  of 
Begistration,  number  of  persons  who  signed 
the  Memorandum  of  Association,  total  number 
of  Shares  taken  up  by  such  Subscribers,  nomi- 
nal Capital,  number  of  Shares  into  which  it  ia 
divided,  number  of  Shares  taken  up,  amount 
of  Calls  made  on  each  Share,  and  the  total 
amount  of  Calls  received,  of  all  Joint  Stock 
Companies  formed  since  the  Istday  of  January, 
1889,  to  the  3l8t  day  of  December,  1889,  in- 
clusive, distinguishing  whether  the  Companies 
are  Limited  or  Unlimited,  and  also  the  number 
of  Shareholders  in  each  of  the  said  Companies 
at  the  date  of  the  last  Return,  and  whether 
still  in  operation  or  being  wound  up  ; " 

**  Of  the  total  number  having  their  registered 
offices  in  the  City  of  London,  or  within  fivc^ 
miles  of  the  General  Post  Office; " 

**  And,  of  the  total  number  and  the  paid  up 
capital  of  all  registered  Companies  which  arc^ 
believed  to  be  carrying  on  business  at  the 
present  time." — (6'ir  Michael  Htckg  Beach.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  li€' 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed, 
[No.  97.] 


NEW  WRIT 
For  County  of  Cavan  (Western  Divi- 
sion), V.   Joseph   Gillis  Biggar,  esquire,, 
deceased. — (Mr.  Bicluird  Power.) 

QUESTIONS. 

SUSPENSION  OF  IRISH  BOARDS  OF 
GUARDIANS. 

Mb.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.)  :  I  beg- 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  he  can  furnish  a  Return  of  the 
number  of  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ire- 
land which  have  been  suspended,  and  of 
those  which  have  been  warned,  during 
the  last  10  years,  and  which  shall  also 
state  whether  the  Boards  so  dealt  with 
are  situated  in  the  poorer  and  more 
congested,  or  in  the  more  prosperous, 
districts  of  Ireland  1 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin) :  There  have  been  13  cases  in 
which  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland 
have  been  dissolved  within  the  last  10 
years.  The  Local  Government  Board 
could  not,  without  considerable  trouble, 
state  the  Boards  of  Guardians  which  have 
been  warned  or  cautioned  daring  that 
time.  The  Local  Government  Board  can 
specify  the  13  cases  in  which  the  Boards 
have  been  dissolved,  indicating  also 
whether  they  are  situated  in  the 
poorer  or  more  prosperous  districts  of 
Ireland.  If  such  information  would  be 
sufficient  for  the  purpose  of  my  hon. 
Friend  I  would  suggest  for  his  considera- 
tion the  advisability  of  his  applying  for 
that  information  in  the  form  of  a  ques 
tion,  so  as  to  obviate  the  inconvenience 
of  multiplying  Parliamentary  Returns. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.)  : 
Can  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man say  whether  these  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians have  been  dissolved  on  account  of 
political  reasons,  or  because  of  their  in- 
ability to  discharge  the  duties  entrusted 
to  them  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  I  am  quite  certain 
tliat  they  have  not  been  suspended  from 
any  political  motives. 

IRISU  LANDLORDS  AND  THEIR 

ESTATES. 

Mr.  HOWORTH :    I  beg  to  ask  the 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if   he  is 

now  in  a  position  to  inform  the  House 
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whether  landlords  in  Ireland  who  are 
selling  their  farms  are  also  selling  their 
houses  and  demesnes ;  and  whether  he 
can  fnrnish  a  Return  on  the  subject  1 

Mb.  madden  :  The  Land  Purchase 
Commissioners  have  no  information  that 
would  lead  them  to  believe  that  resident 
landlords  in  Ireland  are  selling  their 
houses  and  demesnes  consequent  upon 
their  having  sold  their  estates  under  the 
Purchase  Act.  It  appears  extremely 
doubtful  that  any  cass  could  be  found  of 
a  landlord  leaving  the  country  in  conse- 
quence of  his  having  sold  his  estate  to 
his  tenants  under  that  Act. 

THE  PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  ACT. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land what  efEact  had  been  given  by  the 
Board  of  Works  to  the  Public  Works 
Loans  Act  of  last  Session  in  requiring 
landlords  to  make  good  moneys  lent  l^ 
the  Stat  3  to  tenants  for  improving  their 
holdings,  which  holdings  had  since 
passed  by  eviction  into  the  landlords' 
hands  1 

Mr.  madden  :  I  have  made  inquiry 
into  the  subject,  and  I  am  informed  that 
since  the  passing  of  the  Act  referred  to 
only  two  cas3s  havj  been  before  the 
Board,  and  those  cas3S  are  still  under 
consideration. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Will  the  Board 
of  Works  allow  the  Act  to  remain  a 
dead  letter,  or  will  they  compel  the  land- 
lords to  disgorge  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  attention  of  the  Board  will  be 
directed  to  the  question  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman ;  but  I  have  no  fur- 
ther information  to  give  as  to  the 
application  of  the  Act. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  move  for  a  Return  of 
the  number  of  cas3S  in  which  loans  to 
tenants  have  been  lost  to  the  State  by 
the  action  of  the  landlords  during  the 
last  10  years.  Until  the  Board  of  Works 
gives  that  Return  I  will  return  to  the 
question  again  and  again. 

ULSTER  CAN'AL-CASE  OF  JOHN  WALL. 
Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that  John 
Wall,  who  served  under  the  Board  of 
Works  for  50  years  as  lock-keeper  on  the 
Ulster  Canal  at  Magherarney,  Smithboro, 


County  Monaghan,  was  dismissed  by  the 
Board  of  Works,  without  pension  or 
other  compensation,  on  the  Slst  of 
March  1889,  when  the  Ulster  Canal  was 
transferred  to  the  Lagan  Company ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  assurance  which 
was  given  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment when  the  Ulster  Canal  and  lyrone 
Navigation  Bill  was  in  Committee,  that 
any  existing  interests  in  respect  of 
pensions  should  not  bo  lost  or  injured  by 
reason  of  the  transfer  of  the  canal  from 
the  Government  to  the  Lagan  Company, 
he  will  see  that  this  man  receives 
compensation  ? 

TheSECRETARY  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  JacksO-V,  Leeds,  N.)  :  I  have  not 
been  able  to  obtain  the  information  that 
would  enable  me  to  answer  the  hon. 
Member's  question ;  but  I  have  asked  the 
Board  of  Works  for  a  full  Report. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  fully  a  year  has 
elapsed  sine  a  this  case  was  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Treasury? 

DUNKERRIN  POOR  LAW  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  County,  Birr) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  if  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  following  facts,  namely,  that  previous 
to  the  late  Poor  Law  Elections  in  Dun- 
kerrin,  five  persons  entitled  to  vote  called 
upon  Mr.  George  Minchin,  J.P.,  to  attest 
their  signature  to  their  forms  of  claims 
to  vote,  as  required  by  Law ;  that  this 
magistrate  declined  their  application,  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  ofEend  his 
Orange  friends  in  the  neighbourhood; 
that,  in  consequence  of  this  refusal,  these 
voters  had  to  lose  a  part  of  their  day's 
work,  and  walk  12  miles  to  another 
magistrate,  to  obtain  the  necessary  attes- 
tation to  their  signatures;  and  what 
steps  will  he  take  with  regard  to  this 
magisti*ate's  conduct  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  postpone  the  question  for 
a  day  or  two,  as  I  have  not  obtained  the 
necessary  Reports  upon  the  matter. 

Mr.  MOLLOY :  I  will  repeat  it  on 
Monday. 

MR.  JOHN  DALr. 

Mr.   T.   M.  HEALY:    The    question 

which  stands  in  my  name  is,  to  ask  the 

Secretary  of  State   for   the   Home  De- 

partment  if  the  evidence  as  to  the  treat- 
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raent  of  Mr.  John  Daly  in  Chatham 
Prison  has  been  taken  in  writing ;  if  it 
will  be  laid  before  the  House  ;  and  will 
the  prisoner  be  ofEerad  the  option  of 
removal  to  another  prison  1  As  a  point 
of  order,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  an  important  part  of  the  ques- 
tion has  baen  omitted.  It  contained,  as 
I  gave  notic3  of  it,  a  reference  to  the 
fact  that,  according  to  the  admission  of 
the  Government,  Daly  had  been  poisoned 
hj  the  administration  of  an  excessive 
dose  of  belladonna.  I  want  to  know 
how  long  he  was  in  the  hospital,  and 
whether  the  medical  attendant  has  been 
suspended  for  administering  the  poison, 
or  still  remains  in  the  service  of  the 
Crown?  For  some  reason,  utterly  in- 
explicable to  me,  it  has  been  thought  fit 
to  omit  these  questions.  Seeing  that  I 
only  referred  to  a  matter  of  fact  which 
has  been  admitted  by  the  Government 
thems3lves,  I  submit  that  an  im- 
proper licence  has  been  exercised  in 
editing  the  question  which  involves  the 
curtailing  of  the  liberty  of  an  hon. 
Member  in  obtaining  intelligence. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  A  portion  of  the 
question  was  omitted  because  it  assumed 
that  the  person  mentioned  in  it  had  been 
poisoned. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  It  was  so  stated 
by  the  Minister. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.) :  No. 
*Mr.  speaker  :  I  did  not  gather  that 
from  what  passed  in  this  House. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Then  may  I  ask 
whether,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  this  man 
was  poisoned  ?  I  did  not  assume  that  he 
had  been  maliciously  poisoned  ;  but  what 
I  wanted  to  know  was  whether  he  had 
been  maliciously  or  unmaliciously  poi- 
soned ;  and  whether  the  man  who  com- 
pounded the  drugs  still  remains  in  the 
service?  The  Home  Secretary  said  at 
the  time  that  he  had  been  suspended. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  wording  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  ques- 
tion certainly  would  have  the  effect  on 
an  ordinary  mind  of  inducing  the  belief 
that  he  was  referring  to  an  intentional 
poisoning.  I  am  glad  to  learn  that  it  is 
not  so. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  pardon ;  but  he  could 
not  have  siid  that  about  my  question 
unless  the  clerk  submitted  it  to  him. 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  speakinflr  of 
the  verbal  question  which  the  hon.  Ghsn- 
tleman  has  put  to  me  to-day.  I  am  glad 
to  accept  his  assurance  that  he  does  not 
mean  to  imply  that  there  was  an  inten- 
tion to  poison.  What  I  stated  to  the 
House  some  weeks  ago  was  that  the  com- 
pounder in  making  up  the  medicine  put 
an  overdose  of  belladonna  in  it,  and  the 
convict  was  in  the  prison  hospital  for,  I 
think,  three  days.  The  compounder  was 
suspended,  and,  although  he  remains 
in  the  service,  he  does  not  perform  such 
duties  now.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion on  the  Paper,  I  have  to  inform  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  a  shorthand  note  is 
being  taken  of  the  evidence  before  the 
visitors  in  Chatham  Prison  ;  and  when 
the  Report  comes  in  I  shall  be  able  to 
give  an  answer  to  the  other  parts  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  inquiry. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Was  not  this 
poison  administered  more  than  once  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  On  three  occa- 
sions, I  believe.  The  poison  was  pre- 
scribed by  the  doctor  as  part  of  the 
medicine,  and  there  was  an  excessive 
dose  put  in.  The  medicine  was  three 
times  administered  before  complaint  was 
made  of  the  treatment. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  have  now  to 
ask  Mr.  Speaker  whether  there  was 
anything  irregular  in  my  question  as 
handed  in  ? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  have  already 
stated  that  there  was  something  irre^ 
gular.  I  shall  reserve  to  myself  the 
right  to  expunge  from  questions  any- 
thing reflecting  on  individuals  and 
assuming  facts  which  are  not  admitted. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  B.)': 
On  the  point  of  order,  I  wish  to*  ajsk 
whether  in  cases  where  questions  are 
altered,  hon.  Members  might  not  have 
the  &ct  drawn  to  their  notice,  so  that 
they  may  be  made  responsible  for  what 
appears  on  the  Paper  1 

•Mr.  speaker  :  In  ninety-nine  cases 
out  of  a  hundred  that  is  done. 

Mr.     JOHNSTON    (Belfast,    S.)  :    I 
wish  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  whether 
Daly  did  not  attempt  more  than  once  to 
blow  up  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
*Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

FAIR    RENTS. 
Mr.    O'HANLON  :   I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney     General    for    Ireland,    with 
reference  to  the   298  tenants  from  the 
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Union  of  Cavan,  whose  applications  to  fix 
fair  rents  were  served  in  1887,  and  whose 
rents  have  not  yet  been  fixed,  whether  he 
is  aware  that  these  tenants,  thongh  en- 
titled to  the  benefit  of  the  reduced  rents, 
on  the  rents  running  from  May,  1887, 
have  been  since  then  and  are  still  liable 
to  payment  of  the  old  rents ;  whether 
this  liability  is  owing  to  the  delay  of  the 
Land  Commission ;  on  what  date  these 
applications  will  be  heard  ;  and  whether, 
pending  the  hearing,  the  Government 
will  prevent  the  landlords  from  collect- 
ing the  old  rents,  as  the  tenants  are  in 
nowise  responsible  for  the  delay  ? 

*Mr.  madden  :  Pending  the  fixing 
of  a  judicial  rent  the  tenant  is  liable  for 
the  existing  rent.  Not  any  over-pay- 
ments made  by  him  will  be  ultimately 
returned.  There  has  been  no  un- 
necessary delay  on  the  part  of  the  Land 
Commission  in  hearing  applications  to  fix 
fair  rents,  and  sub-Commissioners  have 
been  sitting. 

POSTMASTERSHIPS  OP  CAVAN  AND 
LBTTEEKENNY. 
Mr.  O'HANLON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  the  post- 
masterships  of  Cavan  and  Letterkenny 
are  at  pres3nt  vacant ;  if  sd,  how  long 
respectively  is  each  vacant,  and  what  is 
the  cause  of  the  vacancy  in  each  instance ; 
whether  there  is  any  present  intention 
of  filling  these  vacancies ;  and,  if  so, 
what  is  the  reason  of  the  delay  in  making 
the  necessary  appointments,  and  when 
will  they  be  made ;  and  if  he  can  state 
what  has  been  the  cost  to  the  Post  OflBce 
Dapartment,  in  each  case,  of  maintaining 
these  offices  "  in  charge  *'  from  the  date  of 
the  vacancy  arising  until  the  1st  instant, 
including  the  cost  of  finding  substitutes, 
if  any,  in  respect  of  the  men  who  are 
now  acting  as  substitute  postmasters  in 
Cavan  and  Letterkenny,  in  the  offices 
from  which  each  is  respectively  with- 
drawn ? 

♦The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  Cambridge  University) :  The 
vacancy  in  the  Post  Office  at  Cavan  has 
been  filled,  but  there  is  still  a  vacancy 
in  the  Post  Office  at  Letterkenny.  The 
late  postmistress  there  has  been  super- 
annuated, and  the  question  which 
had  to  be  settled  was  the  amount  of 
her  pension.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
state  the  cost  to  the  Department  of  main- 
taining these  offices  in  charge  from  the 


date  of  the  vacancies.  Owing  to  the 
shortness  of  the  notice  given  by  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  not  been  able  to 
obtain  all  the  information  I  have  asked 
for. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  How  long  has 
the  vacancy  at  Letterkenny  existed,  and 
how  long  is  it  likely  to  remain  ? 

•Mr.  raikes  :  I  think  it  has  existed 
for  about  seven  weeks.  It  generally 
takes  about  two  months  to  fill  up  one  of 
these  vacancies. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  :  What  is  the  name 
of  the  person  appointed  at  Cavan,  and 
where  was  he  last  employed  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  will  inquire. 

TULLAMORE  GAOL. 
Mr.  JOHN  O'COKNOR :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  Mr.  O'Mahony  and  other  prison- 
ei*s  confined  in  Tullamore  Gaol  under 
the  operation  of  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act  are  compelled 
to  exercise  alone ;  will  he  state  under 
which  rule  or  bye-law  of  the  Prisons 
Board  they  are  so  obliged  to  exercise  ; 
whether  such  treatment  amounts  to 
what  is  known  as  the  silent  system ; 
whether  the  silent  system  is  the  punish* 
ment  meted  but  to  incorrigible  convicts 
who  break  prison  rules,  and  are  not 
generally  amenable  to  prison  discipline  ; 
and  what  is  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
O'Mahony  and  the  other  prisoners 
referred  to  above  which  induces  this 
exceptionally  severe  treatment? 

*Mr.  madden  :  The  General  Prisons 
Board  report  that  Mr.  0*Mahony  and 
some  other  prisoners  in  Tullamore  Prison 
are  exercised  alone,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Rules  28  and  44, 
inasmuch  as  they  wear  their  own  clothes, 
and  refuse  to  exercise  with  prisoners  of 
their  class.  What  is  termed  the  *'  silent 
system"  does  not  exist  in  any  Irish 
prison,  local  or  convict.  The  Board 
further  state  that  none  of  the  prisoners 
in  that  gaol  under  the  Crimes  Act  are 
treated  exceptionally  in  any  way. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  the  prisoners  confined  under 
the  operation  of  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  Act  are  not  sufficiently  nu- 
merous to  tx)nstitute  a  class  of  them- 
selves ? 

*Mr.  madden  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  give  notice  of  the  ques 
tion. 
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Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  Did  not  that 
Act  create  a  special  class  of  prisoners  1 

•Mb.    MADDEN:       I  cannot  answer 
the  question  without  notice. 

Mr.  peter  Mcdonald  (Siigo,  n.)  : 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  the  following  extract 
from  the  Midland  Ti*ibune  and  the  Re- 
port of  Dr.  Mooreh-»ad  are  correct : — 

**  Dr.  Moorehead,  J.  P.,  coatinueo  to  visit  the 
political  prisoners  in  TuUamore  Gaol,  and  finds 
them  in  fnirly  good  h('alth»  notwithstanding 
the  hardships  to  which  they  are  subjected, 
And  one  of  the  worst  is  the  system  of  isola- 
tion pursued  with  regard  to  them.  This  is  to 
fiuch  an  extent  that  from  one  end  of  the  week 
to  the  other  they  can  never  see  one  another's 
faces. " 

^'February  21st,  1890,  visited  the  Gaol  and 
Crimes  Act  prisoners,  Rev.  Father  O'Dywer, 
Messrs.  R.  J.  Gordon  and  P.  A.  M'Hugh. 
Mr.  M*Uugh  complained  of  the  system  of  isola- 
tion pursued  with  regard  to  him,  and  demanded 
as  a  right  to  exercise  with  prisoners  of  his  own 
class.  8o  far  as  I  understand,  the  isolation 
principle  in  prison  discipline  is  only  applied  to 
the  worst  malefactors  in  convict  prisons,  and  it  is 
a  punishment  not  contemplated  by  or  implied 
in  the  Criminal  Law  and  i'roccdure  (Ireland) 
Act. 

"  O.  A.  Moorehead,  J.P." 

And  whether  such  isolation  shall  con- 
tinue to  be  applied  to  prisoners  under 
•this  Act? 

Mr.  madden  :  Tha  General  Prisons 
Board  report  that  they  have  no  knowledge 
of  the  newspaper  statement  mentioned 
in  thti  question.  They  rjport  that  Dr. 
Moorehead  did  make  in  the  visitor's  book 
the  entry  mentioned  in  the  third  para- 
graph. His  remarks  were  duly  laid 
before  the  Visiting  Committee,  who  de- 
clined to  interfere  with  the  r.'gulations. 
The  prisoners  referred  to  do  not  app3ar 
to  have  ever  made  any  complaint  to  the 
Visiting  Committee,  altiiouofh  frequently 
asked  by  that  body  if  they  liad  any  com- 
plaint to  make.  The  Governor  reports 
that  these  prisoners  are  in  good  health, 
and  are  not  subjected  to  any  hardships. 
They  are  merely  treated  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  ordinary 
Prison  Rules. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  LAW  ACTS. 
Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  :  I 
beg  to  as!c  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  the  Government  have 
recently  been  collecting  statistics  as  to 
the  number  of  holdings  in  Ireland  ex- 
toluded  from  the  operation  of  the  Land 
Law  Acts ;  and  whether,  if  so,  the  infor- 
mation collected  will  be  published  ? 


Mr.  madden  :  As  already  stated  by 
my  right  lion.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  he  had  been  collecting  infor- 
mation relating  to  agricultural  holdings  ; 
but  not  for  the  pnrpoea  indicated  in  the 
question. 

IRISH  FARMERS. 

Mr.  M*CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  re- 
port in  the  Bel  fust  Northern  Whig  of  the 
1 0th  instant,  of  a  meeting  of  farmers 
held  at  Upper  Bellahill,  near  Carrick- 
fergus  ;  whether  he  is  awaro  thai  these 
farmers  purchased  their  holdings  during 
1883  and  1884,  under  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Act  of  1881,  and  were  obliged  to 
pay  over  to  the  Land  Commission  one- 
fourth  of  the  purchase  money;  and 
whether,  considering  the  complaints  of 
these  farmers,  that  they  had  purchased 
"  too  soon,"  and  at  extremely  high  prices, 
he  will  take  into  consideration  their 
present  difficulties,  and  the  request  of  the 
meeting  to  have  refunded  to  the  farmers 
the  one-fourth  of  the  purchase  money 
paid  to  the  Land  Commission  at  the  time 
of  purchase  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  postpone  the  question. 

MR.  JOHN  SLATTERY. 

IklR.  T.  M.  HKALY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  is  it  true 
that  a  letter  written  from  Cork  Gaol  by 
Mr.  John  Slatterj',  as  President  of  the 
South  of  Ireland  Pig  Buyers'  Associa- 
tion, in  favour  of  the  proposed  Cork, 
Fermoy,  and  Wexford  Railway,  was 
stopped  by  the  Governor,  and  its  publica- 
tion disallowed  ;  whether  Mr.  Slattery, 
being  a  l)ail  prisoner,  is  entitled  to  pub- 
lish such  letters;  and  whether  Mr. 
Davitt,  Mr.  Healy,  and  other  bail 
prisoners  in  Richmond  Gaol  in  1883,  were 
permitted  to  publish  letters  on  topics  far 
more  controversial  1 

Mr.  madden  :  The  General  Prisons 
Board  report  that  it  is  the  case  that  the 
Governor  refused  to  allow  the  letter  in 
question  to  pass  out  of  the  prison,  it 
being  contrary  to  practice  to  allow 
prisoners,  bail  or  otherwise,  to  communi- 
cate with  the  Press.  Mr.  Slattery  was, 
however,  allowed  to  sign  a  Petition  in 
favour  of  the  proposad  railway.  I  am 
informed  that  the  publication  of  letters 
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referred  to  in  the  last  paragraph  was  not 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Prison  Au- 
thorities. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  WiU  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  refer  to  Hansard 
and  read  the  statement  of  the  then  Chief 
Secretary  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan),  who  spoke 
of  a  letter  so  sent  to  him  through  the 
Prisons  Board,  a  letter,  I  believe,  from 
Mr.  Davitt. 

*Mr.  madden  :  The  infoi-mation  fur- 
nished me  by  the  Prisons  Board  is,  that 
the  letters  in  question  were  not  author- 
ised by  the  Prison  Authorities.  That  is 
the  only  information  I  have  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  M.  HEALY :  May  I  ask  if  there 
is  anything  in  the  Prison  Rules  preventing 
the  letters  being  sent  ? 

•M-R.  MADDEN  :  I  cannot  answer  that 
question  without  looking  at  the  Prison 
Rules  ;  but  the  whole  subject  is  obviously 
a  matter  of  discipline. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  Are  not  first-class 
misdemeanants  and  bail  prisoners  allowed 
to  communicate  with  persons  outside  the 
gaol  on  matters  of  business  ? 

*Mr.  MADDEN:  I  am  quite  aware 
that  that  is  so,  under  certain  circum- 
stances ;  but  I  cannot  agree  that  writing 
letters  to  newspapers  should  be  regarded 
as  the  conduct  of  business. 

POLICE  AT  TIPPERARY. 
Mr.  JOHN    O'CONNOR :    I  beg  to 

ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
what  is  the  number  of  police  at  present 
stationed  in  the  town  of  Tipperary,  and 
what  is  its  population  ;  how  many  houses 
do  they  occupy  besides  their  ordinary 
barracks,  and  how  many  of  these 
are  the  houses  of  evicted  tenants  ; 
are  the  houses  occupied  by  the  police  in 
close  proximity,  or  in  different  parts  of 
the  town ;  and  what  rent  do  the  authori- 
ties pay  for  the  houses,  if  any,  occupied 
by  the  police,  and  under  what  conditions 
of  tenancy  are  they  held  ? 

*Mr.  madden  :  The  Constabulary  Au- 
thorities report  that  there  are,  at  present, 
in  the  town  of  Tipperary  124  police.  The 
population  of  the  town  is  about  7,388. 
The  police  occupy  three  houses  besides 
the  ordinary  barracks.  From  two  of 
these  houses  the  tenants  were  evicted. 
Two  of  the  houses  are  in  close  proximity. 
The  other  temporary  barrack,  which  is 
the  Town  Hall,  is  in  another  part  of  the 
VOL.  CCCXLII.    [ttord  series.] 


town.  It  is  proposed  to  pay  £70  a  year 
for  one  of  the  houses,  and  £Q  a  month 
for  the  other.  No  rent  is  payable 
by  the  police  in  respect  of  the  Town 
HaU. 

LIVERPOOL  PUBLIC  HOUSES. 
Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (FHntshire)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  is  aware 
that  much  dissatisfaction  has  prevailed  in 
Liverpool  at  the  laxity  of  inspection  of 
public  houses  and  the  great  abuses  that 
spring  from  it,  and  that  a  great  desire 
has  been  expressed  to  enforce  more 
stringentsupervisionoverthem ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  in  several  cases,  where 
convictions  have  been  obtained  against 
publicans  for  allowing  drunkenness  and 
harbouring  prostitutes,  these  convictions 
have  been  quashed  on  appeal  by  the 
Recorder;  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
when  hearing  an  appeal  recently  where  a 
conviction  had  been  obtiined  on  the 
prosecution  by  the  police  against  a 
publican  for  harbouring  women  of  bod 
character,  which  house  was  reported  by 
the  police  to  be  a  well-known  resort  of 
such  characters,  the  Recorder,  in  giving 
judgment  quashing  the  conviction,  in 
reported  to  have  said — 

«  He  could  be  no  party  to  saying  that  any 
unfortunate  who  desired  reasonable  refresh- 
ment could  properly  be  refused.  No  Aofc  of 
Parliament  had  gone  as  far  as  that.  How- 
ever, the  Statute  did  not  de6ne  what  period 
was  a  reasonable  time  for  allowing  refresh- 
ment, and,  with  reference  to  the  particular 
circumstances  of  the  casa,  he  was  unprepared 
to  say  that  five  minutes,  20  minutes,  or  even 
half  an  hour  was  sufficient  or  even  more  than 
time  enoughs  " 

whether  the  Recorder  has  correctly 
stated  the  law ;  and  whether  the 
Government  is  aware  that  this  and 
similar  decisions  tend  to  paralyse  the 
action  of  the  police  in  seeking  to  preserve 
decency  and  order  among  the  low  public 
houses,  and  causes  great  dissatisfaction  in 
Liverpool  1 

♦Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed 
that  dissatisfaction  has  prevailed  among 
certain  hous3S  in  Liverpool  as  to  an 
alleged  laxity  of  supervision  of  public 
houses,  and  that,  at  the  last  City  Sessions, 
one  conviction  of  supplying  drink  to  a 
drunken  person,  and  two  convictions  for 
harbouring  prostitutss  were  quashed  on 
appeal  by  the  Recorder,  who  informs  me 
that  he  did  so  upon  evidence  showing 
2  I 


863 


Ths  Central 


{co^raoNS} 


Jele^p-ajoh  OJi^e, 


that  resort  to  f.Ue  houses  in  question  was 
not  for  the  purpose  of  prostitution,  and 
was  not  attended  b)ydisoi*der  or  indeeeney* 
The  woi-ds  quot*?d  are  substiintially  a 
correct  Report  of  what  wiws  said  by  him» 
So  far  as  I  am  able  to  judge,  the  Reeorder 
correctly  stat^l  the  law,  which  leaves  the 
question  of  what  constitutes  a  reasonable 
time  for  refreshment  to  the  discretion  of 
the  magistrate.  I  am  informed  tliat 
there  has  been  some  dissatisfaction  in 
Liverpool  at  the  decisions  referred  t*j, 
but  that  there  are  two  parties  there 
opposed  on  this  question, 

THE  ZHOB  VALLEY  EXPEDITION, 
SiK  HENRY  HAVELOCK- ALLAN 
(Durham,  S.E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  will  consider  the  claims  of 
the  force  which  composed  the  Zhob 
Valley  Expedition,  detached  from  Quetta, 
under  Brigadier  General  Sir  Oriel 
Tanner,  during  September  to  December, 
1884,  to  the  Frontier  Medal,  as  a 
recognition  of  the  valuable  services 
rendered  by  that  force,  exposed  to  much 
sickness  and  hardship,  in  restoring  order 
amongst  the  tribes  of  the  Zhob  ValU^y, 
after  their  defeat  at  the  action  of 
Dowlutzai,  and  considering  that  the 
Frontier  Medal  has  been  recently  granted 
to  the  liazura  and  Sikkim  Expeditions, 
and  that  the  warm  approval  of  the 
Government  of  India  was  awarded  to  the 
Quetta  Field  Force '? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Fergussok,  Manchester,  N^.)  :  In  the 
absence  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  I  beg 
to  say  that  the  Secretary  of  State  can  mid 
nothing  to  the  answers  which  were  given 
to  tiimilar  questions  in  this  House  on  the 
4th  of  May,  1885,  and  the  18th  of  March 
and  16th  of  Aprii,  188G.  The  services 
of  the  troops  who  took  part  in  the  ex- 
pedition  were  recognised  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  atid  by  the  Secretary  of 
State.  No  further  re ci ignition  is  con- 
sidered necessary » 

THE  FACTORIES  ACT   AMENDMENT 

niLL  (INDIA). 

Mr.  JAMES   MACLEAN   (Oldham)  : 

I   beg  to  ask   the   Under   Secretary   of 

State  for  India  whether  the  attention  of 

the  India   Office  has  been  called  to  the 

following  clause   in   the    Factories  Act 

Mr,  MalUtew9 


Amendment  Bill,  now  before  the  Vice 

roy*s  Legislative  Council : — 

*'  Every  occapi«r  of  a  factory  in  whicli  wo- 
men and  children  aro  employed  shAll,  before 
the  beginniDg  of  each  month,  fix,  according  to 
the  caster  or  clasHea  to  which  aiich  womon  or 
children  belong  or  othermse,  not  less  thAn  four 
daya  in  each  month  to  be  obaerred  as  holidays 
by  each  woman  or  child  employed  m  the  fac- 
tory, and  shall  forthwith  give  notice  of  th  ^ 
days  flo  fixed  to  such  officer  as  the  Local  Cro  ^ 
vernmeat  may  from  time  to  time  appoint  ia 
thisbehalf  ;•' 

whether  this  clause  will  leave  it  open 
a  millowner  to  give  some  of  the  wome 
find  children  in  his  employment  hoUda, 
at  one  time  and  some  at  another,  insteti 
of  having  the  same  four  fixed  holiday 
in  each  month  for  all  without  distinctioi 
and  whether,  in  the  former  case,  t 
clause  is  an  evasion  of  the  inatructio] 
of  Lord  Cross  in  his  telegram  of  14 
May,  1889,  in  which  he  «aid— 

**  I  would  provide  for  four  dayn'  holiday  or 
absence  per  month  for  women  as  agreed  upon 
by  Bombay  millowners.  Bom biy  operatives,  and 
Bombay  Government  ?  *' 

♦SiE  J.    FERGUSSON :    I   have   beea 

requested  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
answer  tliis  question.     On  the   29th 
'December  last  tlie  Government  of  In 
telegraphed  \nth  reference  to  the  Seci 
tary  of  State's  telegram  of  the  14th  of 
May — 

**  After  conaulting  Local  Govern  menta  aod 
Administrations  we  are  of  opinion  that  the  best 
method  of  providing  four  holidays  a  month  for 
women  is  to  amend  Section  89  of  the  old  Act  by 
making  it  applicable  to  women  aa  well  aa  to 
children  ;  and  as  some  holidays  are  not  alwaya 
appropriate  to  diSerent  caates  and  claaaea,  to  add 
a  provilo  permitting  the  sabatitution  of  dif  * 
ferent  dayi  in  special  cases/* 

Those  proposals  of  the   Government  of 
India  were  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
Stat-o   in   a   telegram    of    the     Hth    ol 
January,     They  provide  in  the  most 
venient  manner  for  the  four  days*  h' 
day  per  mouth  ordered  in  the  Severe! 
of     State's    telegram    of    the     Hth 
March* 


of 


THE  CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 
Mr.  M*CAETAN  (Down,  S.) :  I  heg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
he  will  state  the  number  of  deaths  which 
occurred  among  the  male  clerks  at  tho 
Central  Telegraph  Office  between 
January,  1889,  and  1st  January,  18S 
and  the  number  of  such  clerks  who  Wfl 
absent  from  duty  on  account  of  ilk 
during  this  period  ? 
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*Mb.  RAIKES  :  Among  the  male  staff 
at  tlie  Central  Telegraph  Office,  consisting 
of  1,566  persons,  the  number  of  deaths 
during  the  year  1889  was  11.  During 
the  same  period  the  number  of  sick 
Absentees  for  periods  of  one  day  and 
upwards  was  1,195. 

Mr.  M^CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General,  with  regard  to  the 
fact  that  the  reasons  for  punishing  the 
two  clerks  (Messrs.  Hughes  and  Garland) 
at  the  Central  Telegraph  Office  were 
stated  in  the  written  demand  for  explana- 
tion sent  to  them  to  be  that  they  were 
prominent  members  of  a  so-called  Postal 
Telegraph  Clerks*  Association,  and  that 
consequently  they  had  laid  themselves 
under  "  a  grave  suspicion  of  meeting  to 
discuss  afbirs  of  management  " ;  whether 
Mr.  Garland  was  suspended  on  a  direct 
charge  to  this  effect,  and  which  was 
afterwards  orally  reduced  to  a  **  grave 
suspicion  "  ;  whether  punishment  of  both 
clerks  was  unusually  severe  as  compared 
with  the  usual  punishment  for  such 
iDraaches  of  discipline;  and  whether  he 
will  make  inquiry  into  the  matter,  and, 
if  necessary,  give  directions  that  officers 
"of  the  Postal  Telegraph  Clerks'  Associa- 
tion are  not  to  be  prejudiced  by  reason 
of  their  connection  with  that  Associa- 
tion? 

•Mr.  RAIKES :  Having  seen  the  official 
Papers  connected  with  the  case  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers,  I  am  able  to 
state  that  absence  from  their  posts  was 
the  ground  on  which  alone  the  tele- 
graphists in  question  were  punished, 
although  no  doubt  in  the  demand  for 
explanation  the  supposed  reason  for  such 
absence  was  referred  to.  The  punish- 
ment appears  to  me  to  have  been  by  no 
means  unduly  severe,  and  I  see  no  reason 
for  making  further  inquiry  into  the 
matter.  1  will  undertake  that  tele- 
graphists shall  not  be  prejudiced  by 
reason  of  their  being  members  of  the 
Association  in  question ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  the  House  will  well  understand 
that  the  fact  of  their  being  members 
cannot  be  accepted  as  an  excuse  for 
absenting  themselves  from  their  posts. 

(4.0.)  Mb.  M^CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask 
whether  there  were  clerks  employed  at 
the  Central  Telegraph  Office  several 
months  last  year  from  2  p.m.  to  2  a.m. ; 
whether  these  were  given  any  meal  time, 
and  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
prevalence  of  consumption  and  dyspepsia 


among  them  and  the  heavy  rate  of 
mortality  in  the  Central  Telegraph 
Office,  and  considering  that  they  are  the 
only  body  of  officers  in  the  service  of  the 
State  who  do  work  for  eight  or  more 
hours  continuously,  he  will  give  these 
clerks  a  fixed  and  reasonable  time  for  at 
least  one  meal? 

*Mr.  RAIKES:  During  the  busy 
season  last  year  some  few  telegraphists 
whose  normal  duty  was  from  5  p.m.  to  2 
a.m.  performed  overtime  in  the  afternoon 
from  2  p.m.  to  5  p,m.,  but  this  was  of 
very  rare  occurrence.  All  were  pro- 
vided with  tea,  and  all  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  partaking  of  supper ;  and  in  their 
case  an  exception  to  the  rule  was  made 
in  so  far  that  those  who  asked  for  it  were, 
as  far  as  practicable,  allowed  an  interval 
for  dinner.  As  regards  the  mortality, 
I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  state  that,  as 
will  be  seen  from  my  answer  of  yester- 
day, in  reply  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  it  is  only  at  the  rate  of  about  7 
in  1,000  as  compared  with  about  21  for 
the  rest  of  the  community.  I  may  add 
that  having  regard  to  the  exceptional 
strain  to  which  the  telepraphists  are  sub- 
ject— especially  those  who  are  engaged 
overtime — I  shall  always  be  glad  to  give 
them  any  reasonable  facilities  for  obtain- 
ing refreshments. 

ARMY  PENSIONERS. 
Colonel  DAWNAY  (York,  N.R., 
Thirsk) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  proposal  made  by  the 
York  and  other  Unions,  that  ,the  pen- 
sions of  Army  pensioners  should  be 
issued  monthly  instead  of  quarterly ; 
and  what  reply,  if  any,  he  has  made  to 
the  proposal? 

♦The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincoln,  Horn- 
castle)  :  My  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
this  proposal,  and  I  have  caused  a  reply 
to  be  made  to  the  Unions.  It  is  too  long 
to  be  brought  into  an  answer  in  this 
House ;  but  its  general  purport  is  that 
while  only  1  per  cent,  of  all  the  pen- 
sioners are  in  Unions,  most  of  the  re- 
mainder would  be  injured  by  a  change 
under  which,  instead  of  getting  a 
quarter's  pension  in  advance,  they  would 
get  only  one  month's,  while  they  would 
have  to  make  12  visits  to  the  PostOflfice 
every  year  instead  of  four,  with  the 
prol»bility  of  expense  involved.  This  is 
2  12 
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irrespective  of  the  great  extra  labour  and 
expense  which  would  be  thrown  upon 
the  Public  Service.  At  the  same  time,  I 
have  intimated  that  I  shall  be  ready  to 
consider  specially  any  case  which  a  Union 
may  report  of  a  pensioner  who  habitually 
throws  himself  upon  the  rates  until  the 
time  for  drawing  his  pension  arrives, 
when  he  discharges  himself. 

THE  BEHRING  SEAS  FISHERIES. 
Me.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Lsith)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  AiEairs  whether  he  can 
give  any  information  in  regard  to  the 
progress  of  negotiations  with  the  United 
States  of  America  on  the  subject  of  the 
exclusive  right  of  seal  fishing  in  and 
about  the  Bahring  Sea  ;  and  whether  this 
House  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  question  before  any  such 
right  of  exclusive  fishing  be  conceded  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  Negotiations  are 
in  progress  at  Washington,  but  it  would 
be  premature  at  present  to  make  any 
statement  in  regard  tx)  them.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  cannot  give  any 
pledge  that  they  will  on  this  occasion 
depart  from  the  usual  practice  in  regard 
to  negotiating  Treaties  with  foreign 
countries,  but  they  Avill  not  fail  to  com- 
municate to  the  House  such  information 
as  can  be  given  without  detriment  to  the 
public  interests. 

DOXAGHADEB  HARBOUR. 
Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  Memorial 
was  forwarded  on  18th  January, 
1889,  to  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works  in  Ireland,  signed  by  Mr.  De  La 
Chervis,  D.L.,  J.P.,  the  Lord  of  the 
Manor,  and  103  other  persons,  represent- 
ing that  the  present  state  cf  the  Harbour 
of  Donaghadee,  County  Down,  is  rendered 
dangerous  to  vessels  entering  it ;  whether 
ho  is  aware  that,  if  not  actually 
dangerous,  this  harbour  is  at  least 
inaccessable  to  deeply-laden  coasting  craft 
in  consequence  of  the  extent  to  which  it 
is  now  silted  up ;  whether  ho  will  take 
steps  to  have  such  dredging  or  other 
works  done  as  will  render  it  effective  for 
the  purposes  for  which  it  was  originally 
constructed  ;  and  whether  he  has,  since 
30th  July,  1889,  when  a  question  was 
asked  on  the  subject,  had  any  inspection 
Mr.  E,  Stanhope 


made  of  this  harbour ;  and,  if  noi,  whether 
he  will  now  order  a  thorough  investiga- 
ticn  into  the  matter  1 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  The  statement  con- 
tained in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
question  is  correct.  I  had  hoped  to  visit 
Donaghadee  Harbour  when  I  was  in 
L^land  in  the  autumn  in  company  with 
the  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Works,  but 
the  time  at  my  disposal  did  not  allow  me 
to  do  so.  I  have  instructed  the  Board  of 
Works  to  prepare  a  Report  as  to  the  state 
of  the  harbour. 

EMIGRANTS  FROM  THE  CAUCASUS. 

*Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  I  had 
placed  upon  the  Paper  a  question  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Af^irs  whether  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  been  called  to 
the  statement  in  the  Times  of  Saturday, 
the  9th  instant,  that  the  l*urkish  Govern- 
ment was  making  preparations  to  receive 
and  S3ttle  in  its  territories  40,000  Mahom- 
medans  who  were  about  to  quit  their 
homes  in  the  Caucasus ;  whether  he  can 
inform  the  House  from  what  part  of  the 
Caucasus  these  intending  emigrants  came, 
and  in  what  part  of  the  Sultanas  do- 
minions it  is  intended  to  place  them ; 
and  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
bearing  in  mind  the  lamentable  conse- 
quences which  have  followed  the  intru- 
sion of  Circassians  in  various  parts  of 
European  and  Asiatic  Turkey,  will  repre- 
sent to  the  Ottoman  Government  the 
impolicy  of  planting  settlements  of 
Maliommedan  mountaineers  in  districts 
inliabited  by  an  agricultural  Christian  • 
population  ?  At  the  request  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  I  will  postpone  the 
question  till  next  week. 

GLOVE  FIGHTS. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  drawn  to  the  number  of 
so-called  "  glove  fights  "  for  large  stakes, 
at  which  the  gloves  are  so  thin  that  the 
combatants  may  do  each  other  serions 
injury,  and  in  some  cases  reported  in  the 
Press  have  done  themselves  serions 
injury  ;  and  whether  he  intends  to  take 
any  action  in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  Yes,  Sir;  my 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  one  recent 
glove  contest  where,  judging  from  news- 
paper reports,  there  would  appear  to  have 
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been  a  breach  of  the  law,  but  in  which 
the  evidence  obtained  showed  that 
ordinary  boxing  gloves  had  been  us  3d 
for  a  few  minutes  only,  and  that  the 
combatants  had  carefully  avoided  doing 
or  receiving  any  serious  injury.  The 
Director  of  Public  Prosecutions,  in 
whose  hands  I  placed  the  matter,  was 
advised  that  the  evidence  in  his  posses- 
4sion  was  insufficient  to  establish  a 
criminal  charge.  I  shall  not  hesitate  to 
direct  proceedings  in  any  case  where 
there  is  sufficient  evidence  to  afford  a 
reasonable  chance  of  a  conviction. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether,  in  reply  to  a  communication 
from  me,  he  did  not  state  that  the  facts 
of  the  disgraceful  proceedings  at  the 
Pelican  Club  on  the  11th  of  November 
would  be  carefully  inquired  into  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  whole  answer 
which  I  have  just  given  has  relation  to 
that  case. 

Mr.  COBB  :  Has  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  been  called  to  the 
fact  that  a  great  number  of  these  dis- 
graceful contasts  have  been  taking  place, 
especially  at  Leicester. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  not  aware 
of  it. 

THE  DEATH  OF  A  PRISONER. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Departmant  whether,  inasmuch  as  the 
result  of  a  recent  trial  at  the  Liverpool 
Assizes  respecting  the  killing  of  William 
H.  GatclifEe,  a  prisoner  in  Strangeways 
Gaol,  Manchester,  by  breaking  six  of  his 
ribs  and  his  breast  bone,  was  merely  of  a 
negative  nature  in  regard  to  the  single 
person  then  accused  of  the  manslaughter, 
and  inasmuch  as  it  is  of  great  importance 
to  ascertain  who  did  kill  the  said  prisoner, 
and  whether  there  was  any  miscarriage 
of  justice  at  the  Assizj  trial,  he  will 
institute  an  impartial  public  inquiry 
into  the  whole  matter  in  order  to  arrive 
at  some  definite  conclusion  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  At  the  recent 
trial  at  the  Liverpool  Assizes  the  whole 
subject  of  Gatcliffe's  death  was  fully 
inquired  into,  and  every  witness  who 
could  throw  light  on  the  facta  was 
examined,  including  some  who  are  no 
longer  available.  1  cannot  say  that  the 
result  of  that  trial  was  wholly  satisfac- 


tory, but  it  is  not  possible  now  to  reverse 
or  go  bahind  the  verdict  of  the  jury.  I 
have  since  had  the  fullest  and  most 
careful  inquiry  made  by  the  Prison  Com- 
missioners and  the  Prisons  Inspector, 
Captain  Wilson,  and  I  am  satisfied  that 
nothing  can  be  elicited  as  to  the  cause  of 
Gatcliffe*s  death  that  was  not  disclosed  to 
the  jury.  I  have  made  changes  in  the 
stafE  and  administrative  arrangements  ctf 
the  prison  which  will,  I  trust,  prevent 
the  possibility  of  any  such  occurrence 
happening  again.  \ 

POST-MARKS] 
Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  is  aware  that,  in  the 
United  States  and  in  Australia,  the  hour 
of  posting  or  collection,  as  well  as  the 
date,  are  legibly  stamped  upon  every 
envelope  by  the  postal  officials,  so  that 
the  public  are  able  to  trace,  and  at  the 
same  time  control,  the  movements  of 
their  correspondence  without  recourse  to 
the  authorities  ;  and  whether  he  has  any 
objection  to  introduce  the  plan  in  ques- 
tion in  this  country  1 

*Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  am  aware  that  in 
the  United  States  and  Australia  q.  prac- 
tice exists  (though  less  general  in 
Australia  than  in  the  United  States)  of 
marking  upon  letters  the  hour  of  collec- 
tion in  addition  to  the  date ;  but  this 
does  not  enable  the  public  to  trace  the 
movements  of  their  correspondence  with  ] 
out  recourse  to  the  authorities.  Jn  the 
United  States  (from  Australia  there  is  no 
official  information)  it  simply  enables  the 
public  to  ascei'tain  the  approximate  time 
of  the  posting  of  a  letter.  At  pffices 
through  which  the  letter  subsequently 
passes  and  at  the  office  of  final  dpliyery 
it  is  not  the  practice  to  insert  the  hours 
of  arrival  and  despatch,  and  this  because 
it  is  found  that  the  public  might  draw 
very  inaccurate  conclusions  therefrom, 
not  allowing  for  the  intervals  which 
often  necessarily  elapse  between  the 
arrival  and  despatch  at  the  forwarding 
offices  and  between  the  arrival  and 
delivery  at  the  office  of  destination.  The 
system  of  post-marks  at  present  in  use  in 
this  country  enables  the  Department  to 
exercise  an  adequate  check  upon  the 
officials  concerned,  and  I  am  not  prepared 
to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  hon«. 
Member. 
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THE  MADRID    INDUSTRIAL 
CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if,  having  regard  to 
the  technical  services  rendered  at  the 
International  Industrial  Property  Con- 
ference at  Rome  in  1886  by  the  Master 
Cutler  and  the  Acting  Law  Clerk  of  the 
Cutlers*  Company  of  Hallamshire,  they 
will  be  allowed  to  assist  at  the  corporat3 
expense  in  the  deliberations  of  the 
Conference  about  to  assemble  at  Madrid  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  Arrangements  have  already  been 
made  for  the  attendance  of  Mr.  Hughes, 
the  Acting  Law  Clerk  of  the  Cutlers' 
Company,  at  the  Conference.  No  wishes  up 
to  the  present  time  have  been  expressed 
as  to  the  attendance  of  the  Master 
Cutler,  but  should  the  latter  desire  to  go 
to  Madrid,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  be  very  glad  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  information  he  may  be  able  to  afford. 
As  stated  by  the  hon.  Member,  the 
expanses  of  both  these  gentlemen  would 
be  borne  by  the  Cutlers*  Company. 

GRIEVANCES  OF  TELEGRAPH  CLERKS. 
Mr.  M^OARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether,  considering 
the  grievances  complained  of  by  the 
telegraph  clerks,  he  will  consent  to 
receive  a  deputation  f i*om  that  body  to 
hear  their  case  stated,  and  with  the  view 
to  have  redressed  any  grievances  which 
may  be  found  to  exist  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES:  The  hon.  Member 
must  be  aware  that  if  any  body  of  officers 
wish  to  ask  me  to  receive  a  deputation 
their  proper  course  is  to  make  their 
application  to  me  in  the  prescribed 
manner,  and  not  by  means  of  a  question 
addressed  to  me  in  this  House.  I  think 
ifc  is  very  much  to  be  regretted  that  any 
officers  in  the  service  of  the  State  should 
go  out  of  their  way  to  suggest  any  feeling 
of  antagonism  between  themsalves  and 
their  superior  officers,  and  I  must  be 
understood  to  reserve  to  myself  full 
discretion  as  to  the  course  which  I  may 
consider  it  my  duty  to  adopt  in  dealing 
with  administrative  questions  affecting 
the  services  under  my  control. 

Mr.  M*CARTAN:  Do  I  understand 
that  because  this  request  is  made  by  a 
Member   of  Parliament    the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  refuses  to  receive  a  depnta* 
tion? 

♦Me.  RAIKES :  No,  1  did  not  say  so- 
I  said  that  when  the  request  comes 
before  me  in  a  regular  manner  will  be 
the  time  to  exercise  a  discretion  in  regard 
to  it. 

Mr.  M*CARTAN  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  refuse  to  say  now  whether 
or  not  he  will  refuse  a  deputation  1 

•Mr.  C.  graham  (Lanark,  N.W.)  t 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  receive 
a  deputation  from  these  persons  who, 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  conceive  that 
they  have  a  grievance  ? 

•Mr.  RAIKES :  I  am  quite  prepared 
to  consider  any  application  when  it  ia 
made  in  a  proper  manner  to  the  Depart^ 
ment,  but  I  must  respectfully  decline  to 
answer  improper  questions  miade  through. 
Members  of  this  House. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.) :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  how  manj 
flights  of  stairs  postmen  have  to  travel 
up  and  down  during  the  day  1 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

RABBIT  COURSING. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  r 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  has 
received  the  Report  he  asked  for  from 
the  chief  constable,  with  reference  to 
the  alleged  cruelties  at  a  "  rabbit  cours- 
ing "  meeting  at  the  Crown  Inn,  Saltford, 
on  3rd  February ;  what  is  the  substance 
of  the  Report ;  and  whether  it  confirms- 
the  account  of  the  cruelties  as  related  in 
the  Bath  Chronicle  f 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  have 
received  a  Report  from  the  chief  con-^ 
stable,  who  informs  me  that,  in  the  judg- 
ment of  a  sergeant  of  police,  a  reliable 
man,  who  was  present  on  the  occasion,, 
the  rej)orfc  in  the  Bath  Chronicle  exagge- 
rates what  actually  took  place.  The 
practice  at  the  meeting  was  to  let  loose 
a  rabbit  and  then  two  dogs.  As  soon 
as  the  dogs  had  both  caught  hold  of  the 
rabbit,  it  was  taken  from  them  by  a  man 
employed  for  that  purpose.  The  report 
of  the  sergeant  does  not  bear  out  the 
other  allegations  of  the  newspaper  report. 

THE  POSTAL  SERVICE. 

Mr.     FENWICK    (Northumberland, 

Wansbeck)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 

General   whether    it  is   true    that   the 

Lords  of   the   Treasury  -  have   recently 
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decided  to  increase  the  wages  of 
men  entering  the  postal  service  from 
16s.  to  18s.  per  week ;  and  whether  the 
Treasury  Minuta  relating  to  this  conces- 
sion confines  its  operation  to  one  class  of 
men,  and  states  that  the  Postmaster 
General  is  to  "  oppose  all  further  claims 
for  increase  of  wages  to  other  classes  of 
postmen ; "  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can 
state  on  what  grounds  the  advance  is  to 
ba  refused  to  other  classes  of  postmen  % 

•Mb.  RAIKES  :  It  is  quite  true  that, 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury,  the  initial  wages  of  the  second 
class  of  London  postmen  have  been  ad- 
vanced from  16s.  to  18s.  a  week.  It  is  a 
fact  that  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  did 
at  the  same  time  indicate  their  opinion 
that  any  further  claim  for  increase  of 
wages  to  other  classes  of  postmen  could 
not  be  entertained.  Their  Lordships 
regard  the  wages  of  tlie  first  class,  with 
the  contingent  advantages  of  good 
conduct  stripep,  uniform,  sick  pay  during 
'absence,  gratuitous  medical  attendance, 
and .  pensions,  as  affording  adequate 
remuneration. 

Mr.  FENWICK:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  last 
part  of  the  question;  namely,  on  what 
grounds  the  advance  is  refused  to  other 
classes  of  postmen  1 

*Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  think  I  did  answer 
it.  I  stated  that  the  wages  of  the  other 
class  carried  with  them  certain  contin- 
gent advantages  in  the  shape  of  medical 
attendance  and  pensions,  which  are 
regarded  by  the  Treasury  as  affording 
adequate  remuneration. 

*Mk.  C.  graham  :  Why  is  it  that  the 
provision  made  for  workmen  in  the 
employment  of  the  Post  Ofl&ce  is  essen- 
tially difEerent  from  that  of  any  other 
body  of  workmen  in  the  Kingdom. 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

CUSTOMS  DUTIES. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  will  grant  a 
Return  of  the  cost  of  collecting  the 
duties  realised  during  the  year  ending 
31st  March,  1889,  on  currants,  figs, 
prunes,  raisins,  plums,  and  prunellos  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GosCHEN,  St  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  hon.  Member 
must  realise  that  the  Return  he  asks  for 


could  necessarily  have  but  little  value. 
The  collection  of  the  duties  on  dried, 
fruits  is  so  mixed  up  with  other  duties 
devolving  on  Customs  officers,  that  an 
estimate  of  its  separate  cost  could  only 
be  hypothetical. 

SILVER  COINS.  : 

Mr.  CAUSTON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellqp  of  the  Exchequer  why  the 
value  is  marked  upon  some  silver  coins 
and  not  on  others ;  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  the  great  incon- 
venience caused  to  the  public  through 
the  similarity  of  the  new  four  shilling 
pieces  to  the  five-shillinsr  pieces ;  and 
what  is  the  objection  to  putting  the  value 
on  all  silver  coins  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  On  none  of  the  coins 
of  the  new  designs  issued  in  1887  was 
there  any  indication  of  their  value  except 
on  the  threepence.  In  former  reigns 
none  of  the  gold  or  silver  coins  except 
the  threepence  bore  any  indication  of 
their  value,  and  it  was  proposed  in  1887 
to  revert  to  this  practice ;  but  repre- 
sentations were  made  as  to  the  similarity 
of  the  reverse  design  of  the  sixpence  to 
that  of  the  half-sovereign,  and  in 
November,  1887,  the  former  design, 
with  the  words  "Sixpence,"  was  resumed.* 
There  can  hardly  be  said  to  be  any 
similarity  between  the  double  florin  and' 
the  crown.  ["Oh!"]  Well,  I  think 
most  people  know  the  difference,  as  the 
former  has  for  a  reverse  design  four 
shields  arranged  crosswise,  like  the 
florin,  and  the  latter  the  St.  George  and 
dragon. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
Why  is  not  the  old  custom  followed  of 
marJiing  the  shilling  with  the  words 
"One  Shilling?" 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  change  was 
made  under  the  Act  of  1887. 

SEWAGE  IN  THE  THAMES. 
Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  the  Local  Grovem- 
ment  Board  whether  he  is  aware  that  at 
present  1,000  tons  of  sewage  sludge  are 
discharged  between  Maplin  Light,  Knob 
Buoy,  and  Long  Sand,  daily  ;  that  this 
quantity  will  shortly  be  increased  to 
4,000  tons ;  and  whether  the  Department 
will  protect  the  town  of  Southend  against 
this  dangerous  nuisance 
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•The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Long, 
Wilts,  Devizes)  :  The  Local  Government 
Board  have  no  information  as  to  the 
amount  of  sewage  sludge  at  present  dis- 
charged betwean  the  points  referred  to  ; 
but  they  are  informed  hy  the  London 
County  Council  that  there  is  no  im 
mediate  prospect  of  the  daily  discharge 
of  such  a  quantity  as  that  mentioned  in 
the  question.  The  Board  have  no  power 
to  intervene  with  a  view  to  the  protec- 
tion of  Southend  in  this  matter,  but  they 
understind  that  the  County  Council 
have  referred  the  subject  of  the  treat- 
ment and  disposal  of  the  sewage  to  Sir 
B3njamin  Baker  and  the  Chief  Engineer 
of  the  Council,  whose  Report  is  expcctsd 
at  an  early  date. 

rOST  OFFICE -MEDICAL   CERTIFI- 
GATES. 

Me.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury, 
B.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  the  medical  officer  keeps  a  set 
of  indlarubber  stamps  with  which  he 
stamps  the  medical  certificates  sent 
in  from  private  practitioners,  thereby 
limiting  the  sick  leave  certified  for  by 
the  doctors  without  making  any  pro- 
fessional inquiry  into  the  case  ? 

•Mb.  RAIKES  :  The  indiarubber 
stamps  are  used  to  save  time  which 
would  otherwise  b3  occupied  in  writing. 
The  object  of  limiting  the  p3riod 
coyarcd  by  the  certificates,  or  rather  of 
requiring  the  absentee  to  report  himself 
before  the  period  has  expired  is,  I  under- 
stand, that  the  Medical  Officar  who  is 
responsible  to  the  Department  may  make 
himself  personally  acquainted  with  the 
particulars  of  the  case ;  and  not  because 
there  is  any  disposition  to  impugn  the 
bond  fides  of  the  certificate. 

THE  Labour  conference. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Sacretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  if  he  is  in  a  position  to 
8tat3  who  will  be  the  delegates  of  the 
United  Kingdom  at  the  Labour  Confer- 
ence convened  by  His  Imperial  Majesty 
the  German  Emperor ;  what  is  the  nature 
of  their  general  instructions;  and  if 
they  will  ba  authorisad  to  advocate  the 
adaptation  of  the  hours  of  continental 
labour  in  mines  and  upon  Sundays  to  the 
standard  prevailing  by  custom  in  this 


country,  and  also  to  urge  the  adoption  of 
factory  legislation  analogous  to  that  in 
force  in  the  United  Kingdom? 
*Mr.  C.  GRAHAM:  Before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answers  that  question, 
may  I  ask  if  he  is  in  the  possession  of 
any  information  which  warrants  the 
tissumption  that  the  hours  of  labour  in 
continental  mines  are  any  shorter  than 
those  in  the  English  and  Scottish  mines  t 
•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Lanark  wishes  to  put  a  further 
question  I  must  ask  him  to  give  notice  of 
it.  In  reply  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  H.  Vincent),  I 
have  to  say  that  Her  Majesty  will  be 
represented  by  f oar  Plenipotentiaries:  the 
right  hon.  Sir  John  Eldon  Qorst,  Q.C., 
M.P. ;  Mr.  Charles  Stewart  Scott,C.B.,Her 
Majesty's  Minister  at  Berne ;  Sir  William 
Henry  Houldsworth,  Bart.,  M.P.,  and  Mr. 
David  Dale  (of  Sir  Joseph  Pease  and  Co.). 
The  following  gentlemen  will  be  expert 
delegates  : — Mr.  Frederick  H.  Whymper, 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  Superintending 
Inspectors  of  Factories;  Mr.  Thomas 
Burt,  M.P. ;  Mr.  John  Burnett,  Labour 
Correspondent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  and 
Mr.  Birtwistle,  Secretary  to  the  United 
Weavers'  Association.  The  nature  of 
their  instructions  is  in  conformiiy  with 
the  terms  of  the  reply  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  the  German  Gk)vemment, 
It  is  not  usual  to  state  the  particulars. 

*Mr.  C.  GRAHAM:  There  is  one  body 
of  thought  among  the  working  classes 
which  is  practically  unrepresented. 
While  I  admit  that  everyone  reposed 
great  confidence  in  Mr.  Burt,  the  section 
I  allude  to  as  being  unrepresented  is  the 
class  which  has  confidence  in  Mr.  John 
Burns ;  and  I  wish  to  ask  whether 
there  is  still  time  to  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  nominating  Mr.  Burns  as  one 
of  the  expert  delegates  1 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  It  is  impossible 
that  all  schools  of  thought  or  that  all 
interests  should  be  separately  re- 
presented ;  but  if  Her  Majesty's  Plenipo- 
tentiaries find  it  necessary  to  ask  for 
further  expert  assistance,  I  have  no 
doubt  their  recommendations  will  be 
complied  with. 

COUNTS  OUT. 

•Mr.  LEAKE   (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Bad- 

clifEe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 

the  Treasury    whether,  considering  the 

increasing  difiSculty  of  securing  a  quorum 
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of  the  Honse  during  the  dinner  honr,  he 
will  propose  a  modification  of  the  Rules 
of  Procedure  providing  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House  on  Monday, 
Tuesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday  from 
7  p.m.  to  9  p.m.,  as  unanimously 
recommended  by  the  Select  Committ3e 
on  Procedure,  1886,  or  from  7.30  p.m. 
to  9.30  p.m.,  as  would  probably  be  more 
convenient  to  Members,  and  more  con- 
ducive to  the  effective  conduct  of  the 
business  of  the  House?  May  I  also  be 
permitted  to  supplement  my  question 
by  asking  whether,  in  case  a  new 
Rule  affecting  the  adjournment  should 
be  carried,  it  would  necessarily  involve 
the  extension  of  the  business  of  the 
House  from  midnight  till  1  in  the  morn- 
ing, as  has  been  stated  in  a  morning 
paper  ;  and  whether,  in  case  such  an  ex- 
tension should  be  necessary,  it  could  not 
be  met  by  meeting  earlier  ? 
•The  first  LORD  ok  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  SMrriT,  Strand,  Westminster)  : 
The  hon.  Membar  has  himself  almost 
answered  the  question  on  the  Paper  by  the 
further  qu3stion  which  he  has  thought 
right  to  ask.  It  will  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  Housa  that  in  1888  the  proposal 
that  there  should  be  an  adjoui'nment 
during  the  dinner  hour  was  very  fully 
considered  and  debated.  The  Government 
put  forward  the  suggestion  that  there 
should  be  an  interval  between  8  and 
9  o'clock  ;  but  the  House  indicated,  by  an 
overwhelming  majority,  their  desire  that 
the  present  system  should  be  established. 
I  am  not  ready  to  admit  that  there  is  any 
real  difficulty  in  sacuring  a  quorum  of 
Members  when  there  is  business  of 
importance  to  be  discussed.  There  has 
been  no  occasion  during  the  present 
Session 'when  a  much  larger  number  of 
Membars  than  suffice  to  form  a  quorum 
have  not  been  within  the  precincts  of  the 
House  during  the  dinner  hours.  On  the 
occasion  of  the  count  out  a  week  ago 
there  were  at  the  time  115  Members  in 
the  dining  room.  I  mention  this  to 
indicate  that  on  such  occasions  when 
Members  are  not  in  the  House  they  are 
taking  the  rest  and  refreshment  which 
are  necessary  to  all  of  us.  Having 
regard  to  the  pressure  of  public  business, 
I  should  not  be  justified  in  asking  the 
House  to  adjourn  for  two  hours  in  the 
evening  unless  I  proposed  at  the  same 
time  that  we  should  meet  earlier  or  sit 
later,  and  that  is  a  change  which  I  could 


not  recommend.  My  own  impression  is 
that  the  two  hours  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers  in  his  question  are  hours 
in  which  important  and  valuable  work  is 
often  done,  although  they  may  not  be 
hours  when  speeches  can  be  made  to  a 
large  audience. 

*Mb.  LEAKE :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  our 
experience  since  1888  points  in  the 
direction  that  hon.  Members  do  not  care 
to  attend  the  deliberations  of  the  House 
during  those  two  hours,  and  is  it  not 
expected  in  a  deliberate  Assembly 

•Me  SPEAKER;  Order, order! 

THE    SOUTH    SHIELDS    MARINE 
BOARD. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  the  Board  invited  the 
South  Shields  Branch  of  the  Amalgamated 
Sailors'  and  Firemen's  Union,  having 
4,916  members,  to  nominate  two  mem- 
bers for  the  Local  Marine  Board ; 
whether  such  nomination  was  made ; 
whether  it  has  been  disregarded ;  and  if 
he  will  state  the  reasons ;  ia.nd  whether 
he  can  give  the  name  of  the  sailor 
actually  appointed  to  the  Local  Board, 
and  stat3  whether  he  is  a  memb2r  of  the 
South  Shields  Branch,  and  what  are  the 
grounds  of  his  appointment  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  or  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.):  The  Board  of  Trade  did 
not  invite  the  South  Shields  Branch  of 
the  Amalgamated  Sailors'  and  Firemen's 
Union  to  nominate  two  members  for 
the  Local  Marine  Board  of  South  Shields. 
That  branch  of  the  Union  did,  however, 
suggest  the  names  of  two  of  their  mem- 
bers ;  and  I  may  add  that  the  Seamen's 
and  Firemen's  Union  sent  in  names  for  a 
great  number  of  ports,  for  some,  indeed, 
at  which  there  are  no  Local  Marine 
Boards.  I  decided  to  appoint  Mr.  John 
Renny,  who  was  recommended  to  me  as 
an  able  seaman  with  long  service  in  the 
Naval  Reserve.  A  further  ground  for 
his  appointment  was  that  he  had  recently 
left  off  going  to  sea,  and  that  his  present 
occupation,  namely,  masting  and  rigging, 
would  enable  him  to  reside  at  the  port 
and  attend  the  meetings  regularly.  I 
am  not  aware  whether  he  is  a  member 
of  the  South  Shields  Branch  of  the 
Union  or  of  any  other  Seamen's  Society. 
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Friday  lie  generally  makes  two  promises, 
neither  of  which  is  usually  fulfilled.  The 
first  is  that  the'  Resolution  is  not  of  a 
Party  character,  and  the  next  that  he 
will  not  make  a  long  speech.  In  the 
present  case,  however,  the  Resolution  is 
certainly  not  of  a  Party  character.  In 
former  days  Mr.  Disraeli  and  Lord  John 
Russell,  to  call  them  by  their  House  of 
Commons'  names,  in  dealing  with  a  Hous3 
of  Commons  question,  took  the  same  side 
in  advocating  a  change  in  the  time  of  the 
Session.  I  am  certein  from  what  has 
baen  said  to  me  that  there  are  many 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  aro  friends  of 
this  Motion,  as  I  hope  the  Division  will 
prove.  On  the  other  hand,  I  know  that 
there  are  opponents  of  it  on  my  own  side 
of  the  House ;  and  I  think  they  sit  in 
perhaps  mora  than  ordinary  proportion 
on  the  Bench  on  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  sit.  On  the  point  of  brevity  of  speech 
I  will  say  that  a 'long  speech  on  such  a 
subject  would  be  almost  impertinent. 
Every  Member  has  probably  made  up 
his  mind,  and  the  point  is  one  on 
which  he  has  long  exparience  to 
^ide  him.  No  doubt,  too,  every 
Member  is  influenced  to  some  extent  by 
the  arrangements  of  his  domestic  life, 
which  are  known  only  to  himsslf.  I 
earnestly  hope  that  each  man  will 
vote  according  to  his  own  convictions, 
and  that  there  may  be  such  a  clear 
majority,  on  one  side  or  the  other,  as  will 
show  what  the  wish  of  the  House  really 
is.  The  present  arrangement  of  the 
Session  is  a  survival  from  a  distant  time. 
At  one  time  a  violent  but  irresisfcible  pres- 
sure was  put  upon  Members  to  conclude 
business  by  the  approach  of  the  12th 
of  August.  Let  us  take  the  long 
Parliament  -which  sat  from  1859  to 
1865.  In  1859  the  House  sat  till 
August  13;  in  1860,  till  August  28; 
in  1861,  till  August  6;  in  1862,  till 
August  7.  In  1863  the  House  was 
prorogued  as  early  as  July  28  ;  in 
1864,  on  July  29;  and  in  1865,  on 
July  6.  That,  however,  was  before  a 
General  Election.  So  that,  taking  the 
average,  and  leaving  out  1865,  daring 
t\i2kt  famous  and  long  period  the  House 
ros3  at  the  end  of  the  first  week  in 
August.  This  system  worked  then,  but 
it  does  not  work  now.  Take  the  present 
Parliament.  In  1886  the  Hous3  sat 
from  the  12fch  of  January  to  the  25th  of 
June,  and  from  the  6th  of  August  to  the 
Sir  G,  Trevelyan 


25th  of  Sapterabar,  and  in  the  interval 
the  country  had  the  refreshment  of  a 
General  Election.  In  1887  the  House 
rose  on  the  16th  of  September  ;  in  1888 
it  sat  until  the  13th  of  August,  and  then 
sat  again  from  the  6th  of  November  to 
the  24th  of  December;  and  in  1889, 
when  the  House  fondly  hoped  for  a  short 
Session,  we  did  not  rise  until  the  30th 
of  August.  No  man  in  this  Parliament 
who  does  his  full  duty  as  a  Member  of 
Parliament  has  ever  passed  more  than 
three  days  in  the  country  during  the 
summer  since  Parliament  sat;  and  no 
man  who  intends  to  take  up  public  life 
as  his  calling  can  look  forward  to  any 
other  prospect  than  that  of  n<^ 
seeing  one  single  day  of  summer  till 
his  time  of  work  is  passed.  Is  that  a 
prospect  which  lion.  Members  are 
prepared  to  face?  There  is  no  one 
circumstance  which  so  deleterionsly 
affects  the  health  and  strength  6t 
Members  as  the  manner  in  which 
Members  are  kept  at  work,  which,  as 
the  Session  advances  gets  harder  and 
harder  till  summer  is  past  and  gone. 
Ministers  may  hear  with  sympathy 
the  description  of  public  life  by  one 
who  knew  the  House  of  Commons  very 
well,  and  who  was  a  Minister  himself — 
**  There  is  little  reason,  in  our  opinion,  to  envy 
any  of  those  who  are  engaged  in  a  pursuit  from 
which  at  most  ihey  can  ouly  expect  that  by  re- 
linquishing liberal  studies  and  si»cial  pleasures, 
by  pa8;iing  nights  without  sleep,  and  summers 
without  one  glimpse  of  nature,  they  may  attain 
that  laboriourt,  that  invidious,  that  closely- 
watched  slavery  which  is  mocked  with  the  name 
of  power.** 

In  recent  days  one  of  these  grievances 
has  been  removed,  and  I  earnestly  hope 
that  the  same  Government  and  the  same 
Parliament  which  has  had  the  good  sense 
and  the  resolution  to  do  away  with 
sittings  at  unholy  hours  may  likewise 
have  the  resolution  to  regulate  the  season 
at  which  Parliament  shall  sit ;  and  then 
the  life  of  a  Member  of  Parliament,  and 
even  of  a  Minister,  though  it  will  be 
arduous,  will  be  led  under  human  con- 
ditions. In  old  days  the  proposal  on 
this  subject  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Walsall  (Sir  C.  Forster) — one 
of  the  many  unpretentious  and  disinter- 
ested services  which  he  has  been  in  the 
habit  of.  doing  to  the  House — was 
killed  by  a  speech  from  Lord  Palmerston. 
That  noble  Lord,  speaking  in  1857,  said 
that   in   winter   the   House  was  foil  of 
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conghing ;  the  Members  were  kept  from 
town   by  bronchitis   and  influenza,  and 
those  who  attended  the  House  always 
complained    of  draughts.      And    so   he 
ran  through   a   number  of    arguments, 
some    of     which    were     droll    enough, 
about  the  dangers  of  doing  public  work 
in  winter.     But    how  many  who  sit  in 
the  House  now  do  not  perform  public 
work  in  the  winter?     What  Member  is 
there   who    will  ever  have  a  week  day 
evening    to    himself    from    October   to 
February  if  he  accepts  every  invitation 
sent  to  him  ?    If  he  is  a  county  Member 
invitations  come  to  him  from  50  villages, 
each  with  a  growing  thirst  for  rhetoric ; 
and  if  he  is  a  man  of  eminence  in  his 
Party,  there  is  hardly  one  of  the  570 
constituencies   in   the  United  Kingdom 
which  is  not  always  complaining  that  it 
is  six  months  or  even  three  months  since 
they  had  a  Cabinet  Minister  or  an  ex- 
Cabinet    Minister    to    speak    to    them. 
A   metropolitan    Member    opposite    has 
reminded   me   how  a  supporter   of  the 
Government  fags   away  from   Juno   to 
July  and  August,  and  how,  at  the  end  of 
September,    as  a    great   favour,    he   is 
allowed  to  go  away  before  the  last  stage 
of   the  Appropriation  Bill.      The  Mem- 
ber goes    away,    and    his    constituents 
come  back  from  the  seaside  or  the  moun- 
tains brimming  over  with  public  spirit, 
all  agog  with   public    speaking.     They 
write    to    him    that    they    want     him 
to  come    down   and  give    an    account 
of  his  stewardship,  and  tell   them   how 
often  and  how   straight  he   has   voted. 
He   meanwhile,   jaded  and  worn,    feels 
fit  for  nothing  less  than  for  a  course  of 
public     speaking.       As    regards    Mem- 
bers who    have  gardens   of    their   own 
in     the    country,    it    is    the     greatest 
sacrifice  men  can  possibly  pay  to  public 
life    to    forego    the    pleasures    of     the 
garden  year  after  year.     I  think  Cabi- 
net Ministers  and  ex-Cabinet  Ministers 
will   feel   the   truth    of   some    beautifut 
lines  which  I  read  the  other  day  by  the 
poet  Marvel  I : — 

**  How  vainly  men  themselves  amaze 
To  win  the  palm,  the  oak,  the  hays, 
And  their  incessant  lahours  see 
Crowned  from  some  single  herh  or  tree, 
While  all  the  flowers  and  trees  do  close 
To  weave  the  garlands  of  repose.** 

Those  who  love  the  woods  can  never 
enjoy  what  the  same  poet  describes  as 
the  highest  of  pleasures — 


"  Annihilating  all  that's  made, 
To  a  green  thought  in  a  green  shade." 

But  it  is  not  only  a  question  of  those  who 
have  had  beautiful  gardens  of  their  own. 
A  much  larger  class  of  Members  are 
affected — Members  who  have  only  one 
home,  and  that  home  in  town.  Speaking 
with  an  experience  of  twenty  years  of 
Parliamentary  life,  pajBsed  under  those 
circumstances,  I  say  there  are  only  two 
ways  in  which  Members  so  situated  can 
get  the  country  air — they  either  take  a 
house  in  the  country  or  go  abroad.  If 
they  take  a  house  in  the  country,  they 
can  only  enjoy  it  like  schoolboys  playing 
truant.  On  the  other  hand,  if  they 
resort  to  foreign  travel,  health  and 
fresh  air  such  as  can  be  obtained  in 
the  Tyrol  and  in  Switzerland  cannot 
be  enjoyed  after  the  time  at  which 
Parliament  now  rises,  and  the  only 
prospect  of  foreign  travel  which  most 
hon.  Members  enjoy  towards  the  end  of 
the  Session  is  a  visit  for  a  course  of 
German  baths — a  visit  which  they  would 
never  be  under  the  necessity  of  paying 
if  they  had  not  spent  the  best  months  of 
the  best  years  of  their  lives  in  a  hot 
Parliamentary  Lobby.  I  feel  very  much 
for  two  other  classes  of  men.  One  the 
officers  of  the  House,  and  the  other  a  clasa 
of  men  to  whom  we  owe  so  much — the 
stafPs  of  the  great  newspapers,  who  are 
as  much  in  the  service  of  the  House  as 
if  their  salaries  were  on  the  Estimates. 
These  men  cannot  get  any  holiday 
at  all  from  arduous  labours  until  the 
period  for  making  holiday  has  passed. 
Their  claim  on  the  House  is  quite  a  re- 
cognisable claim,  and  I  think  their  case  is 
very  much  the  same  as  that  of  hon. 
Members.  I  know  very  well  what  are  the 
secret  reasons  which  will  prevent  a  great 
number  of  hon.  Gentlemen  from  voting 
for  this  proposal.  First  comes  the  ques- 
tion of  sport ;  but  most  of  the  sports 
which  keep  men  strong  and  make 
them  fit  for  work,  and  most  of  the 
manly  and  vigorous  shooting,  will  be 
over  by  the  time  the  period  has  elapsed 
which  I  propose  to  take  for  a  holiday. 
Grouse  shooting  and  partridge  shooting 
are  practically  over,  and  the  only  thing 
that  remains  is  a  class  of  sport  with 
which  I  have  not  much  sympathy, 
namely,  shooting  in  highly  preserved 
pheasant  covers.  This  is  a  class  of  shoot- 
ing which,  in  many  parts  of  the  countiy, 
though  I  do  not  say  in  all,  is  highly 
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demoralising  and  full  of  temptation 
to  a  life  of  crime.  While  I  can 
admire  skill  in  shooting,  I  do  not  think 
it  is  a  good  thing  to  encourage  a  class 
of  semi-professional  shots  who  go  from 
country  house  to  country  house  during 
the  winter,  taking  a  pride  in  killing 
their  share  of  3,000  or  4,000  birds 
a  week  during  the  season.  What- 
ever we  do  we  shall  have  the 
Christmas  holidays,  and  1  think  the  lifst 
«port  A  man  can  have  is  witli  the 
pheasants,  and  such  woodcocks  as  Provi- 
dence sends  him  then,  which  he  can  shoot 
in  company  with  his  boys  and  neigh- 
bours. Upon  hunting  I  do  not  feel 
-competent  to  speak,  but  it  occurs  to  me 
that  we  have  but  few  hard  hunting-men 
amongst  us.  In  the  first  place,  there 
are  a  great  many  hunting-men  who  have 
the  same  feeling  abont  the  summer  as 
those  who  are  not  hunting- men  ;  and  in 
tho  next  place  I  think  we  exfiggerate 
the  number  of  hard  hunting-men.  A 
great  many  of  these,  I  think,  are  men 
who  used  to  hunt  and  would  like  to 
hunt  again,  but  there  are  very  few  hard- 
working Members  of  Parliament  who 
can  find  the  time  and  means  which 
are  required,  in  oi-der  to  lay  claim  to  the 
dtle  of  liard  hunting- men.  There  remains 
one  thing  that  governs  n>en's  opinions 
very  much,  and  with  which  I  have 
no  sympathy  at  all,  though  I  have 
sympithy  with  all  classes  of  real  sport,  I 
mean  considerations  of  society.  People 
say  you  must  not  wind  up  the  Session 
because  society  continues  its  meetings 
antil  the  beginning  of  August.  My 
answer  is  simply  this,  tliat  if  a  man  likes 
to  spend  his  summer  holidays  in  going 
to  four  or  five  eFtsning  parties  a-night, 
in  the  name  of  goodness  let  him  do  so, 
and  he  will  do  it  with  a  clear  conscience 
if  Parliament  has  ceased  to  sit.  But 
let  him  not  interfere  with  us,  who 
prefer  to  spend  July  in  fishing  and  sail- 
ing— in  driving  over  Alpine  passes, 
and  walking  on  Alpine  pastures. 
The  fact  is  that  much  of  this  talk 
about  sport  and  about  social  arrange- 
ments is  a  thing  of  the  past.  Parliament 
is  a  business  assembly,  and  ought  not 
any  longer  to  make  its  sittings  sub- 
ordinate to  considerations  of  fashion.  We 
know  very  well  that  a  certain  quantity 
of  time  is  absolutely  demanded  by  the 
business  of  the  House.  I  put  it  at  seven 
full  months  from  year  to  yean  not  con nt- 
Sir  0.  Trevelyan 


ing  the  Iilaster  and  Whitsuntide  holidays. 
We    have    only   a    certain    amount    of 
holiday,  and    Parliament  would  do  well 
to  take  that  holiday  at  the  most  favour- 
able time.     If  Parbament,  by  a  majorityJ 
expresses  its  desire  to  take  holiday  in  some 
part  of  the  summer — and,  after  all,   thatj 
is  a  very  modest  request — ^the  arrang 
ments  may  be    left  to  the  Government 
If  we    rose  at  the  beginning  of  July  we 
should  feave  the   whole  of  the  Wliitsu 
tide    holidays,   because    no    one    would 
dream  that  Parliament  should  separat 
in  the  beginning  of  June  for  a  holiday 
if  it  wac>  to  separate  finally  in  the  begin- 
ning of  July.     I  believe  that  that  would" 
be  the  wiser  arrangement,  and  that  in 
most  cases  the  business  of    Parliament 
could  be  conducted  between  the  be  gin  J 
ning  of  January  and  the  beginning  of  July  J 
It  may  occasionally  happen  that  we  maj 
have  to    return    to   the    habits   of    out 
forefathers  and   meet  about  the  1 8th 
November,  and  then  rise  for  a  month  al 
Christmas  ;  but  if  we  do  that  we  shall 
have  time  before  the  end  of  June  to  gel| 
through  the  business  of  Parliament.    All* 
this  Resolution  a^sks  Parliament  to  do  la 
to  say  that  we  should  not  sit  the  whok 
of  the  summer.     But  this  is  a  vital  point 
— ^we  must   fix  a  date.     In  1888  there" 
was  a    great   deal  of    business    before 
the  House — -the   Local  Government  BiJ 
had  to  lie  passed  ;  Supply  was  terribly  h 
arrear  :  and  there  were  three  great  Bills, 
which,  having  gone  through  the  Standing. 
Committees    upstairs,  the    Government 
were  determined  to  pass  in  the  course  of 
the  Session.     Members,  especially  thosfl 
who  supported    the  Government,   wer 
exhausted  by  two  long  summer  SessionsJ 
and    they    were   anxious    to   get   awmj 
during  the  winter,  but  the  Governmen<| 
took  a  course  wliich  did  not  fulfil    th€ 
wishes  of  the  House.  Instead  of  naming  t 
date,  and  saying  that  they  would  go  oil 
up  to  that  date,  and  appealing  to   this 
honour  and  common  sense  of  Member 
to  get  through  the   work  by  that  timeJ 
the   Government  named  a   quantity  oj 
business  which  every  one  felt  was  mor 
than   they  could    get   through,   so   thol 
House  worked  sullenly  and  despairingly  J 
and  sat  until  the  15th  of   Aut^ust,  and 
we    had    a    winter    Session   aft^rwa 
It     is     not     worth     having    a    winter^ 
Session    unless   we   aro   sure   to   get   a 
gfKjd    slice    of    the    summer.     Let    ufl_ 
deal  with  this  questiou  with  the  sac 
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common  sense  which  we  should  apply 
to  our  own  business  afEairs.  Surely 
Government  and  Parliament  are  capable 
of  saying  how  many  months  should  be 
given  to  the  discharge  of  business  and 
how  many  to  rest  or  to  political  work  in  the 
country.  Business  was  made  for  men,  not 
men  for  business.  It  is  not  at  all  to  the 
credit  of  Parliament  that  we  cannot 
determine  to  do  our  work  at  a  reasonable 
time,  at  a  reasonable  rate,  and  at  a  rea- 
sonable period  of  the  year.  I  would  not 
have  brought  forward  this  Motion  if  I 
thought  its  efPect  would  be  to  sacrifice 
public  efficiency  to  private  comfort ;  but 
the  reasons  on  the  side  of  public  efficiency 
are  as  strong  as  on  the  side  of  private 
convenience  and  health.  On  the  10th 
of  July,  1888,  the  present  leader  of  the 
House  said  he  had  witnessed  in  this 
House  the  weariness  which  accompanied 
prolonged  sittings  during  the  months  of 
August  and  September,  and  he  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  business  had  not 
always  been  conducted  with  the  greatest 
possible  effect  or  the  best  possible  regard 
to  the  duties  they  had  to  discharge. 
Everyone  knows  that  at  the  fag  end  of 
the  Session  the  work  is  scamped ;  Bills 
are  hurried  through  without  proper 
discussion.  There  is  no  time  at  which 
the  tempers  of  Members  are  so  tried, 
or  at  which  there  is  so  much  friction. 
The  opinion  of  those  who  have  been 
Chairmen  of  Committees  would  be  worth 
hearing  on  that  point.  It  is  a  mistake 
to  suppose  that  good  work  is  done  in  a 
thin  House.  It  is  when  the  force  of  the 
collective  public  opinion  of  the  full  House 
is  brought  to  bear  on  it,  that  the  work  is 
best  done.  For  instance,  the  Redistri- 
bution Bill  of  1884  was  through  Com- 
mittee in  June,  and  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Bill  in  July,  and  those  were  Bills  which 
were  thoroughly  and  practically  discussed. 
Let  hon.  Members  compare  the  way 
those  Bills  were  treated  with  the  tumult 
which  surrounded  the  discussions  on 
the  Tithe  Bill  of  last  year — and  here 
I  speak  simply  of  the  difficulty  under 
which  the  discussions  on  that  Bill  were 
carried  on  owing  to  the  late  period  of 
the  Session.  Some  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  have  said  to  me  in  the  Lobbies 
that  it  would  be  a  very  bad  thing  for 
Ministers  not  to  get  their  October  and 
November  free  for  preparing  BilJs  and 
not  to  have  a  long  interval  before  Feb- 
ruary.    That  shows  how  we  are  bound 


by  conventional  considerations.  If  we 
use  our  imaginations  and  put  ourselves 
in  the  position  of  those  who  left  off  in 
the  beginning  of  July  we  should  see  that 
Ministers  would  have  had  two  months 
during  which  they  might  take  holiday 
and  come  as  fresh  to  the  performance  of 
their  work  as  now  in  October  and 
November.  The  objections  would  foil 
to  pieces  if  only  the  thing  I  propose 
were  done.  It  is  the  practice  of 
no  other  Legislature  to  continue 
its  sittings  through  the  whole  of  the 
summer  months.  The  Revue  des  deux 
Mondes,  writing  on  the  15th  August  last 
year,  says — 

**  It  is  no  longer  the  season  for  Parliaments 
Except  England,  where  the  Session  still  goes 
on,  almost  all  countries  have  already  seen  their 
Assemblies  and  Ministers  fly  before  a  summer 
which  is  not  propitious  to  Parliamentary  strife 
and  turmoil.** 

I  do  not  wish  hon.  Members  to  take 
example  from  foreign  countries;  but 
I  hope  they  will  use  their  own 
good  sense  and  obey  their  own  ex- 
perience and  inclinations.  I  beg  hon. 
Membera  when  they  vote  to-night  to 
think,  not  how  the  vote  will  look  upon 
the  Notice  Paper  to-morrow,  but  how  it 
will  appear  to  them  when  they  look  back 
to  it  on  a  hot  evening  in  the  middle  of 
July,  and  when  they  are  going  to  sit 
certainly  for  six  weeks,  and  probably  for 
two  months,  longer.  The  only  possible 
value  of  an  abstract  Besolution[is  to  obtain 
the  genuine  and  unbiased  opinion  of  the 
House,  and,  indeed,  I  think  the  House 
ought  to  be  oftener  allowed  to  vote 
without  Party  pressure  such  Resolu- 
tions. If  hon.  Members  vote  to- 
night as  they  really  think,  I  cannot  but 
hope  that  there  will  be  a  very  strong  ex- 
pression of  opinion  in  favour  of  a  change 
against  which  on  personal  grounds  there 
is  very  little  to  be  said,  and  against  which 
on  public  grounds  I  believe  there  is 
nothing  to  be  said  whatsoever. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "That,"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

**  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Parliament 
ought  to  rise  at  the  beginning  of  July,  and 
that  the  time  required  for  the  due  transaction 
of  public  business  should  be  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment sitting  during  a  longer  period  of  the 
winter  than  is  customary  at  present,"— (^Siir  &. 
Trtvelyan,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 
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Qnesfcion  pmposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question. '* 

(5.15.)    Sir    CHAEMH     PORSTER 

(Walsall) :  I  rise  to  second  the  Resolu- 
tion, having  myself  brought  tho  subject 
forward  in  the  Session b  of  1859  and  1873. 
The  Motion  which  I  then  moved  differed 
somewhat  in  form  from  the  present  one, 
I  invited  the  House  to  take  the  more 
direct  course  of  an  Address  to  the  Crown 
in  favour  of  reverting  to  tho  nractice  of 
the  Georgian  period,  when  the  House, 
meeting  in  November,  rose  on  the  King  s 
birthday,  the  4th  of  Juno,  whereas  my 
right  hon.  Friend  limits  himself  io  the 
general  proposition  that  tho  time  noct^s- 
sary  for  the  transaction  of  business  should 
be  provided  for  by  a  longer  sitting  in 
winter  than  is  now  customary  ;  but  both 
Motions  are  practically  tho  same,  and 
would  have  the  same  result.  If  on  meet- 
ing in  November  we  could  only  shorten 
the  debate  on  the  Address,  and  pn> 
ceed  at  once  Mnth  the  real  business  of  the 
Session,  there  would  be  no  reason  against 
our  rising  at  the  date  indicated  in  my 
right  hon.  BViend'a  Motion,  The  fact  is 
thai  at  the  time  of  the  first  Reform  Act 
Parliament  got  into  a  bad  groove,  from 
which  it  is  difficult  to  extricate 
ourselves  without  a  determined  effort. 
I  should  \xi  sorry  to  mar  the  enjoyments 
of  any  of  my  Colleagues,  but  the  business 
of  the  country  has  the  6rst  claim  on  our 
attention,  and  hon.  Members  who  take 
csertain  duties  upon  themselves  must 
not  complain  of  the  small  sacrifice  which 
the  propcFsed  cliange  might  entail.  Un- 
der the  present  system,  before  you,  Mr. 
Spfiaker,  are  released  from  the  Chair 
the  glory  of  the  summer  has  departed, 
and  the  **last  rose"  alone  remains.  It  was 
in  1859  that  I  first  introduced  this  sub- 
ject, and  now,  io  seconding  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  Motion,  I  feel  brought 
back,  as  it  wei-e,  to  the  early  years  of  my 
Parliamentary  career  and  to  the  days  of 
youth  and  vigour.  Lord  Palraerston  then 
succeeded  in  getting  the  Motion  nega- 
tived, but  in  spite  of  that  adverse  deci- 
sion the  question  continued  to  grow,  and 
the  Select  Committee  of  1871  on  tho 
Business  of  the  House?  of  which  I  was  a 
Member,  reported  in  its  favour.  I  may, 
perhaps,  secure  some  support  and  favour 
for  the  present  Motion  if  1  remind  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  Lord  Beacons- 


field  was  strongly  in  favour  of  the  pro-. 
posed  change,  which    will  not  only  prol 
mote  the  health    and  comfort  of    hai3 
Members^   but  will  also   insure   a  mon^ 
satisfactory  despatch  of  the  work  of   the 
Session, 

•(5.230    MR.MAHJ0RIBANKS(Ber-3 
wickshire) :  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  differl 
from  a  right  hon.  Colleague,  still,  ther 
are  ocaisions   w^hen  you   feel   you    maj 
differ  ;  and   on  the    present  occasion 
differ  most  radictilly  from  my  right  hon^ 
Friend^    who   i-ested    his   argument    ic 
favour  of  the  change  entirely  on  the  per- 
sonal    convenience     of     Members,     of  J 
the   officers  of  the    House,  and  of   iho] 
reporters.       Tho   right  hon,  Gentleroa 
did  not   adduce  a   single    argument 
prove  that    the  business  of  the    Houg 
and  of  the    nation    would   be   better   or 
more  expeditiously  transacted  than  il  ta 
at  present.     My  right  hon.  Friend  said] 
that  the    time   at   present  available  for 
Membei*s   to  travel  is  very   unsuitable^] 
and  that  if   they  were    free  in  July  ami  J 
August  they  would  be   able  to  visit  the 
Alps  and  Norway,  and  the  North   Polo] 
perhaps.      But  what  about  the  Bntiah 
Empire  ?    The  first  duty  of  a  Member  o| 
Parliament  is  to  know  something  about 
this  great  Empire,  of  which  we   ai'e  i  '" 
so  proud,  and  tho  months  during  whicll 
Parliament   is  not  now   in    Session    ar<Jl 
those  in  which  hon.  Gentlemen  can  most 
conveniently    visit    our   great    colonic 
and  dependencies,     I  do  not  suppose  thxiti 
anyone  will  suggest  tho  summer  is  tbo] 
best  time  to  visit  India  for  instance.    Mjf 
right  hon.  Friend  used  a  rather  infelici-] 
tons  expression  when  he  alluded  to  th« 
"  secret  i-easons  ^*  of  Members  for  object 
ing  to  this  proposal    and    to  their  pr 
clivities    towards  sport.      In    regard    to 
this  question  of  the  sittings  of  the  Hon  so  J 
I  think  wo  may  leave  sport  altogether 
out    of    sight,    because    Members   wha 
delight  in  sport  will  get  it  whether  tlie 
House  is  sitting  or  whether  it   is  not- 
With  regard  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- - 
man^s  remarks  on  battue  cover  shootin^J 
I  may  oliserve  that  I  am  rather  inclines 
to  think  that  more  birds  are  killed  by 
single  gun  in  August  than   in  any  othet 
month.      I    might'  say   the   same   with 
regai-d  to  other  birds  and  bea^sts  of  tb0 
field    during   the    autumn   months* 
think     we     may    leave     the     hunting 
question  altogether  out  of  this  debat 
and  I  therefore  pass  on  to  the  Bociety] 
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question.  I  will  ask  Hon.  Members 
whether,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  society  in 
London  is  not  practically  over  by  the 
12th  July,  and  I  should  like  to  know 
what  is  going  on  between  that  date  and 
the  end  of  July.  The  society  argument 
I  hold  to  be  a  perfectly  futile  one.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  said  that  the  proper 
length  of  time  of  a  Parliamentary 
Session  was  seven  months.  In  that  I 
agree  with  him,  and  I  would  point  out 
that  the  seven  months  can  be  obtained 
from  January  to  July,  and  that,  there- 
fore, there  is  no  necessity  for  an  Autumn 
Session  at  all.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man also  said  it  was  necessary  to 
fix.  a  data  for  the  termination  of  the 
Session.  He  could  fix  it  on  any 
day  about  the  middle  of  July  if  the 
House  met  in  January,  although  I 
venture  to  believe  that  if  a  date  were 
fixed  the  Grovemment  would  in  the  very 
first  year  find  it  absolutely  necessary  to 
prolong  the  Session  at  least  a  month 
after  that  date.  A  great  point  had  been 
made  of  the  fact  that,  under  the  existing 
Rules,  the  House  has  to  rise  every  night 
at  12  o'clock,  and  that  there  are  no  late 
sittings  ;  but  only  last  week  the  House  sat 
twice  until  past  1  o'clock,  and  since  the 
Session  opened  we  have  made  exception  to 
the  12  o'clock  Rule  at  least  once  a  week 
on  the  average,  and  several  important 
matters  have  been  dealt  with  during  the 
extended  time.  It  should  also  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  House  now  meets  an 
hour  earlier  than  it  used  to  do,  and  that 
fact  should  be  taken  into  consideration. 
I  maintain  that  it  is  of  immense  advan- 
tage, from  both  a  public  and  a  private 
point  of  view,  that  hon.  Members  should 
have  their  holidays,  or  their  cessation 
from  Parliamentary  work,  in  a  lump. 
The  arrangement  is  convenient  to  pri- 
vate Members,  and  it  must  certainly  be 
so  to  Ministers,  not  only  that  they  may 
have  a  substantial  release  from  the  worry 
and  anxiety  of  their  duties  in  the 
House,  and  an  opportunity  to  recruit 
their  strength,  but  that  they  may  have 
sufficient  time  to  prepare  work  for  the 
coming  Session.  In  my  humble  opinion, 
both  on  public  and  private  grounds  it  is 
expedient  that  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  be  rejected  by 
the  House. 

(5.35.)  Mr.  H.  T.  KNATCHBULL- 
HUGESSEN(Kent,Faversham):  Ishould 
like  to  say  a  few  words  in  support  of  the 
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Resolution  which  has  been  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.     I 
am  strongly  in  favour  of  it,   because   I 
believe  that  were  it  carried  there  would 
be  a  great  saving  of  health  and  strength ; 
for  it  appears  to  me  that    much    more 
health  is  wasted  during  one  hot  summer's 
week  than  would  be  wasted  were  we 
kept  here    a    much    longer    period  in 
the   winter.     I    do    not    know    that  I 
should  have    intruded   on  this  debate 
— ^for  I  should  have  preferred  to  have 
left  it  to  those  who  have  more   Parlia- 
mentary   experience     to     decide     this 
question — were  it  not  that  I  believe  there 
is  a  great  deal  of  misconception  as  to  the 
real  nature  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Motion.     That  misconception  is  that  the 
adoption     of     the     Resolution     would 
necessarily  involve  an  Autumn   Session, 
and  I  think  the  fear  of  that  is  likely  to 
cause    many    of  my    hon.  Friends    to 
abstain  from  voting.     But  I  am  strongly 
of  opinion  that  the  carrying  of  the  Resolu- 
tion need  not  involve  anything  of  the 
kind.     Personally,    I  am  not  opposed  to 
autumn  sittings.     I  should  prefer  being 
here  in  the  month  of  November  to  being 
detained  here  in  the  month  of  August. 
But  I  am  also  of  opinion  that  a  great 
saving  of  time  could  easily  be  effected  at 
the  beginning  of  the  Session  ;  and  if  we 
were  to  meet  for  the  despatch  of  business 
the   second  or  third  week  in  January 
instead  of  a  month  later,  we  should  have 
a  change  which  would  give  us  at  least 
three  or  four  weeks  more  for  business. 
But  this  would   not  be    the  only   thing 
necessary  to  be  done  in  order  to  secure 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  in  July. 
In  the  first  place,  as  mentioned  by   the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Walsall,  I 
think  we    ought   to    prevent    the    un- 
necessary and  mischievous  waste  of  time 
which  occurs  every  year  in  the  debate  on 
the  Address.     We  should  save  at  least  a 
fortnight  for    other    business    by  that 
means.     In  the  next  place,  an  important 
saving  of  time   could  be  effected    by  a 
change  in  the  practice   of  putting  and 
answering  so    many    questions    in    the 
House.     If  these  changes  were  taken  in 
hand  by-    the    two    iVont  Benches,     I 
believe  they  could  easily  be  carried  into 
effect,  and  then,   by  adopting  them, .  all 
necessity  for  an  Autunm  Session  would 
be  avoided,  for  the  work  of  the   House 
could  be  easily  completed  by  July,  and  a 
great  and    beneficial  change  would   be 
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made  in  the  conduct  of  business  in 
the  House.  I  hope  that;  under  these 
circumstances,  seeing  that  a  great  deal 
of  time  might  be  saved  in  the  manner 
indicated,  hon.  Members  will  vote 
independently  upon  the  Motion,  and  that 
it  will  be  carried.  If,  however,  we  do 
not  succeed,  we  shall,  I  hope,  show  such 
a  large,  number  of  Members  to  be  in 
favour  of  the  change  that  we  shall  secure 
it  at  no  distant  time. 

(5.40.)  Mb.  WHITBREAD  (Bed- 
ford) :  I  propose  to  vote  for  the  Resolu- 
tion of  my  right  hon.  Friend  mainly  as  a 
protest  against  the  present  system 
rather  than  in  any  hope  or  expectation 
that  the  Resolution  can  be  accepted  in  the 
form  in  which  it  now  stands.  There  is, 
I  think,  a  general  desire  amongst  man- 
kind to  get  a  holiday  in  the  summer.  It 
is  the  natural  time  for  holiday  making,  and 
there  is  a  good  deal  of  force  to  my  mind  in 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  to 
the  effect  that  all  our  constituents  take 
their  holiday  in  the  summer,  whilst  we 
are  unable  to  get  ours  until  the  autumn. 
The  House  certainly  ought  to  have  its 
holiday  in  the  summer  if  it  can,  and  the 
great  point  is  how  best  can  that  be 
achieved  ?  I  do  not  think  it  is  possible 
to  arbitrarily  fix  a  day  in  July  for  the 
termination  of  the  Session  imless  we  are 
prepared  to  return  to  business  in  the 
autumn ;  because  I  do  not  see  how  the 
Government  could  possibly  get  a  reason- 
able amount  of  business  through  if  their 
opponents  knew  that  on  a  certain  day  the 
House  must  rise.  The  very  fact  of  such 
knowledge  would  cause  what  we  call 
obstruction  to  enormously  increase,  and 
it  would  be  almost  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  carry  on  its  business. 
On  the  other  hand,  1  very  strongly  ob- 
ject to  the  existing  arrangements,  which 
give  the  Government  a  tremendous 
power  of  putting  the  screw  on  the  House 
and  on  hon.  Members  towards  the  end  of 
the  summer.  I  would  suggest  whether 
we  could  not  arrive  at  some  solution  of 
the  difficulty  by  appointing  a  Committee 
to  examine  all  tlio  surrounding  circum- 
stances. Would  it  not  be  possible  to 
shorten  the  Session,  for  instance,  by 
doing  away  with  the  Whitsuntide  holi- 
days 1  If  that  were  done,  I  think  we 
could  easily  get  through  the  business  of 
the  House  between  January  7  and 
July.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  consider 
Mr,  Knatchbull'IIugessen 


the  desirability  of  appointing  a  Commii* 
tee  for  this  purpose,  because  1  believe 
an  arrangement  could  be  easily  come  to 
which  would  be  acceptable  to  the  Ck)* 
vernment  and  to  the  House  generallj. 

•(5.45.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  do 
not  rise  with  any  desire  to  put  pressure 
on  hon.  Members  behind  me  as  to  the 
course  they  should  pursue  in  the  Division 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  said  he 
intends  to  take  on  his  Motion.  The 
matter  was  one  of  very  great  importance 
to  the  House  itself,  and  I  can  well 
understand  the  interest  with  which  the 
proposal  for  a  summer  holiday  has  been 
received.  There  is,  doubtless,  hardly  one 
of  us  who  would  not  desire  to  get  a 
holiday  as  suggested  if  it  were  practic- 
able ;  but  hon.  Members  must  be  carefol 
as  to  what  they  do  in  the  matter,  for 
there  is  a  danger  which  they  may  ran 
by  adopting  the  course  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  I  am  not  at  the 
pressnt  moment  aware  of  any  system  or 
conditioDS  under  which  we  can  insure 
that  the  House  shall  rise  at  a  given  date 
with  duo  regard  to  the  business  of  the 
country  unless  we  also  agree  to  meet 
again  to  conclude  that  business  as  best 
we  may  by  prolonging  the  sitting  to  the 
end  of  the  year.  I  would  suggest  to  my 
hon.  Friends  on  this  side  of  the  House 
that  by  adopting  the  Resolution  they 
might  extend  rather  than  shorten  the 
Session.  They  might,  indeed,  by  so 
doing  expose  themselves  to  a  greater 
amount  of  suffering  than  has  now  to  be 
borne.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bedford 
has  suggested  that  a  Committee  might 
be  appointed  to  consider  the  question. 
There  have  been  many  Committees  to 
consider  the  course  of  procedure  and  the 
business  of  the  House ;  and,  speaking  for 
myself,  I  should  be  exceedingly  glad  if  a 
Committee  could  by  any  means  suggest 
a  method  by  which  hon.  Members  can 
obtain  a  summer  holiday  and,  at  the  same 
time,  discharge  their  duties  and  respon- 
sibilities to  the  country.  It  has  been  • 
suggested  also  that  the  House  might 
meet  in  January  and  adjourn  early  in 
July  without  an  Autumn  Session.  I  am 
unable  to  follow  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
who  made  the  suggestion  in  the  method 
by  which  wo  could  get  out  of  this 
dilemma.  It  seems  to  me  that  unless 
the  House  places  restrictions  on  the 
liberty  of  speech  which  now  prevails^ 
and  invents  a  system  which  does    not 


897  Parliamentary 


{Mabch  14,  1890} 


Seasiana. 


89d 


now  exist  as  to  the  business  which  the 
Government  of  the  day  must  lay  before 
the  House,  unless  the  House  seriously 
shortens  the  liberties  of  discussion  in 
Supply,  I  cannot  conceive  any  system  by 
which  we  could  at  present  bring  the 
moral  pressure  spoken  of  to  bear  so  as  to 
induce  the  House  to  discuss  business,  to 
pass  the  measures  which  are  requisite, 
and  to  give  that  full  consideration  to 
Supply  which  is  necessary  and  yet 
adjourn  at  an  early  date  in  July.  The 
business  of  the  country  must  bo  our  first 
object,  and  the  Grovemment  cannot  enter 
into  any  arrangement  which  would 
hamper  the  House  in  the  discharge  of 
its  duties  and  responsibilities.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  suggested  that  there 
might  be  two  sittings — one  to  end  in 
July,  and  a  sitting  in  November.  But 
would  the  House  be  able  to  end  the 
Session  in  July  ?  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  suggest  any  method  by  which 
it  would  be  certain  that  the  business  of 
the  country  will  be  completed  in  the 
first  or  s3Cond  week  of  July?  If  not, 
the  House  must  sit  till  probably  the  end 
of  July,  and  then  it  would  be  found 
necessary  to  meet  again  in  November,  in 
order  to  dispose  of  the  business  which 
remained  unfinished  in  August.  Then  it 
is  said  that  the  House  should  begin  the 
Session  in  November  and  end  it  in 
July ;  but  here,  again,  the  difficulty  is 
that  the  Government  would  not  be  able 
to  get  the  necessary  business  disposed  of. 
Supply  would  not  be  concluded  by  the 
first  week  in  July,  and  the  House  might 
sit  until  the  middle  or  end  of  Jaly,  or 
even  into  August,  and  the  practical 
result  of  the  Resolution  would  be  to  add 
seven  or  eight  weeks  to  the  Session.  The 
question  of  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee to  consider  this  matter  is,  how- 
ever, one  as  to  which,  I  shall,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  offer  no  objec- 
tion whatever.  I  only  desire  to  represent 
to  the  House  that  unless  it  can  arrive  at 
some  hard-and-fast  rule,  or  unless  it  is 
absolutely  laid  down  by  Statute  that  the 
House  shall  rise  at  a  given  date,  the 
Session  will  certainly  be  extended  beyond 
the  period  to  which  reference  has  been 
made,  with  the  result  that  hon.  Members 
will  find  that  they  have  lost  instaad  of 
gained  by  the  change.  I  therefore 
strongly  advise  the  House  not  to  pass  an 
abstract  Resolution  with  reference  to  the 
business  of  the  country  without  having 


considered  beforehand  liow  that  business 
is  to  be  conducted,  and  how  Parliament  is 
to  get  through  the  work  imposed  upon 
it.  If  the  House  is  prepared  to  face  the 
abolition  of  the  debate  on  the  Address,  to 
place  some  restriction  upon  the  length 
and  the  number  of  speeches  and  the  repeti- 
tion of  arguments,  then  I  shall  look' 
forward  with  a  confident  hope  to  a  con- 
siderable diminution  of  the  strain  to 
which  Members  of  Parliament  are 
now  subjected,  and  which,  undoubtedly, 
seriously  interferes  with  their  ability  to 
thoroughly  perform  the  work  of  the 
country.  But  I  should  myself  hesiiate 
to  propose  any  drastic  measures  to  the 
House  which  would  interfere  with  the 
liberty  which  hon.  Members  have  hitherto 
enjoyed;  but  hon.  Members,  animated 
with  a  sense  of  duty  and  responsibility  to 
the  country  and  with  a  consideration  for 
their  Colleagues  in  the  House,  may 
ultimately  place  such  a  restriction  on 
themselves  as  wiU  conduce  to  the  end  we 
all  desire  to  attain.  If  that  end  should  bo 
gained,  then  no  Resolution  is  needed, 
because  it  would  be  gained  by  the  good 
sense  and  the  good  feeling  of  the  House 
itself ;  and  this,  I  think,  on  the  whole,  ifl 
the  best  course  which  can  be  pursued  in 
the  circumstances  of  the  case. 

(5.55.)  Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tip- 
perary,  S.) :  1  am  sorry  to  feel  myself 
compelled  to  oppose  the  Resolution  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bridgeton.  I  do  not  oppose  it  be- 
cause I  object  to  holidays.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  like  my  holidays  to  recur  often 
and  to  last  as  long  as  possible.  Indeed, 
an  autumn  Session  would  be  a  luxury, 
for  it  would  afford  me  an  opportunity 
for  putting  an  additional  number  of 
questions  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  the  mib fortune  to  fill  the  seat 
of  Chief  Secretary.  Certainly,  I  have 
no  concern  for  what  is  described  as 
society.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
described  in  eloquent  language  the 
pleasuresof  the  country  and  the  desirable- 
ness of  enjoying  them  when  at  their  best, 
instead  of  sitting  at  Westminster.  No 
one  enjoys  more  than  I  do  a  walk  in  our 
beautiful  parks  ;  no  one  admires  more 
than  I  do  the  fine  horses  :n  Rotten  Row, 
or  the  splendid  people  who  ride  them. 
But  I  am  sure  that  hon.  Members  will 
not  judge  of  this  subject  either  by  the 
frivolity  of  society  or  the  frivolity  of 
sport.  The  men  who  compose  the  work- 
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ing  element  of  the  House  of  Commons 
lire  those  engaged  in  business.  I  have 
had  some  experience  of  business  as  weJl 
as  of  society,  and  my  belief  is  that  snc- 
cess  in  business  depends  on  continuity* 
There  are  many  hon.  Members  interested 
in  business  in  AustniHa,  in  India,  and 
other  countries,  and  how  is  it  possible  for 
those  business  men  engaged  in  affiairs 
remote  from  this  country  to  pay  attention 
to  their  interests  if  they  have  to  hurry 
back  from  their  long  journeys  in  order 
to  take  part  in  an  Autumn  Session  1 
Both  with  regard  to  business  and  politics, 
therefore,  a  long  and  continuous  holiday 
ig  necessary ;  and  this  essential  element 
in  our  political  life  would  be  destroyed 
were  the  Motion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
carried.  I  think  in  tiiis  matte? r  we 
should  profit  by  the  experience  of 
America.  There  the  Parliament  mast 
git  once  a  yeaTj  and  matters  ai*e  so 
arranged  that  by  sitting  at  the  end  of  one 
year  and  the  beginning  of  the  next  it 
IB  possible  to  get  a  holiday  of  nearly 
two  years.  If  this  can  be  done  there 
Without  detriment  to  the  interest  of  the 
nation,  why  should  we  not  follow  the 
example  ?  What  are  we  going  t^  do 
with  the  men  who  take  long  journeys  for 
business,  politics,  or  pleasure,  if  such  a 
change  as  this  is  agreed  to.  Suppose  a 
Me  mbe  r  wishes  to  go  to  Egypt  or  A  u  st  ral  ia  ? 
When  he  goes  from  home  he  drags  after 
him  a  lengthening  chain  that  ties  him  to 
this  House  and  brings  him  back  in  the 
autumn,  Au  hon.  Gentleman  says, 
**Let  him  leave  the  House,'*  If  that 
were  the  ciise,  you  would  immediatLdy 
deprive  this  c^iuntry  of  some  of  its  lieat 
servants — ^of  some  of  those  business 
men  who  devote  their  energy  and  ex* 
perience  to  the  work  of  the  country.  If 
you  put  this  restraint  upon  Memliers,  if 
you  tie  to  them  a  lengthening  chain 
which  hauls  them  back  to  this  House 
from  long  journeys,  it  will  be  necessary 
to  make  another  alteration  of  your 
system  and  pay  your  Members,  I  have 
one  additional  reason.  There  are  85 
Irish  Members.  ["  More."]  If  I  may 
speak  for  hon.  Members  opposite,  there 
is  a  larger  number  of  Irish  Members 
than  85,  who  suffer  from  English  misrule. 
The  tyrant  Saxon  has  imposed  laws  upon 
Ireland  that  are  not  at  all  suited  to  the 
requirements  and  interests  of  her  people. 
Ib  the  tyrant  Saxon  going  to  impose 
another  grievance  upon  Irishmen  ?  We 
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are  asked  to. come  here  in  the  autumn, 
as    well  as  in  the  spring  and  summer, 
and  are  you  going  to  intlict  upon   them 
the  terrible  ordeal  of  mul  d^i  m^r,  crossing 
as  they  do  in  boats  that  have  shallow 
keels,   and  that  roll  in  the  surf  of  the 
Channel  ?     I  consider  that  would  be  one 
of  the   greatest  grievances  from  which 
Ireland  suffers »     I  hop©  the  House  will 
take  into  serious  consideration  this  Jast 
argument,  tand  that  they  will  continue 
to  transact  their  business  in  one  Session^ 
leaving     hon.     Me  miners     a     sufficient 
interval  to  attend  to  their  own  business. 
♦(6.5.)    Sm  JOHN   MOWBRAY  (Ox^ 
ford  University)  :     Sir,  I  am  afraid  mj 
remarks   will   fall    rather  flat  after  the 
amusing  speech  of  the  hon.  Member,  who  * 
took   us    from    liome    to   Australia^  the 
Legislature   of  the    United   States,  and 
back  again  to  the  grievances  of  Ireland. 
This  question  which  has  been  raised  by 
my  right  hon.    Friend  is  deserving  tho 
grave  consideration  of  the  House,   affect-  ' 
ing,  as    it    d^^es,    the    business    of    the 
House.     I  agree  with  the  First  Lord  of  i 
the  Treasury  that  the  real   question  to 
consider  is  the  efficient  discharge  of  tho 
business  of  the  country,  audit  is  on  tlie  { 
ground  tlmt  the  Motion  of  my  right  hon- 
iViend   tlie    Member   for  Bridgeton,  by 
altering  our  times  of  meeting,  will  enable  i 
us  better  to  transact  that  business,  that  , 
I  give  him  my  support.     It  is  puerile  to 
go  back  to  the  days  of  Lord  Palmerstou  or 
earlier.     It  wtis  easy  enough  in  those  days 
for  Members  to  make  their  arrangements 
to  leave  on  the   1st  August,   the  House 
rising  as  before  on  the  12th,  but  that  is  no 
longer  possible.     In   1886  and  1887  we 
were  sitting  here  late  in  September  ;  in 
1888  we  were  detained  until  the  end  of  i 
August,  only  to  return  again  in  November, 
The  state  of  things  has  become  intolerable. 
Members  have  no  oppi>rtunity  to  properly  I 
go   into  the   details  of   Bills ;  it  is   iia- 
possible  to  do  it,     I  hope  the  House  will  ^ 
pass  this  Resolution  to-night,  and  affirm 
the  principle  that  some  change  shall  tako 
place,    I  do  not  say  that  we  can  now  fix  j 
the  date  in  July  when  we  are  to  rise ;  I 
possibly  that  is  a  matter  for  the  considem*  I 
tion  of  a  responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown.  ( 
I  do  not  approve  of  the  jn^oposal  of  a  small  I 
Committee    appointed    to    consider     the  I 
subject.     It   would   sit    throughnut   thel 
Session;    it    would    report     late,     and] 
its  Report   might  go  over  to  the  next* 
Session.     If  there  is  to  be  a  oluinge  in 
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the  meetings  of  the  House  the  best 
person  to  propose  that  change  is  a 
responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown.  Let 
us  strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment to-night  by  passing,  the  Resolution. 
It  can  be  decided  afterwards  that  the 
House  shall  rise  some  time  between  the 
10th  and  the  31st  July.  Whether  an 
Autumn  Session  would  be  required  under 
that  arrangement  would  be  a  question 
remaining  for  decision  from  time  to  time. 
I  hope,  as  a  general  rule,  there  would 
not  be  a  Session  in  the  Autumn.  Some 
years  an  Autumn  Session  would  be  neces- 
sary, and  some  years  it  would  not.  I  have 
no  objection  to  a  short  autumn  Session, 
beginning  in  the  middle  of  November. 
The  health  and  temper  of  the  Members  is 
effected  by  the  present  system ;  besides 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
Chair,  and  the  officers  of  the  House,  who 
cannot  get  away  as  we  do,  have  a  great 
strain  put  upon  them.  We  ought  to 
embraca  the  opportunity  of  affirming  the 
desirability  of  a  change,  leaving  details  to 
the  future. 

(6.10.)  Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR 
(Liverpool,  Scotland  Division) :  Sir,  I 
rise  in  support  of  the  Motion  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  I  am  sure  that 
the  attitude  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  towards  the  Motion  is  not 
inspired  by  any  personal  hostility, 
but  by  his  sense  of  duty,  for  it  will  be 
admitted  that  none  sufEer  more  from  the 
long  hours  than  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself.  I  might  be  tempted  to 
say,  but  I  withstand  temptation,  that  we 
on  this  side  could  show  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  a  very'  ready  means  by 
which  to  reduce  the  business  of  the 
Hous3,  as  this  is  not  a  Party  debate,  but  I 
will  not  dwell  upon  that  subject.  I 
believe  there  is  one  point  on  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  did  not  touch. 
It  is  this :  The  present  prolonged  Vaca- 
tion raally  places  in  the  hands  of  the 
Executive  of  this  country  an  amount  of 
unrelieved  and  undisturbed  authority 
which  has  its  risks.  I  have  no  desire  to 
weaken  the  Executive.  In  some  respects 
it  requires  strengthening,  and  I  think 
the  present  bloated  and  large  Cabinet 
might  be  reduced  so  as  to  be  able  to 
work  with  steady,  resolute  action.  It 
seems  to  me  unfair  that  great  issues  have 
to  be  left  for  months  without  there 
being  any  control  whatever  over  the 
Executive.     I  believe  if  a  certain  date 


for  rising  were  fixed  there  would  be  an 
enormous  temptation  to  obstruction.  My 
hon.   Friend    has   referred  to  America. 
Perhaps  he  will  permit  me  to  say  that  he 
knows   very  little  about  America.     He 
was  there  about  a  fortnight.     I  stayed 
there  seven  months,  and  was  in  Washing- 
ton.    I  will  say  this — much  as  I  admire 
American  institutions,  I  should  not  like 
to  see  their  rules  of  procedure  transferred 
to  this  House.    Probably  they  have  more 
eloquence  there  than  we  have  here,  but 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  limitation  of  the 
time  of  a  speaker — a  proposal  I  grieve  to 
have      heard     made     in     this     House 
— [laughter] — hon.  Members  laugh — I  do 
not    know    whether     I    am    obnoxious 
to      the     exercise     of     that     rule — ^to 
limit  the    time   of    a  speaker,     I    say, 
tends  to  make  the  debate  artificial.     The 
system  of  moving  the  previous  question 
in  America  is  destructive  of    anything 
like  reality  of  debate.    The  matter  might 
be  dealt  with  in  this  way.    The  November 
sitting  might   be   made  a   part  of  the 
Session.      It  would  be  most  unwise  to 
bsgin  the  Session  in  November,  because 
you  would  get  no  relief  at  all.     Besides 
which  you  would  avoid  the  effect  of  the 
obsolete    and  absurd   rule   by  which   a 
measure  not  passed  in  one  Session  is  lost, 
together  with  all   the   labour  expended 
upon  it,  and  has  to  be  re-introduced  in 
the  following  Ssssion.     I  think  the  pro- 
posal of   the  present  Solicitor  General, 
that   a  Bill   unfinished   in   one   Session 
should    be    continued    in    another,    an 
admirable  one.      But  if   there  were  an 
autumn  Session  the  Bills  might  go  on 
from  July  to  November  and  the    time 
now  lost  might  be  saved.     I  would  offer 
this  suggestion  as  one  means  of  meeting 
the   difficulty.      B3yond   this,    I   would 
point  out  that  a  good  many  hon.  Members 
have  a  great  deal  to  do  besides  political 
work.    We  have  a  great  many  merchants 
in  the  House  and  a  good  many  lawyers — 
perhaps  I  should  be  right  in  saying  too 
many  lawyers — and  I  think  the  strain  of 
constant  attendance  here  is  becoming  too 
severe  for  those  who  have  other  worjc 
outside.     It  is  right,  therefore,  that  we 
should  seek  a  remedy,  and  it  is  clear  that 
the  shortening  of  the  sittings,  which  has 
already  taken  place,  ought  to  be  carried 
to  a  much  greater  extent.     As  it  is  we 
waste  every  night  two  or  three  hours, 
which  are  occupied  by  speeches  addressed 
to  an  almost  empty  House  during  dinner 
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time ;  for  I  would  ask  the  House  what 
advantage  is  ifc  to  the  debates  and  de- 
liberations of  this  House  that  hon. 
Members  should  address  you  in  the  Chair 
when  the  rest  of  the  House  is  con- 
spicuous by  its  absence  ?  We  ought  to 
meet  earlier  in  the  day. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  Oh  ! 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  is  one  who 
loves  lat3  hours,  and  we  all  know  that 
he  would  like  to  sit  up  till  4  or  5  o'clock 
every  morning  if  he  could  ;  but  we  do 
not  all  possess  the  splendid  constitution 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  cannot  all 
bear  the  toil  which  sits  so  lightly  on  his 
shoulders.  It  seems  to  me  ridiculous 
that  we  should  sit  here  till  12  or  1  o'clock 
every  night  keeping  you  and  the  oflBcials 
of  this  House  in  attendance,  when  the 
hours  might  be  very  materially  lessened 
by  some  reasonable  arrangement.  If  we 
had  a  break  in  July  important  questions 
might  be  kept  over  until  we  meet  again 
in  November,  when  we  should  come  back 
refreshed  by  the  period  of  relaxation 
from  work.  As  to  what  has  been  said 
with  regard  to  hon.  Members  going  to 
India  and  Australia,  they  are  a  very 
small  minority  in  the  House,  and 
although  we  might  desire  to  see  that 
minority  incrjased,  so  that  more  hon. 
Members  should  make  themselves 
acquainted  by  psrsonal  inspection  with 
the  distant  portions  of  this  great  Empire, 
still  they  might  start  in  July  instead  of 
September,  and  would  probably  find  that 
that  would  be  the  more  convenient 
period  for  their  journeys.  I  trust  that 
the  Resolution  will  receive  the  support  of 
the  majority  of  this  House. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  think  the  House  is 
agreed  that  we  should  rise  earlier  than  we 
have  done  lat3ly.  The  question  is  how 
we  can  best  attain  that  object.  I  further 
assume  that  the  House  does  not  wish  to 
sit  a  greater  aggregate  number  of  months 
than  at  present.  In  our  endeavour  to 
shorten  the  aggregate  Session,  and  so 
leave  more  time  for  non-Parliamentary 
life  than  we  have  at  present,  we  must 
take  care  that  we  do  not  bring  about 
exactly  the  opposite  result.  I  ask  the 
House  to  realise  the  danger  there  is  of 
prolonging  the  Session.  One  hon. 
Gentleman,  for  example,  who  supported 
the  Motion,  said  he  did  not  like  the 
Mr.  1\  P,  O'Connor 


Executive  Government  being  untram 
melled  for  so  long  a  time  as  at  present. 
But  I  venture  to  think  that  two  SessianB 
would  always  be  worse  than  one,  and  tkat 
it  would  be  better  to  have  a  longer  Session 
than  to  have  hon.  Members  coming 
^'  fresh ''  to  Parliament  twice  in  the  year, 
which  would,  I  think,  rather  have  a  ten- 
dency to  prolong  than  to  shorten  Sessions. 
Is  it  desirable  that  the  aggregate  sittings 
should  be  prolonged  ?  It  appears  to  me 
that  if  the  proposed  change  were  to  take 
place  we  should  lose  our  Whitsuntide 
holidays  in  the  hope  of  rising  in  July — a 
hope  which  hon.  Members  themselves  say 
it  might  be  impossible  to  realise.  How 
are  we  to  guarantee  that  we  should  rise 
in  July  ?  It  is  quite  clear  it  can  only  be 
done  by  appealing  to  the  honour  and  good 
feeling  of  the  House  to  bring  the  Session 
to  an  earlier  end.  Unfortunately,  a  few 
Members  have  the  power  to  prolong  the 
Session  indefinitely,  and,  if  rumours  are 
true,  frequently  declare  their  intention 
to  do  so.  What  I  should  advise  is  to 
have  a  Committee  to  examine  the  ques- 
tion, and  see  whether  means  cannot  be 
devised  which  would  bring  about  an 
earlier  rising  of  the  House.  The  Motion 
could  only  be  carried  out  by  somewhat 
stringent  changes  in  the  Rules  of  the 
House,  as  otherwise  it  would  be  quite 
impossible  to  accept  the  suggestion  of  a 
fixed  date  on  which  the  House  should 
rise.  If  the  Rules  are  to  be  altered  for 
that  purpose  it  must  be  done  by  the 
House  itself  consenting  to  those  changes. 
Those  changes,  if  proposed  by  the 
Government,  would  be  considered  as 
curtailing  the  privileges  of  debate,  and 
would  be  received  with  the  greatest 
suspicion  by  private  Members.  In 
Committee  on  the  Estimates  it  has  at 
times  been  impossible  to  persuade  some 
hon.  Members  to  forego  a  single  oppor- 
tunity of  discussion,  even  on  the 
Report.  For  my  part,  I  can  see 
there  is  a  general  feeling  in  the  House 
that  these  unduly  prolonged  Sessions  are 
damogiug  to  Parliament.  Let  us  make 
one  more  effort  to  shorten  them,  and 
have  a  small  Committee  which  will  take 
into  account  the  varying  expression  of 
opinion  among  hon.  Members ;  otherwise, 
I  venture  to  warn  the  House  that  we 
"iay»  by  setting  up  the  precedent  of  an 
Autumn  Session,  find  ourselves  in  a 
worse  condition  than  ever.  I  think  a 
continuous  holiday  in  some  part  of  the 
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year  almost  indispensable.  There  must 
ba  some  time  devoted  to  administration 
and  the  consideration  of  fresh  measures 
of  legislation.  If  there  is  to  be  no  con- 
tinuoas  rest  I  fear  that  both  administra- 
tion and  legislation  will  sarioaslj  suffer. 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
accept  a  Committee,  with  a  reference  to 
the  efEect  that  thej  should  inquire  into 
the  matter  with  a  view  to  seeing  whether 
measures  cannot  be  taken  to  secure  the 
earlier  rising  of  the  House  in  the  sum- 
mer. Such  a  reference  would  accept  the 
principle  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Motion  withoat  committing  ourselves 
absolutaly  to  July. 

(6.27.)  Mr.  PICrON  (Leicester) :  I 
think  it  a  very  wise  suggestion  that  a  Com- 
mit tae  of  this  House  should  inquire  into 
the  subject  under  debate;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  think  it  better  that  the 
House  should  express  a  clear  and  definite 
opinion  upon  the  question  before  that 
Committee  is  appointed.  For  my  part,  I 
cannot  see  why  the  House  should  not 
meet  somewhat  near  the  beginning  of 
January,  and  in  that  case  a  Session  of  six 
months  would  bring  us  to  July,  which 
would  be  quite  long  enough  for  any  of 
us.  I  hop 3  the  House  will  assent  to  the 
Resolution  in  the  first  instance,  and  that 
then  we  may  have  a  Committee  ap- 
pointad. 

(6.28.)  Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry, 
W.) :  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  in 
favour  of  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  From  my  point  of  view  it 
would  be  better  to  go  to  our  work  in  the 
country  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  year 
than  is  the  case  at  present.  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  terms  of  this  Resolution 
distinctly  point  to  an  Autumn  Session, 

because [Several  hon.  Members  :  No, 

no.]  It  seems  to  me  that  the  substantial 
part  of  the  Resolution  is  that  it  does 
point  to  an  Autumn  Se&sion.  Let  me 
read  the  words  of  the  Resolution  itself — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Parlia- 
ment ought  to  Tisa  at  the  beginning  of  July, 
and  that  the  time  required  for  the  due  transac- 
tion of  Public  Business  should  be  provided  by 
Parliament  sitting  during  a  longer  period  of 
the  winter  than  ia  customiry  at  present." 

The  House  will  practically  have  two 
Sessions  if  it  adopts  this  Resolution.  It 
is  inconvenient  euoagh  for  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  cross  the  Channel  once,  and  I 
do  not  think  we  ought  to  have  to  do  it 
more  than  is  neoessary. 


•(6.30.)  Sib  GEORGE  TREVEIjYAN: 

With  the  permission  of  the  House,  I 
wish  to  say  a  few  words.  I  feel  that  the 
courteous  manner  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  met  us  requires  an  answer. 
That  answer  is  not  exactly  that  which 
for  some  reasons  I  should  like  to  give, 
for  I  cannot  accept  their  ofEor  of  a  Com- 
mittee. If  the  House  wants  a  change, 
the  Government,  and  the  Govern- 
ment alone,  can  carry  it  out.  The 
Resolution  I  have  placed  before  the 
House  appears  to  me  to  be  very  plain, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  is  open  to  the 
criticism  which  has  just  been  passed 
upon  it.  I  should  like  the  House  to 
meet  almost  immediately  after  Christmas, 
and  I  think  if  we  did  away  with  the 
Whitsuntide  holidays,  we  should  be  able 
to  rise  by  July.  I  would  remind  the 
House  that  the  Division  which  we  are 
about  to  take  is  not  a  Party  Division, 
but  one  in  which  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
show  what  they  think.  Of  course,  until 
a  d.^cided  majority  of  the  House  is  in 
favour  of  the  change,  it  never  will  be 
adopted,  and  I  know  that  the  only  way  to 
secure  its  adoption  is,  in  the  first 
instance,  to  take  a  Division. 

•(6.32.)  The  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
BOARD  OP  AGRICULTURE  (Mr. 
Chaplin,  Lincolnshire,  Sleaford)  :  I  must 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
one  of  the  cardinal  points  he  put  before 
the  House  in  his  opening  statement  was, 
that  the  House  should  sit  seven  months 
in  the  year.  If  we  are  to  meet  shortly 
after  Christmas,  and  go  on  until  July, 
we  certainly  must  have  some  holidays. 
The  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
really  amounts  to  this,  that  we  are 
invariably  to  have  an  Autumn  Session.  If 
hon.  Members  are  desirous  of  having  an 
Autumn  Session  every  year,  let  them 
vote  for  the  Motion ;  if,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  are  opposed  to  it,  I  hope  they 
will  go  into  the  Lobby  against  it. 

(6.33.)  Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  : 
I  listened  .  with  considerable  surprise  to 
\  the  speeches  of  both  my  hon.  Friends 
who  have  spoken  from  these  Benches. 
It  does  not  appear  to  me  that  this  is  a 
matter  of  personal  convenience  ^  at  all, 
but  a  matter  concerning  the  interests  of 
those  whom  we  represent.  It  is  not  a 
question  of  the  convenience  of  Members 
who  may  wish  to  go  abroad  or  those  who 
may  suffer  from  mal  de  mer.  The 
question  is   how  best  we    can  transact 
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the  business  of  this  House.  I  reaUy 
should  have  expected  a  very  different 
statement  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  occupies  the  position  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen).  He  did  not  make  a  single 
remark  in  his  speech  about  the  business 
of  the  House  ;  and  I  would  impress  upon 
him  that  when  he  rises  in  his  high 
official  position  to  address  this  House  on  a 
matter  of  procedure  he  should  not  trifle 
with  the  subject,  but  should  deal  with  it 
in  a  serious  manner.  I  sincerely  hope 
that  all  my  hon.  Friends  will  vote  in 
favour  of  the  Motion. 

(6.37.)  Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  I  rise  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  saying  one  word  in  support  of 
the  view  just  put  forward  by  my  hon. 
Friend  (Dr.  Tanner.)  I  do  not  at  all 
regard  this  as  a  matter  concerning,  in 
the  first  instance,  the  convenience  of  hon. 
Members.  I  think  it  is  a  question  of 
very  great  public  importance.  I  am  in 
favour  of  this  House  sitting  for  as  long  a 
psriod  of  the  year  as  possible,  not 
because  I  like  to  bring  hon.  Members 
here  ;  but  because  my  experience 
teaches  me  it  is  when  Parliament 
is  not  sitting  that  the  Government 
behave  in  the  most  atrocious  manner  in 
Ireland.  I  am  convinced  that  if  we 
liad  the  opportunity  of,  to  some  extent, 
controlling  the  Executive  Government 
in  Ireland  by  sitting  at  different  periods 
of  the  year,  it  would  be  a  great  deal 
better  for  the  people  of  our  country. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kerry 
(Mr.  E.  Harrington)  commented  upon 
the  inconvenience  Irish  Members  ex- 
perienced in  coming  here  from  Ireland  ; 
but,  unfortunately,  we  have  to  come  back- 
wards and  forwards  a  great  many  times 
during  the  year,  and  it  could  make  no 
practical  difference  if  we  crossed  the 
Channel  once  more  in  the  course  of  the 
year.  I  am  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
Motion,  and  I  believe  it  will  be  sup- 
ported by  a  majority  of  the  House. 

(6.40.)     The    House   divided  : — ^Ayes 
173;   Noes  169.— (Div.    List,  No.  28.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 
•(6.52.)  Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks, 
N.)  :  On  this  question  I  hope  we  may 
have  some  assurance  from  the  Govern- 
ment that  until  the  Tithes  Bill  is  passed 
the  military  will  not  be  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  extracting  tithes.  As  the  Gt)vern- 
Dr,  Tanner 


ment  have  brought  in  a  Tithes  Bill,  I 
think  everybody  will  acknowledge  thai 
there  is  just  cause  for  discontent  at  the 
employment  of  troops  for  this  purpoee, 
certainly  unless  careful  inquiry  is  first 
made  as  to  whether  or  not,  the  servioea 
of  troops  are  necessary.  In  the  Island 
of  Anglesey  a  County  Council  has  been 
returned  strictly  charged  that  publio 
money  shall  not  be  used  in  the  employ- 
ment of  police  for  the  collection  of  tithes^ 
llie  feeling  in  that  county  is  very  strong 
on  the  matter,  great  irritation  having 
been  caused  by  the  employment  of  troops 
on  this  unpleasant  duty ;  and  I  trust  that 
the  Government,  to  whom  the  Prin- 
cipality already  owes  so  much  for  the 
benefits  they  have  conferred  on  it^  will 
give  me  the  assurance  I  ask. 

(6.55.)  Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh,  ^N.) :  I  desire  to  call  attention 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Gt)vemment  in  re« 
gard  to  the  prosecution  of  certain  news- 
paper editors  in  Ireland.  Some  time  ago* 
I  had  occasion  to  write  to  the  Press  on 
the  subject.  The  right  hon.  Grentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  wrote  a  reply,  and 
I  then  sent  another  communication 
to  the  newspapers,  but  no  answer 
has  been  sent  to  that  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  or  anyone  else.  In  thafc 
communication  I  pointed  out  what  I  in- 
tend to  point  out  to-night,  namely,  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  has  entered  upon  a 
system  of  prosecuting  newspaper  editors 
in  Ireland  for  so-called  offences  which,  ■ 
in  this  country,  would  not  be  considered 
offences  at  all,  and  which  would  not  be 
prosecuted.  For  instance,  I  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
yesterday  why  it  was  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  had  failed  to  make  the  Mayor 
of  Wexford  one  of  the  Goveniors  of  the 
Asylum  near  Enniscorthy,  in  the  County 
of  Wexford,  and  he  gave  me  a  reply  to 
the  effect  that  he  had,  for  the  first  time, 
refused  to  nominate  the  Mayor  of  Wex- 
ford to  this  position  because  he  had  been 
sentenced  to  two  months'  imprisonment. 
I  asked  for  what  offence  the  Mayor  of 
Wexford  had  been  sentenced  to  two 
months'  imprisonment,  and  sent  to  gaol 
like  a  common  pick-pocket,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  informed  me  that  tjie  offence 
was  publishing  a  resolution  passed  at  a 
public  meeting  in  the  Couniy  of  Wexford. 
Now,  I  ask  any  Member  of  the  Qovemr 
ment  to  point  out  a  single  instanoe  in 
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this  country  where  a  newspaper  editor 
has  been  sent  to  prison  and  treated  in  every 
way  as  a  common  felon  for  the  publica- 
tion of  an  item  of  news  without  any 
comment  whatever.  The  Chief  Secretary, 
in  the  letter  he  wrote  to  the  Press, 
pointed  to  a  case  where  editorial  com- 
ments had  been  made  upon  an  item  of 
news,  and  certain  individuals  had  been 
mentioned  by  name.  Those  cases  are 
altogether  in  the  minority,  and  the  great 
majority  of  newspaper  editors  who  have 
been  sent  to  gaol  in  Ireland  have  been 
prosecuted  for  publishing  news  pure  and 
simple,  withoufc  any  comment  whatever. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  say  that 
although  there  were  no  editorial  com- 
ments, these  items  of  news  in  themselves 
were  calculated  to  do  harm  by  inciting 
to  violence.  But  what  has  occurred  in 
this  country  ?  Some  time  ago  a  man  made 
a  speech  in  Hyde  Park,  and  recom- 
mended that  another  man  should  be 
murdered.  He  said  tliat  any  man  who 
murdered  Mr.  Livesey,  who  had  been 
associated  with  the  gas  strike  in  London, 
would  be  a  popular  hero.  This  man  was 
brought  to  trial,  and  letoff  altogether.  The 
point  is  this,  that  newspapers  in  this  coimtry 
published  the  speech  of  this  man,  recom- 
mending in  cold  blood  the  murder  of 
Mr.  Livesey,  and  not  one  of  them  was 
proceeded  against.  How  is  it  that  the 
law  is  so  unequal  in  the  two  countries ; 
and  that  editors  are  sent  to  prison  over 
and  over  again  in  Ireland  for  so-called 
offences  which  are  infinitely  less  serious 
than  similar  offences  which  editors  can 
commit  in  England  with  impunity  1  The 
Chief  Secretary  was  asked  a  question 
last  night  as  to  Mr.  M*Hugh,  the  pro- 
prietor of  the  Sligo  Cluimpion,  Mr. 
M'Hugh  was,  until  a  short  time  ago. 
Mayor  of  Sligo,  and  was  sent  to  prison 
for  something  which  appealed  in  his 
paper  at  the  time  he  held  the  office.  He 
is  again  in  prison,  and  the  sole  crime  the 
man  can  be  said  to  be  guilty  of  is  that 
he  published  a  resolution  passed  at  a 
public  meeting  of  the  people  of  the 
County  of  Sligo.  He  made  no  editorial 
comment,  and  did  not  say  whether  the 
meeting  was  advisable  or  not,  or  whether 
the  matter  contained  in  the  resolution 
was  good  matter  or  otherwise.  He  merely 
published  news  of  what  had  occurred 
for  the  benefit  of  the  pubUc  generally. 
He  is  now  being  treated  in  prison  like 
the  commonest  felon.     I  ask  any  Mem- 


ber of  the  Government  to  get  up  and 
instance  a  single  case  in  which  an  English 
newspaper  editor  has  been  treated  as  a 
common  criminal,  and  has  been  forced  to 
conform  in  every  way  to  prison  discipline, 
and  to  exercise  with  the  vilest  criminals. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
will  remember  the  case  of  Mr.  Edmund 
Yates,  who  was  sent  to  prison  for  an 
offence  of  a  very  grave  character,  namely, 
the  publication  of  a  very  serious  libel 
reflecting  on  the  honour  of  people  in  this 
country.  For  this  disgraceful  and  in- 
famous offence  he  was  made  a  first-class 
misdemeanant.  He  was  allowed  to  see 
his  friends  in  prison,  and  1  believe  he 
was  even  permitted  to  edit  his  newspaper 
from  prison.  Newspaper  editors  in  Ire- 
land who  have  committed  no  crime  oi 
that  character,  and  whoso  only  offence- 
has  been  the  publication  of  what  is  dona 
openly  in  the  country,  are  treated  like 
common  criminals.  I  invite  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  whether  this  kind 
of  thing  is  at  all  likely  to  extend  respect 
for  law  and  order  in  Ireland,  or  to  make 
us  feel  satisfied  with  the  way  in  which 
we  are  governed.  Of  course,  as  usual, 
there  is  nobody  here  representing  Ire- 
land. This  is  a  matter  of  very  consider- 
able importance — ^a  matter  regarding 
the  arrest  of  no  less  than  14  or  15  news- 
paper editors  in  Ireland — and  yet 
there  is  no  Member  of  the  Government 
connected  with  Ireland  present.  I  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
this  is  not  a  case  in  which  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber may  legitimately  endeavour  to  obtain 
information  from  the  Government  ?  It 
is  perfectly  true  that  no  notice  was  given 
of  my  intention  to  inquire  into  this 
matter,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  must  know  perfectly 
well  that  Irish  Members  are  not  likely 
to  lose  any  opportunity  of  bringing  for^ 
ward  such  questions.  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  send 
for  the  Chief  Secretary  ? 

•(7.8.)  Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  us  the 
slightest  intimation  of  his  intention  to 
bring  forward  this  matter,  my  right  hon.. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  would  have 
been  in  his  place  to  answer  him.  He 
will,  I  think,  admit  that  it  is  usual  to 
give  some  intimation  of  the  intention  to 
refer  to  such  questions.     My  right  hoD. 
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and  learned  Friend,  in  discliarge  of  his 
duty,  has  been  obliged  to  leave  the 
Honse,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  left  owing  to  the 
necessity  of  taking  some  little  rest.  I  am 
not  able  to  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
information  he  desir?s.  Questions  have 
been  addressed  to  my  right  hon.  Friends 
on  the  subject,  and  answers  have  been 
given  by  them.  Bayond  those  answers 
I  have  no  information,  and  I  can  only 
regret  that  the  usual  notica  was  not 
^ven. 

*(7.9.)  Mr.  STUART  RENDEL  (Mont- 
gomeryshire) :  With  raferonce  to  the 
Appeal  which  has  been  made  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bucks  (Captain 
Vernoy)  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  on  the  subject 
of  the  employment  of  the  military  at 
tithe  distraints  in  Wales,  I  wish  to  give 
an  earnest  support  to  the  views  he  ex- 
pressed. I  am  quite  sure  that  the 
magistrates  of  the  localities  would  think 
most  seriously  and  earnestly  before  they 
took  such  an  extreme  step  again  as  tliat 
of  summoning  the  military,  and  I  think 
their  past  experience  cf  the  us3  of  the 
military  cinnot  have  baen  very  en- 
couraging to  them.  At  the  same  time, 
I  hope  the  House  will  remember  that 
some  18  months,  or,  at  any  rata,  some 
12  months,  htve  passed  sinca  soldiers 
were  employed  at  all.  JSince  that  time 
the  conduct  of  the  pejple  has  not  been 
«uch  as  to  render  it  ctmcaivable  that  any 
military  force  would  be  required 

*(7.11.)  Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  regret 
that  I  was  not  awara  that  this  subject 
would  be  mentioned.  I  have  not  the 
papers  with  me ;  but,  so  far  as  my 
memory  serves  me,  I  believe  that  the 
military  were  only  called  out  twice  and 
at  a  considerable  interval  of  time.  I 
have  done  all  I  could  to  discourage  and 
prevent  appaals  to  the  military,  and  have 
two  or  throe  times  exprassed  a  strong 
view  against  their  employment.  But 
the  Government  cannot  interposa  authori- 
tatively in  this  matter.  If  the  magis- 
trates of  a  county  think  it  necassary  to 
apply  for  the  use  of  soldiers  the  Govern- 
ment have  no  option,  and  cannot  refuse 
military  ad.  As  the  hon.  Member  is 
aware,  no  subject  of  the  Queen  can 
refuse  to  render  his  aid  if  called  upon  by 
the  magistrates. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  :    I 
think  the  Welsh  Members  ought  to  be 
Mr,  W,  H,  Smith 


gratified  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's statement,  because  it  shows  thai 
some  pressure  was  brought  to  bear  on 
the  magistrates  topre  vent  the  employment 
of  the  military.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  laid  down  a  proposition  of  law 
which,  as  an  abstract  proposition,  no  one 
will  be  prepared  to  contest ;  but  I  imagine 
that  the  question  does  rest  entirely  with 
the  Government  for  decision,  because 
unless  they  leave  the  troops  at  the  dis- 
position of  the  magistrates,  the  latter 
cannot  avail  themselves  of  them.  In 
Ireland  it  is  constantly  arranged  before- 
hand to  have  the  troops  on  the  spot ;  and 
I  imagine  that  what  the  Welsh  Mem- 
bars  are  complaining  of  is  that  the 
soldiers  are  placed  at  the  disposition  of 
the  magistrates.  The  magistrates  can- 
not, any  more  than  anyone  else,  call 
spirits  from  the  vasty  deep,  and  they 
cannot  call  upon  the  soldiers  for  help  if 
the  soldiers  are  not  there.  In  Ireland  I 
would  rather  see  troops  than  police  in 
operation,  because  my  experience  is  that 
troops  are  popular  in  Ireland,  whilst  the 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary  are  detested. 
When  you  have  the  Hoyal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary bayoneting  and  smashing  heada, 
you  find  that  the  men  whose  business  it 
is  to  do  real  fighting  behave  with  modera- 
tion. Therefore,  I  make  no  complaint  on 
this  point  with  regard  to  Ireland  as  at 
present  advised,  further  than  to  object 
to  the  use  of  troops  on  the  ground  that 
it  shows  you  are  backing  up  the  land- 
lords. But  if  you  are  going  to  back  np 
the  landlords  I  prefer  Tommy  Atkins, 
as  far  as  my  experience  goes,  to  the 
members  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary. 
As  to  the  point  raised  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Fermanagh 
(Mr.  W.  Radmond),  the  statement  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
is  an  exhibition  to  us  of  the  manner  in 
which  Irish  afEairs  are  conducted.  It 
has  absolutely  come  to  this,  that  you  can 
imprison  15  editors  in  Ireland,  you  can 
gag  the  entire  Irish  Press,  and  there  is 
not  a  single  Member  of  the  Cabinet^ 
except  the  Chief  Secretary,  who  is  even 
aware  of  the  fact.  If  these  things  had 
been  done  in  any  other  portion  of  the 
Queen's  dominions  is  there  a  single 
Member  of  the  Cabinet  who  would  not 
have  been  able  to  make  some  defence  for 
it?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  admis- 
sions are  an  appalling  instance  of  the 
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boycotting  of  Irish  afEairs.  The  House 
deems  it  a  sufficient  justification  for 
ignorance  of  Irish  affairs  for  a  Member 
of  the  Cabinet  to  say,  "  I  have  nothing 
to  do  with  Irish  affairs."  Suppose  some 
English  editor  were  prosecuted  for 
sedition  in  the  Transvaal,  there  is  not 
a  man  on  the  Treasury' Bench  who  would 
not  be  ashamed  to  confess  he  kuew 
nothing  about  it.  The  fact  is  that  Ire- 
land is  not  treated,  except  for  fiscal  pur- 
poses, as  part  of  the  Empire.  The 
question  of  Mr.  Welsh's  imprisonment 
is  one  on  which  we  have  some  reason  to 
complain.  A  man  has  just  been  prose- 
cuted for  inciting  to  the  assassination  of 
Mr.  Livesey,  of  the  South  Metropolitan 
Gas  Company.  From  the  Times  down- 
wards, every  English  newspaper  yester- 
day printed  the  incitement[to  assassination, 
and  yot  they  all  get  off  scot-free.  And 
we  are  told  there  is  the  same  law 
for  the  two  countries.  Mr.  Henry 
Welsh  is  the  Mayor  of  the  Borough  of 
Wexford — a  borough  probably  as  old  as 
any  of  your  English  boroughs — and  you 
put  him  into  gaol  for  inserting  a  report 
of  a  branch  meeting  of  the  League  in  an 
obscure  corner  of  his  paper.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  has  for  the  first  time  exercised 
his  prerogative  of  depriving  Mr.  Welsh 
of  his  position  as  Governor  of  the  local 
lunatic  asylum.  I  say  this  is  a  mere 
piece  of  malignity,  as  is  also  the  sentence 
of  two  months'  hard  labour  passed  upon 
a  man  who  is  tolerably  advanced  in  years 
as  he  is.  He  had  already  undergone 
sentences  of  two  months'  hard  labour  and 
five  weeks'  hard  labour,  and  he  was 
released  yesterday  from  gaol  after 
serving  two  months'  hard  labour  for 
printing  a  report  of  a  branch  meeting. 
By  depriving  him  of  his  ex  officio  posi- 
tion as  Governor  of  the  asylum  you 
insult  the  whole  of  the  burgesses  of  the 
borough.  And  because  all  this  takes 
place,  not  in  the  Transvaal  or  in  Mata- 
beleland,  but  in  Ireland,  you  know 
nothing  about  it.  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  has  admitted 
that  Mr.  Welsh's  only  offence  was  the 
publication  without  note  or  comment  of 
a  resolution  of  the  National  League.  If 
anyone  was  to  be  prosecuted  for  the 
publication  of  the  recommendation  of 
the  assassination  of  Mr.  Livesey  the 
first  person  to  be  proceeded 
against  would  be  the  First  Lord 
of    the    Treasury,   who    circulated    the 


newspapers.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  is  as  guilty  of  incitement  as 
Mr.  WelsK  was.  I  am  very  sorry  that 
the  illness  of  the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  prevents  him  being  in 
his  place  to  answer  us.  I  do  not  believe 
that  if  you  took  the  entire  Orange  Party 
in  this  House,  and  put  into  the  veins  of 
one  man  all  the  Orange  virus  you  could 
extract  from  them,  they  would  treat 
representative  men  to  the  humiliations 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  has  treated 
them  to  in  Ireland.  No  Irishman,  how- 
ever bitter  he  might  be,  would  do  so. 
The  Chief  Secretary  is  not  content  with 
degrading  men ;  he  makes  misstatements 
about  them  afterwards.  He  denied  in  a 
published  letter  that  these  gentlemen 
were  put  in  prison  for  publishing  news, 
although  he  did  not  attempt  to  get  up  in 
this  House  and  repeat  the  statement. 
There  is  the  case  of  Mr.  Mclnery.  That 
gentleman  being  now  in  prison  and  his 
mouth  closed,  the  Chief  Secretary  holds 
him  up  to  reprobation  in  the  public 
Press  of  the  country,  so  that  the  County 
Court  Judge  may  not  be  deceived  as  to 
the  opinion  of  one  of  the  parties  in  the  case. 
There  are  14  or  15  other  editors  whose 
cases  were  cited  in  the  Press  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Nortii 
Fermanagh  (Mr.  W.  Redmond),  and  yet 
the  Chief  Secretary  did  not  contradict 
him.  What  I  say  is  this :  coerce  us  as 
much  as  you  like,  but  tell  the  truth 
about  us.  If  it  is  necessary  to  put  us 
down  as  a  gang  of  pirates,  robbers,  and 
assassins,  come  out  boldly  with  the  arms 
in  your  hands,  but  when  you  have  done 
it,  do  not  deny  it,  but  own  up  to  it.  The 
Chief  Secretary  cannot  defend  his  pro- 
ceedings, and  so  he  has  to  invent  state- 
ments about  them  which  are  not  borne 
out  by  the  facts.  You  say  that  these 
men  have  committed  an  offence.  Is  it  a 
worse  offence  than  the  cowardly  and 
blackguard  libel  of  which  Mr.  Edmund 
Yates  was  convicted?  He  attacked  a 
lady,  and  then  surrendered  the  name 
of  the  real  author  of  the  libel,  in 
order  that  he  might  shelter  himself 
behind  her  petticoats.  He  was  sent 
to  gaol,  but  he  was  allowed  to  con- 
duct his  newspaper  and  to  maintain 
himself  as  a  first-clafis  misdemeanant. 
In  Ireland,  now  that  your  prisoners 
refuse  to  associate  with  criminals,  or  to 
wear  prison  clothes,  or  to  clean  their  cells, 
you    isolate    them.       At    the    present 
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moment  there  arc  in  Tullamore  G«^)l 
some  half  a  dozen  men  who  are  allowed 
to  wear  their  own  clothes.  You  do  not 
give  them  even  the  satisfactioti  of  sseing 
each  other\s  faces,  and  you  do  not  even 
allow  them  to  ttike  their  exercise  hj 
walking  m  a  ring  three  or  four  yards 
apart.  They  have  to  tnke  their  exercise 
by  themselves,  tis  if  they  were  some  kind 
of  wild  animal.  This  is  how  you  treat 
men  as  honourable  and  as  good  as  your- 
Kelves,  and  who  have  certainly  never 
descended  to  any  act  of  pfrsonal  dis- 
honour. Wliy  is  it  that  you  take  these 
Crimes  Act  prisoners  to  Tnllauiore  Gaol  ? 
Because  you  believe  you  have  in  the 
Governor  of  Tullamore  Gaol,  Mr, 
Featherstonhaugh,  a  man  you  can  rely 
on,  the  man  who  brought  poor  John 
Mandeville  to  his  grave,  and  so  sorely  ill- 
treated  my  hon,  friend  Mr,  W.  O'Brien. 
You  have  a  large  number  of  these 
prisoners,  but  you  will  not  give  them 
the  bene  tit  of  a  special  class  for  them- 
selves ;  you  will  not  let  them  commuui- 
cate  among  themselves.  I  marvel  at  the 
inhumanity  of  your  conduct.  I  am 
prepared  to  absolve  the  Chief  Secretary  ; 
I  have  niadL*  my  condemnation  of  him 
ufjon  other  matters,  hut  in  tliis  matter  of 
prison  disc  ipli  lie  Iltelieve  the  responsibility 
resU  on  Mr.  Bonrkt'—  that  he  is  mainly 
and  entirely  responsible.  The  callousness, 
hard- hearted uess,  and  vindictiveness  of 
that  gentleman's  character  make  him  a 
fitting  tool  of  the  Administration.  He 
could  fawn  upon  a  prisoner  like  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  E, 
Harrington)  to  induce  him  to  forego  his 
intention  of  appearing  as  a  witness  in 
prison  garb  before  the  Commission,  He 
feared  the  result  of  this  object  lesson  to 
the  English  people,  and  begged  and 
beseeched  my  hon.  Friend  to  wear  his 
ordinary  dress,  hut  my  hoe.  Friend  \vi\s 
brought  through  the  streets  of  Dablin 
in  his  prison  garb.  I  absolve  the  Chief 
Secretary  of  a  good  deal  of  the  malignity 
of  conduct  towards  these  prisoners,  and 
believe  that  these  niattA.»r8  are  directed 
by  the  political  malice  of  Mr.  Bourke, 
whose  conduct  wtis  s&veral  times  before 
the  Comm^ission.  He  seems  to  take  a 
pleasure  in  torturing  his  prisoners.  These 
prisoners  were  brought  from  other  gaols 
to  TulUmore  becauss  there  was  an  in- 
strament  ready  fitted  to  the  petty 
malignity  of  Mr.  Bourke.  I  am  sure  if 
it  were  realised  in  England  how  these 
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prisoners  for  Press  offences  are  treated 
an  indignant  prot-est  would  go  up  frrjza 
the  Press  of  the  entire  country.  It  is 
torturo  enough  that  you  have  been  in 
prison  at  fJl ;  \\  is  bad  enougli  to  1  i 
prisoned  in  a  palace,  let  alone  Tulhn 
Gaol  The  extent  of  our  claim  is  that 
these  men,  whosj  exceptional  position 
you  have  recognised  by  allowing  them 
to  be  exempt  from  the  rule  for  weariiig 
tiio  prison  garb,  should  be  allowed  to 
exercise  together ;  and  the  fact  tliat 
we  do  not  claim  that  they  should 
communicate  with  each  other  shows 
the  moderation  of  our  ix»sitioii. 
Of  course,  we  claim  that  they  ought  noi 
to  be  there  at  all,  but  if  the  law  and 
Constitution  cannot  st^vnd  this  slight 
privilege,  the  sooner  law  and  Constitu- 
tion disappear  the  bettor.  Ajiother 
matter  that  I  have  to  refer  to  is  tho 
recourse  that  is  had  to  the  Statute  ut 
Edward  III.  after  prosecutions  ha%-e  been 
instituted  under  the  Crimes  Act,  I 
am  glad  to  see  the  Atk»rney  General' 
England  in  his  place,  for  on  a  qn« 
of  abstract  law  he  will  give  a  e 
opinion.  I  believe  thut  what  is  u 
on  in  Ireland  is  contrary  to  the  Si 
practice  in  England  since  the  day 
the  Stuarts.  In  Ireland  you  prosecute 
under  the  Crimes  Act,  you  oust  the  juris- 
diction of  the  coram,  you  convict  under 
the  Crimes  Act,  and  then  you  inflict  no 
j)enalty-  Xow,  an  English  Court  would 
set  such  a  conviction  tvside.  Is  there  not 
an  old  phiTise,  which  at  the  moment  I 
cannot  recall,  founded  upon  repeated 
judgments,  that  eonvictian  without  for- 
feiture is  liad  ?  Why,  y^^  could  find 
authorities  stacks  high  on  the  subjeci. 
But  in  Ireland  you  convict  a  man  under 
the  Crimes  Act,  you  iniiict  nopenalt; 
but  you  order  liim  under  the  Statute 
Edwaixl  III.  to  give  bail  for  good  be 
viour.  I  am  not  contesting  that  wheth< 
a  man  is  con\icted  or  acquitted  he  mi 
be  bound  to  keep  the  jieace.  I  do  not 
contest  that  as  a  mere  point  of  law,  but 
you  have  ousted  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  comm  of  the  county,  you  inflict  no 
sentence,  but  under  a  charge  for  which 
he  has  not  been  cited  you  inflict  this 
punishment.  I  say  it  is  a  monstrous 
perversion  of  legal  procedure.  I  take 
the  case  of  Mr.  John  Slatteiy,  and  I  saj 
it  18  the  greatest  prostitution  of  proceas 
of  law  ever  committed.  This,  1  believe, 
is  for  statistical  purposes.     You  want  to 
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show  the  country  that  you  are  not  nsing 
the  Crimes  Act,  that  convictions  are  few, 
and  dwindling  daily.  But  you  use  the 
Crimes  Act  to  prevent  the  ordinary 
magistrates  from  adjudicating.  You 
have  your  two  tools  on  the  Bench,  who 
will  take  care  the  case  shall  not  appear 
in  the  statistical  indictment  against  the 
Chief  Secretary,  showing  the  number  of 
convictions.  But  what  is  the  effect  ?  If 
Mr.  Slattery  had  been  sentenced  to  six 
months'  imprisonment  under  the  Crimes 
Act  he  would  have  had  an  appeal,  but 
it  has  now  been  formally  decided  that  as 
Mr.  Slattery's  case  stands  ho  has  no 
right  of  appeal.  Is  that  not  a  monstrous 
state  of  affairs  ?  Conviction  without 
penalty  would  be  quashed  in  any  English 
Court.  I  could  give  you  authorities  six 
feet  high  on  the  point.  The  demand  of 
the  Irish  people  since  the  days  of  the 
Irish  chie&  has  been — "  Give  us  English 
law.'  This  was  the  old  prayer  of  the 
Irish  chieftains,  and  still  at  the  end  of 
the  nineteenth  century  we  say  the 
same,  give  us  the  law  as  administered 
in  England,  and  still  it  is  a 
phantom  that  eludes  our  pursuit. 
Can  you  find  a  parallel  in  England  for 
such  action  as  has  been  taken  in  Ireland  ? 
It  is  held  in  England,  and  a  recent 
decision  of  Judge  Hawkins  is  clear  on  the 
point,  that  holding  a  man  to  bail  is  a 
punishment.  The  Attorney  General 
assents  to  that,  that  Judge  Hawkins  holds 
that  holding  to  bail  is  a  punishment  that 
might  be  pleaded  in  bar.  But  in  Ire 
land  you  will  not  hold  that ;  you  play  fast 
and  loose  with  the  English  Law ;  you  will 
not  allow  us  the  benefit  of  it  in  our 
favour,  but  you  give  us  the  lash  of  its 
thong  when  it  is  against  us.  I  say  we 
ought  to  have  the  same  application  of  the 
law  as  it  is  known  and  administered  in 
England.  If  in  England  you  can  plead 
in  bar  the  sentence  of  admission  to  bail 
in  cases  when  otherwise  punishment 
would  be  inflicted,  then  we  ought  to 
have  the  same  application  of  the  law  in 
Ireland.  This  is  apart  from  my  indict- 
ment of  the  procedure  adopted  against 
Mr.  Slattery.  He  was  summoned  to 
show  cause  why  he  should  not  give  bail, 
and  under  the  "Summary  Jurisdiction 
Act  of  1879  "  he  would  be  entitled  to  be 
heard  in  his  self  defence ;  but  no — ^you 
charge  him  under  the  section  of  an  Act 
that  does  not  entitle  him  to  be  so  heard, 
and  deprive  him  of  that  chance.      The 


whole  proceeding  is  a  series  of  traps  and 
legal  chicanery ;  it  is  not  law.  Then,  again, 
take  the  case  of  Mr.  Kelly.  He  was  indicted 
for  conspiracy,  and  he  was  entitled  to  know 
the  particulars  of  the  conspiracy  with 
which  he  was  charged,  and  this  was 
so  held  in  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  in  the  State  trials.  Mr.  Kelly 
wrote  a  letter  to  that  pattern  of  legal 
chivalry,  Mr.  George  Bolton,  requesting 
to  be  informed  of  the  particulars  of  the 
charge  he  was  to  meet,  and  to  expect  a 
man  living  in  Dublin  to  be  haled  down 
to  Cashel  in  Tipperary  to  meet  a  charge 
without  knomng  what  the  charge  is  to 
be  is  to  expect  an  impossibility.  Mr. 
George  Bolton  sent  him  a  copy  of  the 
charge  without  giving  him  any  particu- 
lars. The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
is  driven  by  the  exigencies  of  his  posi- 
tion to  support  a  proceeding  of  this  kind. 
I  challenge  any  English  lawyer  to  say 
that  a  man  is  not  entitled  to  know  the 
particulars  of  a  charge  of  this  kind.  The 
Attorney  General  for  England,  whose 
authority  I  will  admit,  will  allow  that  a 
person  under  a  charge  of  conspiracy  is 
entitled  to  know  the  particulars  of  the 
indictment.  The  Attorney  General  noda 
assent;  why  does  not  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  nod  assent?  Why 
does  he  defend  the  chicanery  of  Mr. 
George  Bolton  ?  When  Mr.  Kelly  went 
to  Cashel  he  found  there  was  not  a  scrap 
of  evidence  against  him.  He  was  not 
given  particulars  because  there  were  none 
to  give.  They  adjourned  the  case  for  a 
month,  and  then  our  good  old  stalwart 
friend  Edward  HI.  was  lugged  in,  and  the 
defendant  gets  three  months.  We  have 
had  much  fuss  made  by  the  Tim^s  and 
other  organs  of  public  opinion  about  tho 
action  of  the  Russian  Government  in 
sending  men  to  gaol  or  to  Siberia  on 
suspicion,  but  what  is  there  worse  in 
the  Russian  procedure?  Indeed,  in 
Ireland  you  have  the  element  of 
hypocrisy  added.  The  Russian  Go- 
vernment do  not  use  the  form 
of  law  they  simply  send  a  man  to  prison 
on  an  Imperial  ukase.  The  Russian 
Government  do  not  insult  their  victims 
with  the  sealing  wax  and  waste  paper  of 
summons,  without  particulars,  with 
references  to  some  Statute  of  the  Czar 
Paul,  or  the  Empress  Catherine,  or  any 
other  departed  potentate  like  Edward 
in. ;  fchey  simply  clap  you  into  prison, 
and  there  you  are.     There  is  no  red  tape 
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and  sealing  wax  abont  the  business ;  no 
added  insult  with  hypocritical  reference 
to  forms  of  law.  From  a  legal  point  of 
view,  our  position  is  impr^nable  judged 
from  authoritative  decisions  on  English 
Law  and  Procedure.  We  ask  for.  the 
guarantees  of  English  Law,  and  the  Lrish 
Law  OflBcer  gives  a  general  reply  that 
means  nothing.  I  do  not  see  how  the 
Government  can  expect  any  loyalty 
towards  your  institutions  in  Ireland,  under 
a  system  that  revolts  and  repels  every 
right-thinking  man  of  common  sense. 
No  Constitutionalist  who  studies  the 
system  can  defend  it.  Say  you  put  us 
down  as  a  matter  of  State  expediency, 
and  we  understand  it  as  a  straightfor- 
ward and,  to  some  extent,  an  honourable 
mode  of  dealing  with  political  opponents. 
But  that  is  not  your  mode  of  proceeding, 
and  it  Is  a  lamentable  thing  that  while 
the  Government  here  can  make  no  de- 
fence, they  expect  us  to  be  stalled  off 
with  the  Constitution  according  to 
George  Bolton.  In  no  other  part  of 
the  British  Dominions,  from  Jamaica  to 
Hong  Kong,  would  such  a  state  of 
things  be  tolerated,  and  yet  we  in 
this  House  are  blamed  because  we 
raise  our  protest  against  those  acts  of 
flagrant  illegality.  On  mere  suspicion 
you  keep  a  man  in  prison  for  months, 
and  will  not  even  allow  him  to  write  a 
letter  in  recommendation  of  a  particular 
line  of  railway  affecting  one  of  the  most 
important  branches  of  rural  industry  in 
Ireland  in  which  he  is  interested,  and 
which  turns  over  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  pounds  in  a  day — the  pig-buying 
trade.  Look  at  the  pettiness  of  the 
tyranny,  and  how  can  you  defend  it? 
By  legal  trick  you  deprive  a  man  of  his 
rights  under  the  Crimes  Act.  I  protest 
against  a  continuance  of  the  system. 
The  right  hon  Gentleman  may  not  have 
to  defend  this  for  long,  and  I  am  sure 
we  shall  be  glad  to  see  him  get  the 
position  he  has  a  right  to  expect  j  but  he 
ought  to  have  regard  to  English  pre- 
cedents, and  to  give  us  the  law  as 
administered  in  England.  Out  of  this 
we  are  now  tricked  and  chicaned. 
I  submit  that  we  arc  entitled  to  a  plain 
answer  from  the  Government  on  the 
limited  number  of  points  on  which  I 
have  touched.  This  debate  sprung  up 
suddenly,  and,  consequently,  we  have  by 
no  means  brought  forward  the  worst 
cases.  Why,  a  man  was  aiTested  the 
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other  day  because  he  refused  to  bay 
some  pigs  of  another  man,  but  the 
Court  found  the  chaige  to  be  so  hollow 
that  he  was  immediately  discharged.  1a 
it  not  humiliating  that  you  should  have 
to  employ  a  whole  army  of  Gbvemmeiit 
policeman  in  plain  clothes,  as  was  done 
in  this  case,  to  enable  rack-renters  to  sell 
their  pigs  ?  We  have,  in  fact,  no  law 
in  Ireland.  A  policeman  smashes  a 
man's  skull,  as  was  done  in  the  case  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Monaghan, 
but  we  have  no  remedy.  A  state  of 
affairs  is  prevailing  in  Ireland  which, 
only  that  the  people  are  looking  forward 
to  a  General  Election,  would  never  be 
tolerated.  The  Government  says  that 
the  peaceable  state  of  the  country  is  dne 
to  other  causes.  They  say,*'  Look  totbe 
investments  in  the  savings  banks."  The 
investments  of  the  Irish  people  are  in 
the  English  democracy,  to  which  they 
look  to  put  an  end  to  a  state  of  things 
which,  to  my  mind,  is  unexampled  in  ita 
meannesss  and  malignity. 

(8.38)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Membera 
were  not  present;  House  counted, 
and  40  Members  being  found  present^ 

*(8.40.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENE- 
RAL FOB  IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddkh, 
Dublin  University)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  last  addressed  the 
the  House  commenced  his  observationB, 
I  understand,  by  remarking  on  the 
absence  from  the  Treasury  Bench  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  and  myself.  Of  all 
the  charges  brought  against  those  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  Ire- 
land, I  do  not  think  the  most  plausible 
is  that  any  disposition  is  shown  on  our 
part  to  avoid  meeting  the  accusations 
brought  against  us.  I  do  not  think  that 
even  the  most  captious  critics  will  accuse 
those  responsible  in  this  House  for  the 
administration  in  Ireland  of  not  beings 
ready  to  attend  to  meet,  to  the  best  of 
their  abilities,  charges  brought  against 
them.  But  to-night  there  was  not  the 
slightest  indication  that  an  Irish  debate 
was  to  be  brought  on.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary, who,  I  regret  to  say,  is  suffering 
from  an  indisposition  which  I  am  glad  to 
think  is  but  slight,  is  taking  a  short  and 
well-earned  holiday ;  and  the  moment  I 
myself  heard  the  always  welcome  voice 
of  a  fellow  countryman,  I  entered  the 
House  and  took  my  place  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.  If,  however,  hon.  Members 
spring  a    debate    on    the  House    at   a 
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momont's  notice,  they  oan  hardly  expect 
the  responsible  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  be  prepared  in  detail  to  meet 
the  accusations  brought  against  the  Ad- 
ministration. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  In  raising  this 
discussion,  I  commented  upon  the  fact 
that  neither  of  the  Gentlemen  re- 
presenting the  Irish  GrOTernment  were 
here.  I  admit  freely  that  I  brought  the 
discussion  up  without  notice.  I  said 
their  absence  was  strange  in  this  respect, 
that  they  might  have  thought  hon. 
Members  would,  in  all  probabiUty,  tike 
the  opportunity  of  bringing  forward 
matters  of  this  sort. 

♦Mr.  MADDEN  :  I  quite  admit  that  it 
might  have  been  assumed  that  every 
possible  opportunity  would  be  taken  of 
bringing  up  matters  which  had  been 
already  threshed  out  over  and  over  again. 
But  it  is  somewhat  unreasonable  to  expect 
Members  of  the  Cabinet  to  be  prepa^*ed, 
without  notice,  to  go  into  detail  into  the 
various  newspapsr  prosecutions  which 
have  taken  place  in  Ireland  during  the 
last  two  or  three  years.  I  can  only  take 
the  matter  up  from  the  time  I  came  into 
the  House,  and  I  will  now  refer  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Walsh,  of  Wexford.  When 
I  entered  the  House  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  Healy) 
was  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Walsh,  who,  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
his  office  as  Mayor  of  Wexford,  would 
have  been  appointed  one  of  the  Governors 
of  the  District  Lunatic  Asylum,  had  not 
been  nominated  to  that  office  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  The  reason  Mr.  Walsh 
was  not  appointed  was  that  at  the  time 
he  was  undergoing  two  months'  im- 
prisonment for  an  ofEence  against  the 
law  of  the  land. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  Does  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  mean  to  convey 
that  the  reason  Mr.  Walsh  was  not  ap- 
pointed was  because  he  was  not  available 
by  reason  of  his  being  in  prison,  or  does 
he  mean  that  the  fact  of  Mr.  Walsh's 
imprisonment  carried  with  it  discredit  or 
dishonour  ? 

*Mr.  MADDEN:  The  matter  rests 
entirely  with  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
no  doubt  the  Lord  Lieutenant^  in  the 
exercise  of  his  discretion,  was  of  opinion 
that  a  gentleman  who  thought  fit  to 
break  the  laws  of  the  land,  and  was  under- 
going punishment  for  so  doing,  was  not 
a  person  who  ought  to  be  appointed.     If 


the  hon.  Member  had  given  me  notice  I 
would  have  brought  3ie  Papers  down, 
but  I  know  sufficient  of  the  facts  of 
Ml*.  Walsh's  case  to  state  that  the 
offence  for  which  Mr.  Walsh  was  con- 
victed was  that  of  intimidation.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  has  spoken  of 
prosecutions  against  newspapers,  and  I 
will  accept  his  statement  that  there  were 
15  of  such  cases.  Had  notice  been  given 
me  I  would  have  come  prepared  with  the 
details  of  the  prosecutions.  When  the 
Amendment  to  the  Address  which  raised 
the  question  of  the  administration  of  the 
law  in  Ireland  was  under  discussion,  I 
was  prepared  with  the  details  of  the 
several  cases ;  and  on  that  occasion  I 
challenged  hon.  Members  opposite  to  pro- 
duce one  single  case  in  which  a  news- 
paper editor  hsd^  during  the  year  which 
was  under  discussion,  been  convicted 
merely  for  publishing  resolutions  of  sup 
presssd  branches  of  the  National  League. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  You  challenged 
that? 

♦Mr.  madden  :  I  distinctly  threw  out 
that  challenge,  and  I  repeat  that  a  news- 
paper editor  cannot  do,  Uirough  the  pages 
of  his  newspaper,  what  an  ordinary  person 
cannot  do  by  other  means.  A  newspaper 
editor  cannot  indulge  in  intimidation  any 
more  than  other  persons  ;  and  if  he  uses 
the  pages  of  his  newspaper  for  the 
purpose  of  intimidation,  he  cannot  protect 
himself  by  saying,  "  I  merely  published 
resolutions  of  suppressed  braDches  of  the 
National  League."  The  hon.  Member 
opposite  said,  in  reply  to  my  challenge, 
that  there  were  heaps  of  such  cases. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
may  I  explain  the  matter  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman?  If  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  is  going 
into  all  these  questions,  I  may  not  be 
able  to  enter  upon  the  partictdars ;  but 
I  say,  with  regard  to  my  own  case,  that 
I  was  never  charged  with  anything  other 
than  publishing  a  resolution  of  a  branch 
of  the  League.  When,  in  1878,  I  was 
for  the  first  time  convicted  and  sent  to 
gaol  it  was  for  publishing  a  report  of 
what  was  really  directed  to  the  diminu- 
tion of  crime,  and  in  that  case  there  was 
no  charge  proved  against  me  but  that  of 
publishing.  I  hope  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  accept  this  and  other 
answers  to  the  challenge  he  has  thrown 
out. 
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•Mb.  madden  :  If  I  were  to  give  way 
now  and  allow  hon,  CTentlemen  on  the 
other  side  to  reply  to  whiit  I  have  just 
been  saying  I  should  have  exhausted 
my  right  to  speak.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
i>ppo8ite  say  that  newspaper  proprietors 
have  been  imprisoned  for  publishiDg 
reports  of  speeches  made  at  suppressed 
branches  of  the  League,  and  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  that  was  an  offence 
against  the  Act.  What  I  stated  was 
that  if  the  House  will  review  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  past  year,  I  challenge 
anyone  to  produce  a  ciise  in  which  the 
conviction  was  for  publishing  a  report 
of  resolutions  passed  at  a  meeting 
of  a  suppressed  branch,  which  were 
not  of  an  intimidating  character ; 
and  when  I  said  this,  hon.  Members  will 
remember  that  I  then  had  before  me  all 
the  cases  in  which  proceedings  have 
been  taken,  which  cjould  have  been 
stated  to  the  House  either  by  myself,  or 
by  some  other  speaker  in  the  debate.  Tlie 
challenge  I  thus  threw  down  was  taken 
up.  Not  having,  however,  received  notico 
•of  this  discussion,  I  was  not  prei>ared  this 
evening  with  all  the  details;  but  I 
would  refer  to  one  case,  and  I 
think  it  may  be  taken  as  a  typical 
instance  of  cases  of  this  class.  It  wiks 
iihe  case  of  Mr.  M*Hugh,  which  came 
before  County  Court  Judge  Morris,  and 
if  hon.  Members  will  read  the  Judgment 
^vea  by  the  learned  Judge  in  that  case 
they  will  find  there  was  ample  justifica- 
tion for  the  c«>ur8e  the  Government  take 
in  relation  to  similar  offences  committed 
by  proprietors  of  newspapers.  In  my 
opinion,  there  is  no  greater  misooncep* 
tion  on  the  part  of  hon.  Members  than 
to  call  this  class  of  cases  Press  prosecu- 
tions, and  to  contend  that  those  connected 
with  newspapers  may  do  what  it  is 
equally  illegal  to  do  by  any  other  method 
of  intimidation^  A  man  cannot  be  allowed 
to  do,  by  means  of  the  Press,  that  which 
would  be  illegal  if  done  in  any  other  way. 
That  is  the  specific  principle  on  which  these 
prosecutions  have  proceeded  ;  they  have 
rK>t  proceeded  upon  the  mere  publication 
of  speeches  made  at  a  suppressed  branch 
of  the  League.  The  hon-  Gentleman 
opposite  has  said  there  are  a  considerable 
smmber  of  Crimes  Act  prisoners,  and 
has  suggested  that  if  those  prtsonei-s 
•object  to  exercise  with  the  other  prisoners 
they  should  be  formed  into  a  separate 
class  by   themselves  in   the  prisons  in 


which  they  are  confined.     I  think  the  \ 
hon.   Gentleman  ought   to  have  waited  < 
before   bringing  it  up  as  an  accusation  \ 
against    the    Government,    because    ht^ 
might  iiave   known  that  to-day,  when  n 
question  was  put  to  me  on  the   p^int,    I 
replied  that  the  matter  was  one  on  which 
I  would  transmit  a  communication  for 
the  consideration  of  the   Prisons  Board 
in  order  that  they  might  decide  whether  , 
the  request  made  is  in  accordance  with  I 
the  Prison  Rules.  But  hon,  Memljers  art? 
now  assuming  an  unfavourable  decision  ( 
on  the  i^art  of  the  Prisons  Board  in  regard 
to  a  suggestion  only  made  five  hours  ago. 
Mr.  J.    O  COiraOR :  The  suggestion 
is  one  that  has  frequently  been  brought  | 
under  the   notice  of  the  authorities.      I  ( 
have  personally  complained  to  Mr.  Joyoc*,  | 
the  Inspector  of  Prisons,  on  the  subject. 

♦Mr.  liLA^DDKN :  I  do  not  doubt  tht?  j 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.     Bail 
the  Buggestiou  to  which  I  referred  wiis  I 
made   to-day,   and  wa^  founded  on   t^t* 
number  of  prisoners  in  Tullamore  Gaol| 
at  the  pi*esent  time.     Then,  on  another] 
point-    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  I 
opposite  suggested  that  proceedings  under  ^ 
the  Crimes  Act  were  taken  for  the  purpose 
of  ousting  the  jurisdiction  of  the  ordinary 
magistrates,   and  stated    that  the    Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  had  acteti  illegally 
in  removing  Mr.  Byrne,  as  was  shown 
by  the  recent  decision  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  referred, 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  ;  I  never  said  the  i 
Lord  Chancellor  had  acted  illegally.     1 , 
was  called  upon  for  an  explanation,  and 
I  said  the   action   taken  was   most   in- 
ridious   and    contrary    to   the   English , 
practice.     What  I  pointed  out  was  thatl 
in   England   it    has   been   decided  that  I 
every  magistrate  can  act  where  he  likes 
in    his    own    county,     while    the    Lord 
Chancellor   struck    Mr,    Byrne    off   the  I 
Commission  of  the  Peace  for  going  oair  j 
side  his  own  Petty  Sessions, 

*Mr,  MADDEN:  I  accept  the  states  j 
ment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ! 
that  he  did  not  mean  to  imply  that  tlie 
Lord  Chancellor  had  acted  illegally  ;  but 
when  he  referred  to  the  recent  EngliKh 
decision  I  concluded  that  he  thought 
there  was  some  inconsistency  between 
what  was  done  by  the  Ijord  Chancellor 
and  the  decision  of  the  Euj^rlish  C>jurt. 
I  am  aware  of  the  decision  to  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  refers,  and 
it  amounted  to  this — that  the  action  of  a 
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magiBtrate  in  any  portion  of  his  own 
county  is  perfectly  legal,  but  that  does 
not  touch  the  question  with  which  the 
Lord  Chancellor  had  to  deal,  and 
which  was  this :  Mr.  Byrne,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  had 
all  the  facts  before  him,  was  in  the  habit 
of  going  outside  the  Petty  Sessions  Dis- 
trict for  which  he  was  originally  ap- 
pointed, to  other  Petty  Sessional  Dis- 
tricts in  cases  of  a  peculiar  and  special 
character.  Everybody  knowing  any- 
thing of  such  matters  in  Ireland  is 
aware  that  in  that  country  the  magis- 
trates are  appointed  to  certain  definite 
Petty  Sessional  Districts,  and  it  is  a 
recognised  custom  that  they  shall  con- 
fine themselves  to  the  districts  to 
which  they  are  assigned.  The  case 
that  came  before  the  Lord  Chancellor  is 
not  analogous  to  the  case  that  came 
before  the  English  Law  Courts.  It  was 
a  question  of  the  propriety  of  a  gentle- 
man appointed  to  a  certain  Petty 
Sessional  District  going  outside  that 
district. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  He  only  did  it 
once. 

•Mr.  MADDEN :  I  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  in  error.  The  case 
was  one  in  which  it  appeared  that  Mr. 
Byrne  habitually  went  outside  his  dis- 
trict for  the  purpose  of  entertaining 
cases  of  a  certain  character. 

Mr.  T.  M.   HEALY:    Why  are    the 
Resident  Magistrates  allowed  to  do  it  ? 

♦Mr.  MADDEN:  They  are  not  ap- 
pointed for  Petty  Sessions  Districts  at 
all.  No  Resident  Magistrate  confines 
himself  to  a  single  Petty  Sessional  Dis- 
trict. What  is  the  meaning  of  the 
interruption  ?  The  Resident  Magistrate 
is  paid  by  the  State,  the  reason  for  his 
appointment  being  that  he  shall  be 
available  for  five,  six,  eight,  or  ten  dis- 
tricts, and  be  able  to  assist  the  local 
magistrates  as  a  trained  expert.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  referred  to 
the  cafl3  of  Mr.  Slattery.  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  was  counsel  in  the 
case ;  but  the  legality  of  the  sentence  was 
brought    before    one    of    the    Superior 
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Courts — the  Court  of  Exchequer  I  think 
— and  a  decision  was  given  in  favour  of 
legality.  The  hon.  and  learned  Grentle- 
man's  imagination  is  very  fertile  in  the 
suggestion  of  motives.  His  first  sug- 
gestion was  that  the  motive  of  the 
proceeding  in  this  case  was  to  oust  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  local  Justices,  and  a 
second  suggestion  is,  that  it  was  to  di. 
minish  the  number  of  cases  appearing  as 
convictions.  Well,  1  have  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  this  case  will  appear 
as  a  conviction  under  the  Crimes  Act^  so 
that  this  argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  will  fall  to  the  ground.  He 
said  it  was  an  illegal  conviction,  because 
it  was  not  followed  by  punishment ;  and 
he  appealed  to  me  and  my  learned 
Colleague,  the  English  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, who  happened  to  be  sitting 
by  my  side,  whether  such  a  sen- 
tence was  or  was  not  punishable.  The 
conviction  was  followed  up  by  the  im- 
position of  a  sentence  which,  though  not 
necessarily  punitive,  may  involve  punish- 
ment^ and  there  is  no  difference  of  opinion 
between  me  and  my  learned  Colleagues  on 
the  point — not  the  slightest.  The  Courts 
have  held  that  it  is  not  punitive,  but 
that  is  another  question,  because  punish- 
ment need  not  follow.  If  the  person 
ordered  to  find  security  to  be  of  good 
behaviour  gives  that  security,  no  pnnitih- 
ment  need  follow ;  but  it  is  a  sentence 
which  may,  and  will,  involve  punishment 
if  the  jiecessary  security  is  not  given.  I 
have  the  authority  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  for  saying  that  it  is  a 
very  customary  addition  to  a  -con- 
viction in  this  country  to  require  a 
jierson  to  give  bail.  The  point  raised 
in  the  "  Queen  v.  Harkin "  was 
whether  the  full  amount  of  sentence 
having  been  inflicted  under  the  Crimes 
Act  it  was  possible,  in  addition,  to  order 
the  defendant  to  find  sureties  for 
good  behaviour,  and  it  was  decided 
to  be  legal  so  to  do.  Both  in 
England  and  in  Ireland  where  there  is 
no  term  of  punishment  inflicted  it  is  not 
only  legal,  but  not  at  all  contrary  to 
usage  to  order  security  to  be  found  for 
good  behaviour.  He  referred  to  an 
answer  I  gave  him,  and  to  the  best  of 
my  recollection  that  answer  referred  to 
the  eystence  of  an  appeal  in  cases  where 
2  L 


927 


Supply— 


{COMMONS) 


CommittM 


928 


orders  are  made  to  find  sureties  to  be  of 
good  behaviour  under  the  Act  of  Edward 
jll.  He  referred  me  to  a  case  which  at 
the  time  I  had  not  read,  and  what 
answer  I  gave  I  do  not  know.  I  may 
have  said  my  knowledge  of  that  par- 
ticular cas3  was  defective ;  but  I  said 
that  if,  under  the  Act  of  Edward  III., 
.  there  was  an  excess  of  jurisdiction,  a 
writ  of  Iwheas  corpus,  or  of  certiorari, 
would  lie.  I  stated  then  that  an  order  of 
the  kind  is  not  within  he  Appeal  Sec- 
tions of  the  Petty  Sessions  Act.  1 
received  no  notice  of  the  case  of  Kelly, 
and  I  have  not  the  papers  to  refer  to ; 
but  when  the  case  was  brought  before 
me  I  looked  carefully  into  the  matter, 
and  satisfied  myself  that  Kelly  had 
been  furnished  by  the  Crown  Solicitor 
with  all  the  particulars  to  which  he  was 
by  law  entitled  ;  and  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man brings  up  this  case  on  the  Vote  for  the 
Irish  Attorney  General's  salary  I  think  I 
shall  bo  able  to  satisfy  hon.  Members 
that  the  particulars  which  were  furnished 
to  Kelly  were  the  full  particulars  which 
a  man  in  similar  circumstances 
would  be  furnished  with  in  England. 
A  specific  charge  was  made  in  reference 
to  a  man  named  Leahy.  I  do  not  know 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was 
present  at  question  time,  when  I  said 
that  the  man  was  not  arrested  for  the 
ofEonce  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  men- 
tioned. He  appears  to  have  been  asked 
to  give  his  name  before  the  Resident 
Magistrate  ;  he  did  so,  and  was  dis- 
cliarged.  Although,  perhaps,  I  have  not 
been  able  to  give  a  perfectly  detailed 
answer  to  charges  sprung  upon  me  at  a 
moinent's  notice,  it  is  probable  that  I  have 
b3en  able  to  deal  with  most  of  the 
cas3S,  because  they  are  old  friends,  and 
have  been  brought  forward  over  and  over 
again  for  the  reason  that  hon.  Members 
find  them  to  bo  the  only  topics  ready  to 
their  hands. 

Mr.   T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  cases  only 
occurred  this  year. 

*Mb.  MADDEN:  With  reference  to 
the  more  important  prosecutions,  all 
I  can  say  is  that  when  I  had  the  facts 
before  me  and  was  in  a  position  to  give  a 
reply  in  detail,  I  threw  out  a  challenge 
to  hon.  Members,  which  waa  never 
taken  up.  «- 

Mr.  Madden 


(9.12.)  Mr.  GHjL  (Louth,  S.):  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  G^ntlemsji  com- 
plains of  our  having  sprung  these  charges 
upon  him  without  notice.  Surely,  as 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  it  is  his 
business  quite  as  much  as  it  is  ours  to 
be  familiar  with  the  law  as  it  is  ad- 
ministered in  Ireland.  He  has  no  right 
to  complain  that  we  take  advantage  of 
every  opportuniiy  that  presents  itself  for 
bringing  these  cases  before  the  Hoase, 
this  House  being  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Appeal  in  regard  to  matters  affecting 
Irish  Administration.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  in  spite  of  his  pro- 
test, has  shown  himself  familiar  with  these 
cases,  and  he  says  they  are  all  old  friends 
which  have  been  threshed  out  over  and 
over  again.  As  to  that  I  may  say  that  al- 
most every  case  mentioned  here  to-night 
has  occurred  either  during  the  present 
year  or  within  the  past  few  months.  Take 
the  case  of  Mr.  Slattery.  At  this 
very  moment — a  quarter  past  9 — that 
gentleman  is  locked  in  a  cell  against  his 
will,  and  is  enduring  all  the  disabilities 
and  discomforts  of  imprisonment.  Is 
that  a  stale  case  ?  To  call  such  a  case  of 
flagrant  mal-administration  in  Ireland 
an  ^*  old  friend "  is  to  assume  that  the 
House  has  grown  so  case-hardened  at  mal- 
administration and  tyranny,  that  a  thing 
must  present  startling  and  novel 
features  before  it  can  receive  attention. 
Though  I  do  not  profess  to  be  able  to 
deal  with  the  case  of  Mr.  Slattery  from 
a  legal  point  of  view,  I  can  understand 
the  comparison  instituted  between  this 
case  in  Ireland  and  similar  cases  which 
are  alleged  to  have  taken  place  in 
England.  I  know  that  whatever  has 
taken  place  of  this  kind  in  England  has 
had  statutable  authority,  whereas  no 
such  authority  has  existed  in  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
tells  us  that  Mr.  Slattery  is  not  nnder- 
going  punishment. 

♦Mr.  madden  :  I  did  not  say  that. 
Mr.  gill  :  He  said,  at  any  rate,  that 
the  verdict  was  not  punitive.  Not 
punitive  when  the  only  way  a  defendant 
can  escape  from  imprisonment  is  by 
inflicting  on  himself  an  intolerahle 
stigma — by    writing    himself    down    a 
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blackguard  and  man  of  bad  character  ? 
It    would    seem,   from    the  right   hon. 
Gentleman's  statement,  as  though   Mr. 
Slatterj  remains   in   gaol  through  some 
perverse   inclination  for  practical  joking 
on  his  part.     Mr  Slattary  is  deprived  of 
his  liberty,  though  as  much  entitled  to  it 
:&&    any  subject  of  Her    Majesty's,  and 
it  is,  therefore,  nonsense  to  talk  about  the 
verdict  not  being  punitive.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  answered  the  very 
formidable  indictment  that  was  brought 
against    the     Irish    Administration    in 
regard  to  prosecutions  by  saying  that  we 
have  niade  misleading  statements  with 
regard  to  the  cases.     Well,  I  submit  that 
the   first  fact  we  have  to    consider  in 
regard  to    thesa   Press    prosecutions  in 
Ireland   is   that   for  exercising   a   right 
which  is  free  to  every  editor  and  publisher 
of  a  newspaper  in  England,  editors  and 
publishers  in  Ireland  have,  ever  since  the 
present  Chief  Secretary  came  into  power, 
been  under  a  growing  andatrocious  pers3- 
cution.     Take  the  case  of  Mr.  Walsh,  the 
Mayor  of  Wexford,  who  has  only  been  out 
of   prison  a  few   days.     What  was  his 
offence  ?    The   right  hon.    and  learned 
Gentleman  said  it  was  not  for  publishing 
a  report  of  the  meeting  of  the  National 
League.     But    the    answer    to    that  is 
plainly  and   simply  that   it   was.     The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  justifies 
his  answer  by  saying  that  the  resolution 
of  the  League  which  was  published  was 
of  an  intimidatory  charactar.     What  are 
the    facts  ?    An    Irish    tenant — a  poor 
widow — is  evicted  from  a  farm,  unjustly 
evicted,   as    the   public  opinion    of  the 
whole  locality  declared.      She  leaves  the 
farm,  which  remains  idle.     After  she  has 
been  out  a  certain  time,  she  enters  into 
negotiations  for  the  sale  of  her  tenant 
right  to  some  friendly  person — and  if  any- 
thing is  certain  in  Ireland,  it  is  that  by 
the  law  passed  10  years  ago  the  interest 
of  a  tenant  in  a  holding  is  greater  than 
that  of  the  landlord.  Whilst  she  iscarrying 
on  this  negotiation,  a  land  grabber — that 
is  to  say  a  mean,  plundering,  pestilential 
wretch — comes  and  seeks  to  underbid  her 
with  the  landlord-r-seeks  to  rob  her  of 
her  tenant-right.      Very  well,  the  poor 
widow  goes  to  the  local  branch  of  the 
National  League  and  says — 

**  My  farm  is  being  stolen  from  me— I  am 
being  robbed  of  my  tenant-right;  will  you 
lend  me  your  protection  ?" 


The  League  pass  a  resolution  declaring 
that  they  regard  the  farm  as  one  from 
which   the    tenant  has    been    unjustly 
evicted,  and  will  so  regard  it  until  a 
tenant  is  in  occupation  who  has  the  good 
will    of    the    evicted    tenant,    and    for 
publishing  that  resolution  in  his  paper 
the   Mayor  of  Wexford,   the   editor    of 
T/ie     Wexford   People,    has     undergone 
imprisonment.     What  nonsense  and  ab- 
surdity and  humbug  it  is  to  come  down 
here    and  tell    us    that  it    is    not  for 
publishing  a  resolution   of  the  League, 
but  for  gross  intimidation  of  the  worthiest 
citizens  of  the  Empire,  that  this  man  was 
put  into  gaol,  and  to  tell  us  that  this  is 
not  interference  with  the  liberty  of  the 
Press.    Is  there  a  newspaper  in  England 
which  would  not  publish  such  a  resolu- 
tion as  that  to  which  I  have  referred  ? 
Take  the  case  of  Henry  O'Connor.     The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  threw 
out  a  challenge.     He  asked  us  to  name  a 
case  in  which,  within  the  past  year  an 
editor  ha«  been  put  into  gaol  for  pub- 
lishing a    resolution    of    the     National 
League.    There  was   a   quibble   behind 
that.     When   his    Chief  entered    upon 
what  he   has  found  to  be  the  hopeless 
task  of  suppressing  the  National  League 
he  made  it  an  offence  to  publish  a  resolu- 
tion of  what  he  wps  pleased  to  call  "  a 
suppressed  branch  "  of  the  League.     He 
held  such  publication  an  act  of  contumacy, 
and  prosecuted    the    editors    and  pub- 
lishers— though  he   has  since  given  up 
that  method  of  persecution,  finding  it 
utterly  impossible  to  effect  his  purpose, 
all  the  newspapers  publishing  columns 
and  columns  of  the  reports  of  branches 
of  the  League.    That  kind  of  prosecution 
has  ceased,  and  I  make  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary a  present  of  any  consolation  he 
may     have    derived     from     it.      Mr. 
O'Connor's  offence  was  this  :  It  appears 
that  a  tenant  of  the  Duke  of  Leinster 
was  evicted  and  was  in  negotiation  for 
the  sale  of  his  tenant-right  to  a  friendly 
successor,  when  a    land  grabber  came 
in  and  endeavoured  to  steal  the  tenant- 
right.     The  Leinster  Leader  was  instru- 
mental    in    giving    expression    to    the 
healthy  public  opinion  of    the   oounty 
upon  that  most  nefarious  transaction,  so 
2L2 
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dangerons  to  the  public  peace?  and  social 
order  of  the  locality.  Mr,  O'Connor 
having  published  a  resolution  on  the 
matter,  was  prosecuted  by  the  Chief 
Secretary — and  here  I  must  mention  a 
circumstance  which  speaks  volumes. 
The  tigent  of  the  Duke  of  Leinster 
attended  in  Court,  was  openly  Bworn, 
and  declared  that  he  liad  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  prosecution,  and 
desired  to  wash  hig  hands  of  it  alto- 
gefchef,  having  no  sympathy  with  it,  and 
that  there  was  no  crime  in  the  district 
where  the  prosecutions  took  place, 
Wluitever  disturbance  there  was  was  due 
to  the  mischievous  interference  of  the 
minions  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  who 
entsred  into  league  with  the  land  grab- 
bers and  emergency  men  and  cajne 
between  the  landlord  and  his  tenants 
without  the  slightest  desire  on  their 
part.  Mr.  O'Connor  was  prosecuted  for 
pubUahing  certain  matter  in  the  Lcinater 
Lm(ki\  but  there  was  no  evidencL*  wliat* 
ever  to  connect  him  with  the  paper. 
The  magistrates  refused  to  state  a  case 
when  the  counsel  for  Mr.  O'Connor 
applied.  The  matter  was  brought  before 
the  Superior  Courts  and  tht;  magistrates 
were  compelled  to  state  a  case,  and 
then,  when  the  facts  were  considered 
by  the  higher  tribunal,  the  case  against 
Mr,  O'Connor  was  held  to  be  had,  and 
that  gentleman  was  discharged  from 
prison.  But  Mr.  O'Connor  had  to  spend 
fonr  days  in  goal,  during  which  time  he 
was  not  only  treated  as  a  common  cri- 
minal, but  put  on  imnishment  diet  be- 
cause ho  itt fused  txD  put  on  the  prison 
clothes  and  exercise  with  criminals.  In 
what  way  do  the  Crovemment  propose  to 
compensate  this  gentleman  for  the  atro* 
cions  punishment  they  have  inflicted  on 
him  and  the  immense  expense  they  have 
compelled  him  to  incur?  These  two 
cases  are  quite  sufficient  to  answer  the 
allegations  of  tlie  right  hon.  and  leiwued 
Gentleman.  As  to  the  treatment  of 
prisoners,  the  right  hon.  Goutleman  gave 
a  curious  answer  to  the  alli'giitions 
made.  He  said  he  ctnild  do  nothing 
in  the  matter,  bnt  that  he  has  for- 
wai^ed  the  complaints  made  in  the 
House  to  the  Prisons  Board,  who  will, 
no  doubt,  give  them  their  attention. 
That  is  the  justification  for  our  conduct 
in  the  House.  Granttid  for  a  moment 
that  these  men  are  ill-treated.  The 
Mr.  Gill 
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right  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  does 
not  deny  it. 

♦Mb.  I^LADDEX  :  1  said  nothing  of  the 
kind.  What  I  said  was,  that  ibene 
were  a  certain  number  of  Crimes  Act 
prisoners  in  Tullamore  Gaol  It  was 
suggt^sted  that  they  might  be  treated 
ai4  a  separate  class,  but  that  is  a  sugges- 
tion which  is  made  for  the  first  time  to 
day.  I  added  that  it  was  a  little 
premature  to  conclude  that  an  inquiry 
liad   been  refused  by  the  PrisoDS  Board. 

Mr.  GHJj  ;  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  does  not  deny  tliat  our  com- 
plaint may  be  justified*  My  C4jntention 
is  that  those  who  are  directly  responsible 
for  the  management  of  prisons  in  Ireland 
should  not  wait  until  we  make  com- 
plain t.s  upon  such  chance  opportuniCiea 
as  we  get  in  the  House,  but  shoold  80 
administer  the  system  as  to  remove  aaj 
cause  of  complaint.  What  w^ill  be  the 
state  of  the  prisons  in  Ireland  when  Par- 
liament  is  not  sitting  if  all  thesa  things 
are  allowed  to  take  place  witkia  the 
gtiols,  when  the  attention  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  his  Colleagues  can  be 
gngged  on  the  subject?  Luckilj  the 
House  was  sitting  at  such  time  as  en- 
abled Members  to  l>ring  forward  the 
case  of  the  convict  Daly,  who  is  now  in 
Chatham  Prison.  When  the  question 
had  been  sufficiently  agitated  in  the 
House  we  elicited  the  truth,  that  Dftly 
had  jictually  been  brought  to  the  jaws  of 
death  by  an  overdose  of  belladoima,  which 
the  unfortunate  man  believed  wsa 
malicionsly  lidministered  to  him.  It  is 
admitted  by  the  Government  that  the 
man  was  within  an  ace  of  being  poisoned* 
The  charge  was  denied  when  first  made, 
but  now  the  Home  Secretary  h«s  seen  fit 
to  ittstitute  an  investigation.  I  msked  a 
question  the  other  evening  with  I'egnrd 
to  the  case  of  a  man  named  McDermott^ 
a  tenant  on  the  Clanricarde  Estate*  wW 
is  at  prc*sent  in  gaol.  Mr.  McDei 
has  for  the  past  nine  weeks  bes 
prison.  What  for?  He  was  brouglit 
before  a  Secret  Inquiry  Courts  held 
under  the  Explosives  Act,  and  asked 
certain  questions.     -  - 
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replied  that  he  will  answer  any  question 
put  to  him  in  open  Court ;  and  because  he 
declines  to  be  cross-examined  in  camera 
by  a  Secret  Court  and  without  having 
the  aid  of  a  solicitor,  he  has  been  sent 
back  to  gaol  week  after  week  for  the  past 
eight  weeks.  Every  week  he  has  been 
brought  from  Gal  way,  a  distance  of  40 
miles,  under  a  strong  escort  of  police,  a 
little  expedition  which  must  cost  the 
British  taxpayer  a  pretty  penny.  I  hold 
that  this  is  an  atrocious  proceeding. 
When  I  tell  the  House  the  circumstances 
under  which  it  arises,  its  wickedness  and 
wantonness  will  appear  greater  still.  Mr. 
McDermott  has  the  misfortune  of  being 
a  tenant  of  Lord  Clanricarde,  a  person 
of  somewhat  discreditable  memory.  He 
is  a  gentleman  of  considerable  substance 
in  the  locality — a  large  mill-owner  and  a 
large  farmer — and  he  was  evicted  because 
he  stood  in  with  the  poorer  tenants  on 
the  estate.  On  the  day  of  his  eviction 
some  sub- tenants  of  his  were  evicted. 
Several  empty  houses  had  to  be  entered 
to  complete  the  formality  of  eviction,  and 
the  police  reported  that  in  one  of  these 
places  they  found  what  they  have  been 
pleased  to  describe  as  an  infernal 
machine.  The  people  of  the  locality 
believe  that  this  is  a  bogus  transaction 
from  beginning  to  end  ;  that  the  story  of 
the  finding  of  the  machine  is  a  lie  got 
up  in  the  interest  of  Lord  Clanricarde, 
his  agent,  and  the  police,  who  get  extra 
pay  for  their  jaunts  from  Qalway,  and  in 
the  interest  of  the  Bemovable  Magis- 
trates of  the  locality,  who  flourish  upon 
this  state  of  bogus  crime,  and  in  the 
interest,  finally,  of  the  Chief  Secretary, 
who  wants  some  excuse  for  the  tyranny 
which  he  is  carrying  out  in  Ireland.  In 
order  to  give  the  thing  an  air  of  reality, 
it  was  necessary  to  make  a  victim  of 
somebody  in  the  locality.  Mr.  McDer- 
mott is  brought  up,  and  because  he  will 
not  answer  questions  in  secret  he  is  kept 
in  Galway  Gfaol,  and  brought  before  the 
Removables  week  after  week.  I  might, 
if  I  chose,  give  numerous  cases  of  this 
kind,  cases  in  which,  at  the  present 
moment,  men  are  sufEering  punishment 
for  no  reason  whatsoever  except  that  the 
law  in  Ireland  is  administered  in  a  most 
tyrannical  spirit  by  the  minions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  There  is  only 
one  other  matter  I  will  make  special 
reference  to,  and  I  refer  to  it  because  it 


exemplifies  the  spirit  in  which  the  law 
is  administered — I  mean  the  manner  in 
which  the  law  is  placed  at  the  disposal 
of     emergency    men     whenever     these 
ruffians  chose  to  break  it.     In  Tipperary, 
in  Cork,  in  Kildare,  and   in   numerous 
parts  of  Ireland,  these  emergency  men 
live  a  life  of  debauchery  and  drunken- 
ness.    They  go  about  drtmk  in  the  day 
and   night-time  with   fire-arms,   which 
they  fire  in  the  air.      They  assault  re- 
spectable people  as  they  pass,  and  when 
they  happen  to  be  brought  into  Court  on 
a  summons  by  one  of  the  persons  they 
have  assaulted,  the   Removable  Magis- 
trate who,  without  compunction,  commits 
a  Member  of  Parliament  to  prison  for 
three   months,   with  hard    labour,   will 
display  the  greatest  possible  tenderness 
towards  these  gentlemen,  and  let  them 
o£E  even  without  a  fine.       I  might  cite 
dozens  of  such  cases,  but  I  will  only  refer 
to  one.      That  is  the  case  in   which  a 
number  of  emergency  men,  accompanied 
by  a  body  of  police,  deliberately  entered 
a  chapel  in  County  Cork    simply  and 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  creating  a  dis- 
turbance and  breaking  the  peace  of  thd 
district.       I    may    be     answered    that 
emergency  men  have  as  much  right  to 
go  into  a  chapel  as  anyone  else.      I  will 
answer  that  in  the  words  of  the  Recorder 
of   Cork,  who,  when    the    subject  was 
brought  under  his  notice,  declared  that 
he  was  shocked  to  learn  that  a  number 
of  emergency  men  and  police,  who  were 
Protestants,  deliberately   entered,  in  a 
most    swaggering   manner,    a    Catholic 
church  during  the  most  solemn  part  of 
the  Catholic  service,  and  sat  down  in  the 
centre  of  the  place,  shaking  their  heels 
against  the  ground,  and  making  every 
possible    demonstration    they   could  to 
aggravate  the  people.     Such  is  the  state 
of  things  upon  every  one  of  the  estates 
upon  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
by  his  method  of  administering  the  law 
in  the  interest  of  the  landlord,  keeps  up 
a  state  of  war.     It  is  a  state  of  things 
which  brings  us  back  to  the  days  of  bar- 
barism.     Tliat  such  a  state    of   things 
can  exist  in  this,  the  last  quarter  of  the 
19th     century,    and     under     the     en- 
lightened British  Constitution,    is,  per- 
haps, the  most  terrible  condemnation  of 
the  Government  which  is  entrusted  with 
the  guardianship   of  that  Constitution, 
and  under  whose  eegis  such  a  condition 
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of  corruptiony    mal-administration,    and 
tjrannj  has  been  allowed  to  flouriBh. 

•(9.45.)  Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON  (Yorkshire, 
Holmfirth)  :  The  case  of  Mr.  Slattery  has 
been  several  times  referred  to,  and  no 
doubt  it  presents  features  of  considerable 
importance,  but  with  which  I  do  not  pro- 
pose  to  deal.  A  few  weeks  ago  a  ques- 
tion was  addressed  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary with  reference  to  the  matter.  One 
of  theconiplaints  conveyed  in  the  question 
was  that'  Mr.  Slattiry  was  continually 
followed  aix)ut  by  the  police,  even  when 
he  attended  divine  worship.  I  do  not 
undertake  to  quote  the  exact  words  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  ;  but  it  appeared  to 
me  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intended 
to  convey  to  the  House  and  the 
oountry  tho  impression  that  Mr.  Slat- 
tery was  not  followed  by  the  police  to 
chapel  J  that  if  the  police  went  there  they 
went  for  the  purpose  of  attending  wor- 
ship themselves,  and  not  for  the  purpose 
of  following  Mr.  Slattery.  The  Chief 
Secretary  would  really  have  us  believe 
that  tho  police  would  not  do  such  a  thing, 
and  that  he  would  not  think  of  sanction- 
ing it.  I  want  to  mention  in  this  col- 
nection  what  happened  to  myself  just 
about  this  time  last  year  in  Donegal.  I 
was  at  the  little  hamlet  of  Middleton,  in 
the  parish  of  Gweedorc,  and  the  hotel  at 
which  I  stayed  was  opposite  the  barracks. 
In  those  barracks  there  had  been  col- 
lected together  during  the  Saturday 
night  50  or  60  of  the  police,  because 
they  thought,  I  supjwse,  that  I  was  going 
to  do  something  dangerous  on  the  Sun- 
day. The  people  passed  down  to  mass 
in  the  morning.  The  polico  were  in  the 
barracks.  When  the  time  came  I  moved 
off  to  the  Protestant  Church,  and,  whereas, 
not  a  single  one  of  the  Catholic  police- 
men was  allowed  to  go  to  Mass  that 
day,  three  men  weie  sent  after 
me  to  the  Protestant  Church  at 
Bunbeg.  I  want  to  know  whether  any 
reasonable  person  will  believe  the  state 
ment  calmly  thrown  out  to  us  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  tho  police  would 
Mr.  Gill 


never  think  of  following  Mr.  Slattexy, 
when  in  my  case  40  or  50  policexnen 
were  kept  in  the  barracks  and  noi 
allowed  to  go  to  Mass,  whereas  threei 
men — all  the  Protestants  I  suppose  ihej 
oould  muster — were  told  off  to  walk 
behind  me  to  the  little  Protestant  Church. 
This  is  only  one  of  the  cases  which  aie- 
constantly  coming  forward,  and  some  ot 
which  have  come  under  my  own  notice., 
These  are  cases  as  to  which  I  scarcely  kno^r 
what  language  I  could  use  that  would 
be  Parliamentary,  but  these  are  cases  in 
which  absolutely  false  representationa 
are  conveyed  by  the  Chief  Secretary. 
Without  hesitation  and  without 
inquiry  the  right  hon.  GTentlexnan 
retails  to  us  statements  about  Ireland 
which  are  gross  and  palpable  misrepre- 
sentations of  what  is  going  on. 

(9.50.)  Mb.  J.  O'CONNOBr 
I  do  not  like  to  be  personal, 
but  more  than  once  to-night  I  have 
thought  of  the  possibility  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  being  elevated  from  the  Govern- 
ment Bench  to  the  vacant  seat  chi  the 
Irish  Judicial  Bench.  I  have  very  gre%t 
respect  for  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  I  trust  that  if  he  doe» 
leave  the  House  he  will  leave  with  the 
good  character  he  has  established,  be* 
cause  if  he  continues  to  act  as  he  haa 
acted  since  he  has  been  obliged  to  repre- 
sent the  Irish  Government  in  this  House 
I  tremble  for  that  character.  Tho 
Attorney  Generars  challenge  has  been 
taken  up,  and  he  has  been  severely 
worsted.  I  do  not  think  he  will  care  to 
refer  to  Press  prosecutions  again.  I  will 
not  dwell  upon  the  cases  already  cited^ 
but  I  will  turn  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
O'Mahoncy,  a  newspaper  editor.  I  desire 
to  call  attention  to  the  treatment  to 
which  Mr.  O'Mahoney  has  been  subjected 
since  lie  was  sent  to  Clonmel  Prison.  He 
has  been  removed  from  Clonmel,  although 
he  was  consulting  a  local  solicitor  in  the 
matter  of  a  libel  action  he  was  bringing 
against  a  resident  magistrate.  It  is 
difficult  enough  for  any  man  engaged  iio. 
litigation  where  the  authorities  are  con- 
cerned, to  carry  it  on  successfully  under 
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the  most  favourable  oircumstancea ;  but 
in  this  case  Mr.  O'Mahoney  was  actually 
separated  from  his  solicitor  by  a  distance 
of  100  miles.  That  was  a  piece  of 
meanness  which  only  the  Government  of 
Dublin  Castle  and  the  Prisons  Board 
could  be  capable  of,  and  which,  I  am 
sure,  the  Attorney  General  will  not  seek 
to  justify.  Why  was  Mr.  O'Mahoney 
removed  from  Clonmel?  Was  he  not 
perfectly  safe  there?  Are  the  officials 
not  to  be  trusted  ?  I  have  been  three 
times  in  Clonmel  Gaol,  and  I  can 
guarantee  it  is  a  very  secure  prison. 
Were  the  Government  anxious  for  the 
health  of  Mr.  O'Mahoney?  The  situa- 
tion of  Clonmel  Gaol  is  as  calculated  to 
ensure  the  health  of  the  prisoners  as 
that  of  any  other  gaol  or  the  dozen  of 
gaols  that  I  have  experience  of.  Are 
the  officials  at  Clonmel  less  honest  than 
those  elsewhere  1  Was  it  not  at  Clonmel 
that  Mr.  William  O'Brien  was  subjected 
to  the  barbarous  treatment  of  having  his 
hair  cut  and  being  held  down  by  half-a- 
dozen  warders  by  the  order  of  the 
Governor,  whom  I  have  known  for  the 
past  10  or  12  years,  and  who  has  never 
been  known  to  be  anything  but  a  faithful 
and  diligent  servant  of  the  Crown  ?  In 
every  respect  Clonmel  Gbol  is  per- 
fectly safe,  and  the  officials  are 
quite  reliable,  and  therefore  I  say 
there  could  be  no  object  in  re- 
moving Mr.  O'Mahoney  to  Tullamore 
except  to  put  an  obstacle  in  the  way  of  his 
bringing  a  libal  action  against  the  resi- 
dent magistrate.  As  to  Mr.  O'Mahoney's 
treatment  in  Tullamore  we  asked 
questions  yesterday  and  to-day.  In  my 
question  to-day  I  used  the  phras3  "  silent 
system."  The  Attorney  General  evaded 
the  question  by  saying  there  was  no  such 
system.  It  was  an  evasion  merely ;  the 
phrase  I  should  have  used  was  the  solitary 
system.  Men  imprisoned  in  Ireland 
under  the  Coercion  Act  are  reduced  to 
this  solitary  system.  Why  is  this?  I 
know  it  from  moro  than  one  governor  of 
a  prison  in  Ireland  that  the  solitary 
system  is  the  system  to  which  the  most 
incorrigible  convicts  are  subjected.  The 
men  who  are  not  amenable  to  prison 
discipline,  even  in  such  convict  prisons  as 
Spike  Island,  are  brought  up  to  Cork 
prison  and  elsewhere  where  they  can  be 
put  into  solitary  confinement,  and  I  have 
been   assured   by  Governors  of  prisons 


that  they  never  knew  a  case  in  which  the 
solitary  system  failed  to  reduce  the  most 
incorrigible  ruffian  to  discipline.  And- 
this  is  the  system  to  which  respectable 
men  in  Ireland  are  being  reduced.  I 
know  all  about  it,  because  it  was  first 
introducsd  with  regard  to  myself,  and 
my  hon.  friend  and  colleague  the  Mayoir 
of  Clonmel,  and  others.  We  were  in 
Clonmel  prison  last  year,  and  for  the  first 
week  we  were  allowed  to  take  exercise  for 
two  hours  every  day  in  company,  march- 
ing five  or  six  yards  apart.  For  a  week 
this  state  of  things  prevailed  and  th^n 
we  were  ramoved  to  famous  Tullamore, 
my  hon.  Friend"  the  Member  for  Mid 
Cork  being  sent  to  Gralway.  For  the 
first  day  at  Tullamore  I  and  the  Mayor 
of  Clonmel  were  allowed  to  take  exercise 
together,  holding  no  intercourse,  and  with 
us  were  associated  the  other  men  in  the 
prison  who  were  of  exactly  the  same  clasB 
as  ourselves  ;  but  the  next  day  came  an 
order  from  the  Prisons  Board  and  we 
were  separated.  We  were  shown  into  a 
yard  at  different  hours  and  allowed  to  walk 
about  or  beat  our  heads  against  the  wall, 
s^  we  liked,  and  so  we  took  our  exercise, 
and  we  saw  no  human  being  but 
Governor  or  warders  for  the  rest  of  the 
time.  I  communicated  with  the  Prisons 
Board  and  I  complained  to  the  inspector, 
but  I  got  no  satisfaction.  A  question  put 
in  this  House  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Belfast  obtained  only, 
an  evasive  and  equivocal  answer.  Why 
was  this  ?  A  short  time  before  I  had 
had  the  honour  of  introducing  a  Bill  in 
this  House  with  the  object  of  altering 
the  law  as  to  the  treatment  of  prisoners 
in  Ireland  incarcerated  under  the. 
Coercion  Act.  During  the  debate  the 
Chief  Secretary  said  no  doubt  the  treats 
ment  of  prisoners  in  Ireland  had  affected 
the  minds  of  the  English  people  ;  he 
admitted  the  fact  and  stated  he  would 
issue  a  Commission  of  Inquiry  ;  he  did 
not  wait  for  the  Report,  he  communicated 
with  the  Prisons  Board,  and  they  altered, 
the  rules  to  meet  oar  cases,  altered 
the  rules,  under  which  the  Governor 
deemed  he  was  compelled  to  shave  out 
heads,  to  make  us  wear  prison  dress, 
associate  with  criminals,  and  do  menial 
offices.  These  rules  were  given  up 
reluctantly  because  the  opinion  of  thi« 
country  was  against  them.  But  with  the 
meanness  that  distinguishes  his  rule  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  turned  these  con- 
oessions  against  us  hy  mal-administration, 
and  bj  straining  of  the  law  reduced 
us  to  a  worse  position,  and  to  a  level 
with  incorrigible  ruffians  subjected  to 
solitary  confinement.  That  is  the  state 
of 'things  at  present  existing  in'Tullamore. 
Notwithstanding  the  assertion  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  this  is 
not  tha  first  time  the  question  has 
been  raised.  It  was  raised  in  the 
House  last  year.  Questions  were  ad- 
dressed to  the  Prisons  Board,  and  from 
my  solitary  cell  I  made  a  report  to  the 
Prison  Inspector.  The  Government  of 
Dublin  Castle  do  th's  wrong,  are  backed 
by  the  Treasury  Bench,  and  supported  by 
their  followers  here.  The  rules  and 
regulations  are  strained  against  prisoners 
of  our  class.  You  say  we  are  not  a  class, 
but  I  maintain  the  alterations  in  the 
rules  made  in  our  regard  constituted  us 
a  class,  and  no  amount  of  evasion  can  get 
over  that.  I  have  said  the  rules  are 
strained,  and  will  give  an  instance  on  my 
own  account.  Last  year  the  Judges  of 
the  Special  Commission  made  an  order 
that  I  should  be  supplied  with  a  news- 
paper containing  a  report  of  the  proceed- 
ings before  the  Commission,  and  at  my 
expense  the  paper  was  supplied.  But 
the  Governor  cut  out  every  particle  of 
the  newspaper  that  did  not  deal  with  the 
Commission.  There  is  not  an  English- 
man to  whom  1  have  mentioned  this 
circumstance  who  has  not  expressed  in- 
dignation at  the  mean  and  contemptible 
proceeding.  Not  only  did  the  Gt)vemor 
of  Tullamore  Prison  do  this,  but  where 
other  matter  appeared  on  the  back  of  the 
sheet  containing  the  Report  he  pasted  over 
it  a  sheet  of  brown  paper.  One  day  he 
paid  me  a  visit,  accompanied  by  Dr. 
Moorehead,  the  well  known  Visiting 
Justice,  without  whose  humane  visits 
to  that  prison  many  more  wrongs 
and  much  more  suffering  would  be 
inflicted  on  the  unfortunate  prisoners, 
the  knowledge  of  which  would  never 
reach  the  outer  world.  I  exhibited  this 
specimen  of  malignant  spite,  and  the 
Governor  said  he  was  acting  under 
orders  from  the  Prisons  Board.  I  said 
I  had  had  experience  of  15  Gover- 
nors of  prisons,  and  I  said  I  did  not 
know  another  man  who,  of  his  own 
volition,  would  do  such  a  shabby,  mean, 
contemptible  thing,  and  he  threatened 
me  with  punishment  for  insulting  words 
Mr,  J,  O'Connor 


used  to  himself.  Prisoners  aie  treated 
in  Ireland  as  tigers  are  treated  in  the 
Zoological  Gardens.  They  are  tamed 
out  of  their  cells  at  different  hours  into 
a  yard  under  the  eyes  of  warders.  But 
I  contend  the  Prisons  Board  must  have 
some  mean  and  contemptible  motive  in 
this,  for  obviously  there  would  be  an 
advantage  in  prisoners  taking  exercise 
together.  Walking  five  or  six  yards 
apart  it  is  impossible  to  hold  conversa- 
tion, and  one  set  of  warders  could  watch 
20  prisoners' as  well  as  they  could  watch 
one.  The  object  is  persecution  of  a 
mean  and  malignant  character,  and  it  is 
instigated  and  maintained  by  the  Chief 
Secretary,  who  is  not  in  his  place  to 
night.  I  have  another  matter  to  refer 
to,  and  upon  which  I  addressed  a  ques- 
tion to  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
yesterday.  I  stated  at  the  beginning  of 
my  observations  that  it  would  be 
well  for  the  Attorney  General  to  esci^ 
from  this  House  with  his  charac- 
ter for  honesty  and  straightforwardness, 
and  I  say  the  answer  he  gave  me  yester- 
day was  not  straightforward.  He  is 
obliged  to  have  filtered  through  him 
information  that  is  not  true  and  that 
come»  from  an  untrue  source.  I  askbd 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  td  an  assault 
committad  by  the  police  upon  a  con- 
stituent of  mine.  This  man  was  in  the 
town  of  Tipperar}',  and  had  been  only 
a  few  moments  out  of  his  house  and  was 
walking  down  the  street  with  two  friends 
to  whom  he  was  b^^ning  to  speak  on 
a  matter  of  business.  He  had  scarcely 
spoken  when  two  or  three  policemen 
crossed  the  road  and  ordered  the  friends 
to  move  on.  They  did  move  on,  and 
while  moving  my  constituent  says — 

"  I  happened  to  be  nearest  the  constables  and 
suddenly  I  received  from  behind  a  violent  blow 
from  a  fist  in  the  neck.  I  was  knocked  down 
in  the  street,  and  on  rising  I  was  also  kicked. 
I  told  the  police  they  were  after  committiDg  an 
assault  upon  me.*' 

In  my  question  I  asked  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  whether  my  con- 
stituent went  to  one  police  barrack  and 
then  to  another,  but  in  each  the  Police 
Authorities  declined  to  give  the  names 
of  the  men  who  committed  the  assault ; 
that  he  then  went  to  the  District 
Inspector,  who  declined  to  give  the  namea^ 
but  at  the  same  time  offered  to  parade 
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the  men;  and  this  being  done,  my 
constituent  (Mr.  O'Brien)  identified 
the  men  who  assaulted  him,  and 
applied  to  the  Resident  Magistrate  for 
a  summons.  Now,  what  was  the  answer 
of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland? 
He  said  the  facts  in  my  question  were 
not  accurately  represented,  but  he  did 
nor  deny  the  man  had  been  assaulted. 
Why  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  evade 
my  question ;  why  did  he  not  say  whether 
there  had  bsen  an  assault  or  not  ?  He 
simply  said  the  facts  were  not  as  stated. 
Is  that  honest,  is  it  fair,  is  it  worthy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  is  it  the  way 
in  which  he  would  act  as  between  man 
and  man  ?  I  say  it  is  not.  I  say  that 
he  was  the  medium  of  giving  false 
information  from  Dublin  Castle  to  the 
House.  He  also  said  that  the  Resident 
Magistrate,  Mr.  Meldon,  referred  the 
applicant  to  another  Resident  Magis- 
trate, Colonel  Cadell,  who,  said  the 
Attorney  General,  is  a  resident  in  the 
town,  and  probably  would  be  conversant 
with  the  facts  of  the  case.  Now,  that 
was  not  the  question  at  all.  Was  it  not 
Mr.  Meldon's  duty  to  consider  the  appli- 
cation for  a  summons  ;  and  if  he  did  not 
give  it,  why  did  he  refuse  it  ?  I  say  the 
whole  answer  to  my  question  respecting 
Mr.  O'Brien,  the  painter,  my  constituent 
in  Tipperary,  was  an  evasion,  and  not  an 
honest  way  of  treating  a  Member  of  this 
House.  I  telegraphed  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's answer  to  Mr.  O'Brien,  and  a 
few  hours  ago  I  received  a  reply  in 
which  Mr.  O'Brien  says  the  account  of 
matter  he  gave  is  perfectly  correct. 
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and  he  is  prepared  to  prove  it  on  oath  if 
necessary,  and  he  further  says  that  Mr. 
Meldon  distinctly  refused  to  grant  the 
summons.  The  whole  incident  shows 
that  the  whole  machinery  of  the  law  in 
Ireland  is  directed  to  the  purpose  of 
denying  justice  to  the  people,  and  in  that 
course  of  conduct  the  Government  are 
backed  up  by  their  learned  and  other 
defenders  in  this  House.  This  question 
in  regard  to  Mr.  O'Brien  will  not  be 
allowed  to  drop  until  I  get  satisfaction. 
These  men  shall  be  prosecuted,  and  Mr. 
Meldon  shall  give  a  summons  if  it  is 
right  he  should  do  so ;  and  if  the  Attorney 


General  wishes  to  distinguish  himself  in 
an  exceptional  manner,  let  him  compel 
Mr.  Meldon  to  do  his  duty — that  my  con- 
stituent may  obtain  justice.  There  is 
another  matter  1  have  to  refer  to  in 
regard  to  Tipperary.  I  put  a  question  to 
the  Attorney  General  as  to  the  occupa- 
tion of  certain  houses  in  Tipperary  by  tiie 
police,  and  I  was  able  to  furnish  hinl  with 
some  information.  He  said  there  are 
two  houses  in  the  town  occupied  by  the 
police ;  but  I  am  able  to  tell  him  there 
are  five  houses  so  tenanted,  and  the 
Bridewell  and  the  late  Town  Hall  are  also 
so  occupied.  What  is  the  object  of 
this  ?  The  barrack  is  a  very  large  house 
capable  of  containing  double  the  number 
of  police  required  for  maintaining  the 
peace  of  Tipperary.  Why  are  these 
houses  of  evicted  tenants  occupied  by 
the  police  at  a  rent  of  £70  a  year,  and 
under  what  conditions  1  We  have  good 
reason  for  the  suspicion  that  these  houses 
have  been  taken  by  the  authorities  in 
order  to  assist  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Hunts  (Mr.  Smith-Barry)  in  carry- 
ing to  success  his  project  for  evicting 
the  whole  town  of  Tipperary.  I  trust 
at  some  future  time  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral will  give  me  some  more  specific  in- 
formation on  this  subject.  These  are  the 
only  matters  upon  which  I  intend  to 
trouble  the  House.  I  must  say  that  the 
Government  are  behaving  in  a  manner 
in  Tipperary  and  elsewhere  that  it  is.  very 
hard  for  honest  men  to  defend  in  this 
House.  If  the  Secretary  for  War  had 
been  present  I  had  intended  to  advert 
to  the  use  of  soldiers  at  evictions  ;  but,  in 
the  absence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  will  not  dwell  upon  that.  I  conclude 
my  observations  by  an  appeal  to  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  that  he 
will  in  future,  in  giving  an  answer,  not 
give  information  that,  without  his  intend- 
ing it,  perhaps,  is  misleading,  and  affords 
an  opening  for  bringing  a  charge  against 
him  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty.  I  hope 
he  will  not  yield  his  judgment  to  the 
Chief  Secretary,  whose  bitter  hostility  to 
onr  country  has  been  shown  in  the 
administration  of  the  Coercion  Act,  and 
who  has  written  a  page  in  the  annals  of 
our  country  by  which  his  name  will  be 
transmitted  in  horror  to  posterity. 

•(10.20.)  Mr.  WEBB  (Waterford,W.) : 
We  have  been  accused  of,  more  or  less, 
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trotting  out  subjeeis  for  the  sake  of 
oocapyiug  time^  bnt  indeed  that  is  not 
the  case.  For  myself,  I  feel  the  duty 
that  is  cast  upon  me  of  referring  to  sub- 
jects such  as  this,  when  opportunity 
ofEers.  It  is  a  hateful  task  to  be  brought 
here  from  Ireland ;  and  I  know  it  is  not 
pleasant  to  many  here.  It  would  be 
much  easier  to  fall  in  with  the  desire  of 
the  majority,  but  we  put  personal  con- 
siderations aside  and  discharge  our  duty 
to  our  constitutents.  Bemember  the 
position  in  which  we  find  ourselves. 
Some  90  years  ago,  against  our  desire 
you  took  on  yourselves  the  government 
of  our  country,  and  the  duty  of  securing 
liberty  and  peaceful  living  in  Ireland ; 
but  you  cannot  say  you  have  been 
successful  when  we  see  the  confusion 
and  disorder  in  which  Iraland  now  is. 
This  debate  has  mainly  arisen  out  of  the 
imprisonment  of  Mr.  Walsh,  the  Mayor  of 
Wexford.  Consider  what  would  be  the 
position  of  things  if  the  Mayor  of  an 
English  town  were  committed  to  prison 
against  the  opinion  of  99  in  every 
100  of  its  inhabitants.  Our  towns 
are  not  so  large  as  yours ;  but,  relatively, 
Wexford  is  an  important  centre  in 
Ireland,  and  the  indignity  inflicted  upon 
the  Mayor  is  an  insult  to  the  whole 
country.  We  would  not  have  the  spirit 
of  men  if  we  did  not  take  every  oppor- 
tunity the  forms  of  the  House  allow  to 
protest  against  this.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  says  the  matter  is 
very  simple — that  the  Mayor  has  broken 
the  law  of  the  land,  and,  therefore,  he  has 
been  committed  to  prison  ;  and  I  presume 
we  are  not  to  pity  him.  But  an  Irishman 
cannot  think  that  the  breaking  of  the 
law  of  the  land  is  a  sufficient  reason  for 
thinking  badly  of  a  man.  Why,  if  we 
had  not  broken  the  law  of  the  land,  we 
would  have  been  swept  from  our  Island 
long  ago.  It  was  the  law  of  the  land 
once  that  we  should  not  be  educated.  One 
of  my  earliest  recollections  as  a  lad  arose 
out  of  my  father  8  refusal  to  obey  the  law 
Mr.  Webb 


-^I  saw  his  fumitura  seised  and  aolcL 
because  he  refused  to  pay  tithe.  At 
the  present  moment,  some  of  the  most 
important  Institutions  in  Ireland,  and 
wluch  are  doing  the  most  good  there — 
Catholic  Institutions — are  estaUished  in 
direct  violation  of  the  law  of  the  land 
made  at  the  time  of  Catholic  emancipa- 
tion. It  is  no  slur  upon  the  character 
of  the  Mayor  of  Wexford  that  he  has 
broken  the  law  of  the  land.  It  has  been 
further  advanced  that,  after  all,  it  was 
not  a  Press  conviction,  but  that  tlus 
gentleman  entered  upon  a  course  of 
intimidation  ;  but  there  is  something  of 
special  pleading  in  that.  He  published 
matter  which  a  few  jears  ago  it  was 
quite  right  and  proper  for  any  journal  to 
publish,  and  there  was  no  thought  of 
prosecution  for  it.  More  than  that»  the 
Mayor  of  Wexford  has  been  singled  out 
for  punishment ;  but  there  are  plenty  of 
newspapers  publishing  the  same  news 
and  are  not  prosecuted.  The  truth  is, 
that  this  Coercion  Act  is  so  monstrous 
that  if  carried  out  in  its  entirety  it 
would  break  down  of  its  own  weight, 
and  it  is  only  by  prosecuting  a 
man  here  and  there  that  a  semblance 
of  enforcing  the  Act  can  be  kept  up. 
I  have  been  honoured  with  the  friendship 
of  the  Mayor  of  Wexford  for  many 
years,  he  is  one  of  the  most  inoffensive 
but  quietly  determined  men  I  have 
ever  known.  His  only  desire  is  to  be 
a  good  citizen,  and  to  fulfil  the 
duties  of  his  station,  and  I  cannot  too 
much  admire  the  spirit  of  this  deter- 
mined quiet  man,  shown  in  the  course 
he  has  taken.  Quite  undeterred  in  the 
path  of  duty,  he  asserted  what  he  con- 
sidered his  right.  That  is  the  character 
of  the  man,  and  when  men  of  this 
character  are  prosecuted  and  imprisoned 
over  and  over  again,  I  ask  you  what 
do  you  suppose  to  be  the  effect  on  the 
country  at  large  ?  When  the  people  of 
Wexford  see  the  police  dragging  away 
their  Mayor  to  prison,  I  marvel  that 
society  in  the  town  hangs  together  at  alL 
How  canyon  expect  the  poor  uneducated 
people  to  distinguish  between  right  and 
wrong  when  they  see  the  Mayor  whom 
they  all  respect  dragged  off  to  prison; 
they  sympathise  with  him,  and  how 
should  they  refuse  their  sympathy  to  a 
criminal  carried  off  in  like  circumstances. 
That   is   at    the    bottom    of    what    we 
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deplore  so  much — the  rooted  dislike  of 
law  that  exists  all  over  the  country. 
What  we  desire  is  to  bring  the  law 
and  the  feeling  of  the  people  into 
accord.  We  desire  to  see  the  people 
peaceable  and  law  abiding,  and  not 
engaged  in  an  interminable  struggle  bad 
for  us  and  bad  for  you. 

(10.30.)  Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  ' 
The  reason  for  my  rising  is  to  call  atten- 
tion to  a  very  aggravated  oaso  of  assault 
by  the  police  to  which  I  have  before 
referred,  at  Loughrea,  County  Armagh. 
A  sergeant  and  two  men  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  came  down  with 
breechloaders,  called  on  the  fishermen  to 
come  and  land,  and  because  fchey  could 
not  do  so  immediately  one  of  the  police- 
men fired  on  them  and  endangered  their 
lives.  Bat  the  constabulary  were  not 
satisfied  with  that,  for  they  took  away 
from  these  Armagh  fishermen  the  fish 
which  were  found  in  the  boat.  Their  only 
remedy  was  to  go  before  a  magistrate 
and  complain.  An  order  was  issued  for 
the  arrest  of  the  policemen.  How  was 
it  executed?  Had  it  been  a  warrant 
against  a  Member  of  Parliament  charged 
not  with  felony  but  with  an  ofFence 
under  the  Coercion  Act,  he  would  have 
been  subjected  to  every  indignity ;  but 
these  constables  were  simply  formally 
touched  upon  the  shoulder  and  allowed 
to  go  about  their  business.  I  was  not 
arrested  in  that  way.  I  was  arrested 
with  the  aid  of  the  5th  Dragoon  Guards, 
the  8th  King's  Rifles,  and  three  com- 
panies of  Engineers.  But  then  I  was 
chained  with  misdemeanour  and  not 
with  felony.  To  return,  however,  to  the 
case  of  these  poor  fishermen.  After  it 
came  to  our  knowledge  I  urged  on  the 
Government  and  on  this  House  the  duty 
of  prosecuting  the  constables.  But  the 
Sessional  Crown  Solicitor  for  County 
Armagh  did  not  attend  to  prosecute  ;  the 
fishermen  were  left  to  prosecute  them- 
selves, while  the  Crown  appointed  a 
solicitor  to  defend  the   police.     Conse- 


quently, the  charge  wap  not  upheld* 
Then  a  prosecution  for  perjury  was 
brought  against  the  fishermen,  and  it  was 
conducted  by  the  Crown  Solicitor,  but 
the  prosecution  broke  down  although  the 
venue  was  changed.  This  shows  bad 
faith  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
Would  they  have  dared  to  act  in  that 
way  if  three  orf our  Thames  policemen  had 
fired  on  a  boat  1  No,  they  would  have 
been  dismissed  the  force.  In  this  case  a 
ho^e  was  found  in  the  boat,  and  it  was 
admitted  that  two  cartridges  were 
missing  from  the  pouch  of  the  constable. 
If  a  policeman  in  England  had  acted  in 
such  a  manner  he  would  have  been  liable 
to  very  severe  punishment.  The  poor 
fishermen  will  receive  no  recompense  for 
the  tremendous  trouble  and  expense  to 
which  they  have  been  put.  I  say  that 
this  was  a  blackguardly  and  scandalous 
proceeding,  and  it  shows  that  if 
any  of  the  Irish  people  complain  of 
the  action  of  the  constabulary  the 
first  thing  the  authorities  do  is 
to  institute  a  prosecution  against  them. 
There  is  another  matter  to  which  I  have 
to  refer.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to 
the  wanton  dismissal  of  the  Rev.  John 
Dogherty  from  his  office  of  chaplain  to 
Londonderry  Prison.  At  the  time  the 
hon.  Member  for  Camborne  was  confined 
in  the  prison,  the  Government  suspected 
that  the  rev.  gentleman  had  some  know- 
ledge of  certain  communications  which 
found  their  way  outside  the  prison  and 
appeared  in  the  newspapers,  although 
there  was  nothing  to  prove  that  he  had 
any  concern  in  the  matter.  The  rev. 
gentleman  was  not  accused  of  breaking 
any  rules  or  of  any  misconduct,  but  he  was 
dismissed  merely  because  he  would  not 
promise  generally  to  answer  the  questions 
of  Inspector  Joyce.  As  a  priest  he  could 
not  have  made  the  promise,  because  he 
enjoyed  ike  confidence  of  his  flock  and 
could  not  betray  it.  We  do  not  forget 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Camborne  was 
put  in  prison  for  giving  a  loaf  of  bread 
to  a  starving  family  in  Donegal,  and  this 
was  the  action  of  a  humane  Government^ 
which  will  support  a  public  subscription 
for  the  relief  of  sufferers  by  a  famine  in 
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Clixim.  I  have  brought  these  qnestiona 
forward  simply  os  a  matter  of  'dutj.  I 
have  long  since  despaired  of  getting  any 
redi-ess  from  the  Treasury  Bench,  who 
seem  to  be  anxious  for  the  maintenance 
of  every  abuse  and  resistance  to  every 
reform. 

(10.47.)  Dr.  TANXER:  I  think 
that  some  responsible  Meml)ers  of  Her 
Majesty's  (Jovernment^  who  are  attached 
to  the  Irish  Office,  might  have  remained 
in  their  places  and  at  least  Imve  made  a 
show  of  decency  by  listening  to  the 
complaints  we  are  making  from  these 
Benches,  They  might  have  made  some 
endeavour  to  refute  the  aspersions  which 
are  being  thrown  upon  their  system  of 
ad  minis  trat  ion.  In  their  absence  we 
might  have  expected  some  attention 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary,  whose  sponsors  in  the  political 
arena  were  members  of  the  Benian  Or* 
ganisation.  But  the  truth  is,  that  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  know  tbat  the 
country  will  give  them  their  quietus  at 
the  next  election,  for  every  bye  election 
is  going  against  them.  I  think  we  have 
reason  to  be  proud  of  the  manner  in 
which  tlie  Irish  people  are  behaving 
under  your  scandalotis  and  aggravating 
Bjstam  of  Government.  Their  patience 
is  due  to  the  fact  tlmt  they  have  confidence 
in  the  future — ^more  confidence  than  have 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  If  any 
other  Government  had  received  such  re- 
peated slaps  in  the  face  as  this  one  has,  it 
would  have  consulted  its  honour  and 
dignity  byappealing  t<i  the  constituencies. 
But  they  do  not  dare  to  do  that.  We 
have  attacked  the  Irish  Administration 
on  every  point.  I  Imve  personally  fre- 
quently complimented  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  on  the  nice  way  in 
which  he  answers  questions ;  and  if 
other  members  of  tlie  Government  acted 
in  a  like  manner  the  business  of  the 
House  would  go  on  much  more 
smoothly  and  calmly.  N'ow,  since  last 
Session  the  Government  have  appointed 
to  one  of  the  highest  positions  on  the 
Mr,  Blane 


Irish  Bench  Serjeant  Peter  O^Brien, 
a  gentleman  whose  sole  distinction  is 
that,  being  a  Catholic,  he  went  about 
the  country  and  deliberately  packed 
juries  with  Protestants — and  hostile  Pro- 
testants— in  order  to  carry  a  verdict.  I 
protest  against  the  way  in  which  the 
Irish  Judicial  Bench  is  pocked  from  time 
to  time,  no  matter  what  Government 
happens  to  be  in  power,  with  men  who 
are  in  this  way  rewarded  for  their 
political  services,  not  because  they  are 
lawyers  of  erudition  and  learning.  I 
hope  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
will  reply  to  what  I  am  saying  on  this 
matter  before  the  Irish  Bench  getn 
another  addition  in  the  person  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  shall  never 
forget  that  on  one  occasion  Mr,  Peker 
O'Brien  came  into  the  Cork  County  Club, 
of  which  I  myself  was  then  a  member, 
with  a  jury  list  in  his  hand,  and  asked 
me  whether  certain  people  were  Catholics 
or  Protestants,  and  whether  they  could 
be  replied  upon  to  give  a  verdict,  I  know 
that  Mr,  Peter  O'Brien  acted  in  that 
manner  ogain  and  again ;  I  could  give 
the  names  of  gentlemen  whom  he  thos 
addressed,  I  cannot  help  deploring  the 
appointment  to  the  Judicial  Bench  of 
people  of  this  description  ;  I  siiy  it  is  a 
diagnwieful  page  in  the  histoiy  of  our 
country,  I  hope  the  House  will  ex- 
cuse my  entering  into  this  matter. 
There  is  yet  another  subject  which  I 
will  try  to  bring  under  the  notice  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  We  have 
for  some  time  been  hearing  of  the 
dissolution  of  various  Boards  of 
Guurdians,  and  I  am  afraid  that  the 
method  pursued  in  the  dissolution  of  the 
Dungarvan  and  Ballinasloe  Boards  can 
hardly  be  justified  even  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  has  asked  us  to  speak,  not  of 
matters  of  ancient  history,  but  of  more 
recent  occurrences ;  therefore,  1  wish  to 
make  the  House  acquainted  with  the 
mode  adopted  in  the  dissolution  of  the 
Cork  Board  of  Guardians.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men on  bath  sides  arc  acquainted  with 
the  fact  that  the  I^rds  of  Guardians  in 
Ireland  are  composed  of  two  classes, 
namely,  elected  members  and  esr 
ojieui  iiiQmhem.  The  ^;coj^oi(>  Guardians, 
a.s  a  matter  of  fact,  never  attend  the  Board 
meetings  unless  it  is  to  perpetrate  some 
job,  after   wliich   they  invariably  disap- 
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pear,  and  do  not  return  until  another 
job  has  to  be  accomplished.  I  was 
elected  on  the  Cork  Board  some  weeks 
ago — I  must  say  to  my  considerable 
chagrin — because  being  a  Member  of 
Parliament  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
fulfil  adequately  any  other  position  the 
people  of  my  country  impose  upon  me. 
Although  I  happen  to  be  an  Irish  Pro- 
testant the  ratepayers  have  elected  me 
on  several  occasions.  Being  so  elected,  I 
have  endeavoured  to  attend  every  meet- 
ing of  the  Board  at  which  I  could 
possibly  be  present.  I  find  on  reading 
the  history  of  the  Cork  Board  that  not 
many  years  ago,  when  the  Conservatives 
had  it  all  their  own  way,  they,  from 
time  to  time,  passed  resolutions  of  confi- 
dence or  the  reversa  in  relation  to 
political  matters  that  were  prominently 
brought  before  them.  About  a  year  and 
a  half  ago,  I  think,  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  is  reported  to  have  said  that  the 
country  gentlemen  in  Ireland  were  not 
doing  their  duty.  He  stirred  them  up 
with  a  long  pole,  desiring  to  stir  them 
into  greater  activity.  That  wtis  per- 
fectly fair  and  square  ;  and  speaking,  as 
I  believe,  the  opinion  of  the  whole  of  the 
Irish  Party,  I  may  say  that  we  take  no 
exception  to  antagonists  taking  an 
honourable  method  of  .defending  what 
they  conceive  to  be  their  own  rights. 
But  what  happened  in  this  case  ?  We 
defeated  our  opponents  time  after  time. 
We  were  always  present.  They  had  too 
many  amusements  to  attend  to — very 
much  in  the  same  way  as  hon.  Members 
who  have  preferred  their  hunting  en- 
gagements to  voting  for  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  George 
Trevelyan)  to-night.  Well,  we  were 
enabled  to  carry  resolutions  which  we 
proposed  time  after  time.  There  was 
amongst  us  a  tenant  farmer's  repre- 
sentative who  was  highly  esteemed  by 
the  Board,  and  who  was  one  of  the  most 
intelligent  and  respectable  gentlemen  in 
the  County  of  Cork,  Mr.  Heame.  He 
was  Chairman  of  the  Board  and  received 
the  resolutions  which  we  proposed ;  but 
our  opponents  managed  eventually  to 
pass  a  resolution  removing  that  gentle- 
man from  the  chair  and  putting  in  some 
member  of  their  own  party,  who  would 
not  permit  the  Irish  Nationalists  to  carry 
out  the  wishes  of  the  people.     This  was 


only  done  after  a  great  deal  of  whipping 
and  assembling  of  their  forces.  The 
gentleman  whom  they  put  in  the  place 
of  our  chairman  was  only  carried  by  a 
majority  of  3 ;  but  at  the  very  next  meet- 
ing after  this  had  been  accomplished, 
his  supporters  being  scattered  all  over 
the  country,  the  Chairman  was  not  sup- 
ported. In  saying  this,  I  only  wish  to 
press  upon  the  House  the  fact  that 
those  gentlemen  were  determined  not  to 
do  the  work  themselves,  but  to  throw 
the  whole  onus  and  responsibility  on  the 
elected  Guardians,  except  in  cases  where 
for  party  purposes  it  suited  their  own 
convenience  to  attend  the  Board  meet- 
ings. When  Mr.  Young  came  to  be 
appointed  to  the  chair  he  was  recognised 
as  a  gentleman  of  some  popularity,  and 
the  reductions  which  he  made  in  the 
rents  of  his  tenants,  consequent  on  the 
demands  under  the  Plan  of  Campaign  o\i 
the  Ponsonby  Estate,  showed  that  he  was 
a  fairly  good  landlord.  Therefore  when 
he  took  the  position  of  Chairman  nothing 
was  attempted  to  be  done  except  the  real 
business  of  the  Board ;  but  when  I  was 
put  in  gaol  on  the  2nd  May  last  year — I 
being  then  a  member  of  the  Board — the 
majority  of  the  members  then  present 
thought  they  might  be  allowed  to  pass  a 
vote  of  condolence  with  me  in  con- 
sequence of  the  methods  which  had  been 
pursued  against  me,  but  Mr.  Young 
refused  to  accept  the  proposal.  Upon 
this  the  Home  Rule  and  Liberal  Mem- 
bers at  once  S2t  about  doing  what  the 
Tory  Members  had  done  in  times  past, 
and  by  one  means  or  another  succeeded 
in  passing  the  vote.  At  the  end  of  two 
months  another  resolution  was  proposed 
and  agreed  to.  In  fact,  three  resolutions 
were  carried,  and  on  the  third  occasion 
we  had  a  strong  whip  made  by  the 
Conservatives  ;  every  method  of  jeering 
and  insult  being  brought  to  bear  against 
us  by  our  opponents  on  the  other  side  of 
the  table.  The  Irish  Nationalists  weoe 
not  made  of  the  kind  of  stufE  which 
would  enable  them  to  submit  to  gratuitous 
insults,  be  it  from  whom  it  might,  and 
we  endeavoured  to  pay  them  back  in 
their  own  coin.  I  myself  made  use  of 
very  strong  expressions — personal  ex- 
pressions— but,  at  the  same  time,  there  was 
no  expression  I  then  used  which  was  not 
strictly  the  truth.  What  was  the  result  ? 
The  Government,  or  their  Irish  advisers, 
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wlio  bad  lieen  hanging  fire  for  a  con- 
siderable peri<jd,  all  at  orice  woke  up  and 
determined  t^i  uiake  an  example  of  the 
Oork  I^nl.  This  they  did  in  a  manner 
which  J  then  stigmatised  strongly 
«uough  ;  but  of  which  I  will  say  that  it 
M'as  mean,  ajwardly,  and  low.  They 
determined  to  do  away  with  the  Cork 
Jifiard  of  Guardians  and  to  raisi  a 
turmr^il  in  the  County  <if  Corklj}'  oppress- 
ing the  ixx>r  of  tliat  district  i/)  the  very 
uttermr^t.  Daring  the  pa«t  few  weeka  a 
numlxir  of  qut;stions  have  Ixien  put  upon 
this  subjiict  in  this  House,  and  hon. 
Members  arc;  enabled  to  understand  the 
metliod  which  was  then  pursued  by  the 
Government.  Well,  when  the  Vic 3 
<iuardians  were  apprnnted  in  the  place 
<if  the  regular  Dcjard,  one  of  the  first 
things  they  did  was  to  apply  for  increased 
salaries— a  very  rjasonable  thing,  of 
omrse,  for  Tory  Ouanllans  to  do.  We 
know  that  there  are  largo  numbers  of 
l/hesii  salaried  gentlemen  holding  similar 
{H)sitions,  and  that  all  they  care  for  is 
not  the  fulfilment  of  their  duty  as 
trustees  on  liehalf  of  the  public  but  the 
tulvancement  of  tlu;ir  own  pecuniary 
int(*rests.  Tht'y  atteni])ted  to  cut  down 
the  relief  of  the  pfH)r,  and  when  they 
4;ould  not  ch)  it  in  a  big  wiiy,  they  did  it 
in  a  snitill  way  by  oppressing  sundry  of 
tliesi)  unfortiimiti»  ])i*ople.  They  were 
too  res])ectal)le  to  go  into  tlie  Union,  and 
they  cut  them  down  Od.  or  Is.  a  week; 
and  th(*y  \n\i  pressure  enough  upon 
them  to  mako  these  ]K)or  people  say : 
*^  Oh  !  what  has  been  done  in  Cork  !  ** 
Tt  is  tlie  ])olicy  (»f  tlio  (Tovernment  to 
tlirow  tlio  (xlium  of  their  conduct  upon 
the  shoulders  of  others,  if  they  can. 
Mr.  Spi'aker,  the  way  those  gtMitlemen 
liavo  U»havi'd  in  Cork  (Uirrit?s  with  it 
tho  condc  in  nation  of  all  right  thinking 
people.  Meeting  after  meeting,  pn.»- 
flided  ovi^r  by  the  Mayor,  htvs  been  held 
in  the  City  of  C-ork,  and  the  High 
>?horiff,  and  other  gentlemen  of  high 
jKwition,  \\x\\\>  brouglit  ae^uisations  for- 
Avartl  ;  and  we,  as  repn^sentjitives,  bring 
the  matters  up  in  the  J  louse  of  Commons, 
only,  however,  to  imH.>t  with  a  mute 
<li8])biy  on  tlie  pjirt  of  Her  Majesty's 
mlvisei's.  This  treatment  of  the  jux^r  in 
Irtdand  is  a  subjiH»t  of  major  ini^wrt^mce, 
Thori^  are  other  topics  on  which  I  could  in- 
form t lie  I ii>usi\  if  1  wei-e notditfideut  about 
detaining  it  notably  the  conduct  of  the 
Dr,  Tanner 


police  and  the  behaviour  of  tbe 
trati'S.  I  could  place  before  the  Honae 
the  criminal  behaviour  c>f  another  xnagiB- 
trate  who  was  employed  in  the  Coanty 
of  Cork  and  who  was  kicked  out  of  the 
house  in  conB?quence  of  his  criminal 
behaviour  in  tliat  house.  But  as  I  hare 
not  all  the  facts  of  the  case,  I  shall  defer 
it  until  I  have  every  point  establisfaed. 
Then,  as  I  did  in  the*case  of  Mr.  O'Neill 
iSograve,  I  shall  iH-ing  it  before  the 
House.  I  know  when  I  brought  that 
case  forward  that  I  was  refused  attenticm 
again  and  again,  until  at  the  end  of  the 
Autumn  S-ssion  I  pressed  the  matter 
home  and  received  a  definite  response 
from  the  Chief  Secretary.  The  case  of 
the  gentleman,  who  was  once  a  friend  of 
mine,  and  a  Deputy  Lieutenant  in  the 
County  Cork,  is  this :  he  thought  he 
might  act  as  he  chose,  foi&with, 
Ixfcausc  of  the  attitude  taken  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  poor  people 
of  Ireland.  The  gentleman  to  whom 
I  refer,  literally  fired  twice  at  an 
unfortunate  tenant  who  was  taking  a 
short  cut  across  one  of  his  fields.  He 
first  used  a  villainous  expression  to  him, 
and  said — "  What  are  you  doing  here  f  I 
will  shoot  you."  He  then  raised  his 
gun,  and  the  man  said — "  For  goodness 
sake  don't  fire.  Captain  Rhys."  He  took 
deliberate  aim.  and  fired  t^-ice,  hitting 
the  unfortunate  man  twice.  This  is  the 
system  which  is  obtaining  in  Ireland. 
There  is  to  be  no  law  for  the  jxwr.  Con- 
sideration is  to  be  given  to  the  rich. 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  method  of  governing 
our  country  is  deserving  just  condemna- 
tion on  every  side.  I  know  it  is  useless  to 
address  Her  Majesty's  Government  hen-, 
but  outside,  the  nation,  with  its  count les> 
toilers  and  workers,  is  listening  an' 
thinking,  and  there  will  be  returned  »< 
this  HousL',  rest  assured.  Members  wl 
will  remove  from  Ireland  the  loail 
oppression  under  which  she  has  suffc 
and  will  sweep  away  the  indignities 
injustices  which  have  been  heaped  i- 
her.  1  •* 
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ness  that  we  might  despatch  it  in  time  to 
secure  an  adjournment,  which  would  be 
most  advantageous  to  the  country  and 
to  hon.  Members.  Sir,  we  put  down 
Supply  in  the  hope  that  we  might  make 
some  progress  with  it  this  evening.  No 
notice  of  any  kind  was  put  upon  the 
Paper  that  we  were  to  have  this  dis- 
cussion, and  it  has  been  brought  on 
under  circumstances  and  conditions 
which  render  it  impossible  for  any  one, 
after  the  Attorney  General's  reply,  to 
answer  the  observations  which  have  been 
made.  I  do  not  say  that  course  is  not 
within  the  right  of  hon.  Members,  but  it 
is  certainly  most  unusual  that  charges 
fihould  be  made  without  notice  and 
under  circumstances  which  do  not 
permit  of  Ministers  preparing  and 
making  their  reply.  I  wish  to  ask 
the  House  to  consider  whether  con- 
versations of  this  character  .are  wise, 
and  are  to  be  encouraged,  and  whether 
they  are  likely  to  lead  to  conclusions 
satisfactory  to  the  House  and  to  the 
interests  of  this  great  Empire  ?  We  have 
lost  a  day  by  the  discussion  of  this  even- 
ing. There  are  circumstancss  and  con- 
ditions which  I  hope  the  House  will  take 
to  heart,  that  we  may  be  able  during  the 
next  half  hour  to  redeem  a  portion  of  the 
time  which  has  been  so  largely  wasted 
.  in  the  discussion  of  this  evening.  It  is 
in  the  interests  of  justice,  and  in  the 
interests  of  the  House,  that  notice  should 
be  given  of  these  charges  and  statements, 
and  I  venture  to  think  that  the  whole 
House  and  the  country  will  feel  that  we 
are  justified  in  protesting  against  the 
waste  of  time,  which  is  injurious  to  the 
reputation  of  this  House,  injurious  to 
the  country  at  large,  and  which,  I  trust, 
will  not  be  repeated.  I  hope.  Sir,  you 
will  now  be  permitted  to  leave  the 
Chair. 

Mr.  Gray  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put ; "  but  Mr.  Speaker  withheld 
his  assent,  and  declined  then  to  put 
that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  (CoUege  Green, 
Dublin)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  protest 


against  the  views  put  forward  in  the 
speech,  and  the  observations  which  have 
just  been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite.^   He  protests  against  what 
he  is  pleased  to  call  the  waste  of  time  of 
the  House.  [Cheers,]    Yes,  we  shall  have 
cheers   from  the  Government   Benches 
of  this  House,  but  we  deny    that    this 
is    a  waste    of   time.      We  claim  that 
we  are  occupying  the  time  of  the  House 
with  matters  of   the  greatest  importance 
to  the  Lrish  people,  and  of  considerable 
interest  to  the  English  people  also.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wants  to  proceed 
with  what  he  is  pleased  to  call  the  busi- 
ness of  the  House.     He  is  anxiouB   to 
preserve  what  he  calls  "  the  dignity  of 
the    House."     Sir,  I    maintain    that  it 
accords  with  the  dignity  of  the  House  to 
hear  questions  of  this  importance,  and  to 
have  them  fully  and    fairly   discussed, 
and  I  say  that  the   contention  of    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  restraint  of 
freedom  of  debate,  and  of  the  rights  of 
Members     in     this    House.      We    are 
within     our     right     to     draw     atten- 
tion    to     the      questions    which      we 
have    been    discussing    here    to-night. 
The   right  hon.   Gentleman   may  think 
lightly  of  these  matters,  but  we  do  not 
share   his   views,   neither   do    the   con- 
stituencies we  represent.     I  stand  up  for 
the    rights    of    the    Members    of    this 
assembly  to  discuss  questions  of  impor- 
tance to  them,  to  their  constituences,  and 
to  the  country  which  sends  them  here. 
I  protest  against  the  assumption  that  we 
are   wasting  time.     What  we  are  now 
doing  is  part  of  our  business,  part  of  the 
business  of  the  British  Parliament,  and 
we  stand  on  our  rights  and  privileges. 
And  now  I  will  proceed  to  speak  upon 
the  subject  which  has  been  under  dis- 
cussion here  this  evening.     This  impor- 
tant question   of    prison    treatment    in 
Ireland   does'  not    concern    right    hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  or  the  Tory  Party. 
It  concerns  Irish  Members  and  the  Irish 
people,  and  we  shall  maintain  our  right 
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m  this  matter  to  protest  againpt  what  we 
consider  our  wrongs  and  grievancas,  and 
to  expose  the  hypocrisy  and   meanness 
and  injustice  which  is  practised  on  the 
Irish  people  and  on  the  Irish  Members 
in  the  abused  and  desecrated  name  of 
law  and  order.     I  desire  to  speak  on  this 
subject  of  prison  treatment  from  personal 
experience — although   I    do    not    stand 
before  the  House  in  the  character  of  a 
person  who  has  suffered  very  grievously 
from  his  prison  treatment.     I  was  not 
subjected  to  ordinary  prison   discipline. 
I  was  not  compelled  to  lie  on  a  plank  bed  ; 
I  was  not  fed  on  bread  and  water,  and 
confined  in   a  dark  cell,  but  for  these 
things  I  give  the  Grovernment  no  thanks 
whatever — either  the  Chief  Secretary  or 
the  head  of  the  Prisons  Board.     I  was 
tried  for  a  Press  offence,  not  before  a 
removable  magistrate,  but  before  an  irre- 
movable magistrate,  a  respectable,  honour- 
able,leamed,  independent-minded  gentle 
man.     It  was  because   I   was   so  tried 
before    such    a    man,   that   I  was  not 
subjected  to  the  hardships  and  indignities 
that  I  have  j  ust  referred  to.  But  the  head  of 
the  Prisons  Board  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
did  their  best  to  render  my  treatment  as 
disagreeable  as  possible.     I  was,  in  the 
first     instance,    committed    to    Dublin, 
where  I  could  have  availed   myself  of 
the  prison  rule  applicable  to  first-class 
misdemeanants,  and  where  I  could  have 
supervised  the  management  of  my  news- 
papers.    In   four   days*  time,   however, 
I  was  removed  to  TuUamore,  60  miles 
away,  the  object  being  to  deprive  me  of 
the  privileges  and  rights  to  which  I  was 
entitled.       Being    responsible     to     the 
Government  and  to  society  for  the  con- 
tents of  my  newspapers,  I  applied  when 
in  TuUamore  to  be  allowed  to  see  copies, 
but  was  refused  on  the  ground  that  the 
papers  contained  reports  of  the  meetings 
of  suppressed  branches  of  the  League. 
I  then  asked  the  Prisons  Board  and  the 
Visiting  Justices  to  permit  me  to  have 
copies  from  which  the  reports  considered 
to  be  offensive,  should  have  been  cut  out, 
but  even  that  request  was  refused.     This 
I  stigmatise  as  unfair,  unjust,  and  dis- 
honourable, for  advantage  was  taken  of 
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my  helplessness  to  deprive  me  of  what 
was  really  my  legal  right.  Iwascheatedou 
of  my  right  by  the  tricks,  and  stratagems, 
and  meanness,  of  Her  Majesty's  mlers  in 
Ireland.   Hon.  Gentlemen  may  think  that 
TuUamore  Prison  is  peculiarly  fitted  for 
the  reception  of  poUtical  prisoners,  seeing 
that  they  are  sent  there  from  aU  parts  of 
Ireland.     But  it  is  nothing  of  the  sort. 
I  was  committed  as  a  first-class  misde- 
meanant, but  when  I  went  there,  there 
was   no   room   or  cell  fitted  up  for  the 
reception  of  such  a  prisoner.     I  was  told 
so  by  the  prison  authorities.     I  was  put 
in     an    ordinary    ceU,    and    told    that 
after  a  little  time  endeavours  would  be 
made  to  prepare    a    better    habitation. 
There  had  not  been  a  first  class  mis- 
demeanant there,  I  was  told,  within  the 
memory  of  any  one  there.     I  do  not  want 
to  complain  of  having  been  put  in  one 
of  the  ordinary  cells  as  far  as  personal 
suffering  or  mere  inconvenience   goes, 
but  I  want  to  point  out  the  un&imesa 
and  meanness    of  the   authorities  who 
treated  me  in  that  fashion.      After  the 
lapse  of  about  six  days,  a  room  ul    a 
disused  infirmary  was  prepared  for  me. 
My   Friend  and  Colleague  the   Member 
for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien), 
was  in  the  gaol  at  the  same  time  that  I 
was  there — so  was  John  Mandeville.      I 
did  not  know  my  hon.  Friend  was  there 
untU    afterwards,    for    we  were   never 
allowed  to  see  each  other,  to  say  nothing 
of  speaking  to  each  other.    On  Sundays  we 
went  into  a  little  room  used  as  a  Catholic 
chapel,  and  heard  mass  there,  but  stiU 
we  were  so  separated  that  we  could  not 
see  each  other.     We  were  penned  up  in 
places  like  horse-boxes.      I  knew  he  was 
there  simply  because  I  heard  his  cough, 
which  I  recognised  immediately.     He  is 
not  a  man  of    robust    health,   but    ia 
subject  to  affections  of  the  lungs  and 
throat,  and  I  heard  his  barking  cough 
not  far  away  from  me.    He  was,  however, 
so  placed  that  he    could  not    catch    a 
glimpse  of  me  or  I  of  him.     These  are 
some  of  the  glories  of  the  administration 
of  British  law  in  Ireland.      This  is  our 
great,  our  powerful  British  Government 
in  Ireland.   To  these  shameful  and  shabby 
meannesses  do   they   descend    in  their 
misrule  of  that  country.     We  have  had  no 
more  cruel   enemies  than   we  have  in 
Ireland  to-day.     We  never  had  so  mean^ 
so  sliabby,  and  paltry  a  lot  ruUng  the 
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destinies  of  the  coantry  as  now.  But 
the  English  people  are  coming  to  know 
something  of  the  facts.  They  are  a  brave 
people,  an  honest  people,  a  people  who 
love  justice,  liberty,  and  right,  and  they 
revolt  at  the  cruelties,  meannesses,  and 
atrocities.  They  have  revolted.  Election 
after  election  proves  it;  incident  after 
incident,  down  to  the  very  latest.  The 
conscience  of  the  British  people'  is 
shocked  by  thesi  cruelties,  injustices, 
and  indignities,  and  they  will  know  how 
to  pass  their  judgment,  and  inflict  their 
sentence  by  and  bye  upon  the  men  who 
are  responsible  for  the  miserable  and 
shameful  condition  of  affairs  in  Ireland 
— a  condition  of  affairs  which  is  doing 
the  English  nation  no  good,  conferring 
on  the  English  nation  no  glory  or  honour, 
and  bringing  to  the  English  nation  no 
profit,  but  is  doing  injury  to,  and  bringing 
disgrace — as  far  as  the  present  rulers  of 
the  land  can  do  it — on  the  name  and 
fame  of  Great  Britain.  But,  Sir,  we 
shall  soon  have  an  end  of  it  all,  and  I 
can  tell  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  for 
any  cruelties  they  cm  inflict  on  us 
during  the  brief  remaining  term  of  their 
power  we  are  fully  prepared.  We  ar^ 
buoyed  up  with  confidence  that  when 
the  time  comes  that  the  verdict  of  the 
British  people  on  this  system  of  Irish 
Government  shall  be  declared,  their  con- 
demnation will  be  pronounced  and  their 
policy  will  come  to  an  end. 

(11.50.)     Me.    W.    REDMOND:      1 

wish  to  make  a  porsonal  explanation. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  stated  that  no  notice  had  been 
given  of  this  discussion,  Yest3rday  I 
asked  a  question  with  reference  to  the 
treatment  of  Mr.  Welsh,  Mayor  of  Wex- 
ford. I  did  not  consider  the  answer 
satisfactory,  and  therefore  it  might  well 
have  been  expected  that  I  would  take 
the  first  opjjortunity  of  raising  the 
question  again.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Gill)  also  asked 
a  question  yesterday  with  reference  to 
the  treatment  of  Mr.  MacDermot  in  the 
County  of  Gal  way,  and  the  answer  was 
so  unsatisfactory  that  he  said  he  would 
take  this  opportunity  of  bringing  it  for- 
ward. Notice  has,  therefore,  been  given 
of  the  discussion. 
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(11.51.)    Mr.  O'KEEFFB  tLimerick) : 
I  am  glad,  as  one  who  has  been  a  Visit- 
ing Justice  in  an  Lrish  gaol  for  three 
years,   to  be  able  to  confirm  what  has 
been  said  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.  D, 
Sullivan)  about  the  inhuman  barbarities 
to  which  Irish  prisoners  have  been  sub- 
jected under  the  operation  of  the  Coercion 
Act,  which  is  being  so  brutally  and  so 
fruitlessly    administered.     I    can   also* 
speaking    for    a    constituency    in     the 
extreme  South  of  Ireland — the  City  of 
Limerick — re-echo  the   sentiments    and 
confirm    the   experiences    of   my    hon. 
Friend    the    Member     for    Fermanagh 
(Mr.     W.      Redmond),      who      speaks 
for    a    constituency     in    the     extreme 
North,     in    reference     to    Press    pro- 
secutions.     I  have    lately  had   to   put 
some  questions  in  this  House  respecting 
the  prosecution   of  Mr.   John  Mclnery, 
editor  of  the   Limerick   Leader,     Some 
months   past  he  was  summoned  under 
the  Coercion  Act  for  an  editorial  article 
commenting  on  the  action  of  an  individual 
named  Ryan.     That  man,   contrary  to 
the  public  opinion   of  the  district^  and 
against  the  advice  of  his  parish  priest^ 
and  the  Members  of  Parliament  for  the 
County  of  Limerick,  thought  fit  without 
the  least  necessity  or  cause  to  take  a  farm 
from  which  another  had  been  unjustly 
evicted.     His  conduct  was  the  subject  of 
editorial  comment,  which  may  have  been 
strong  but  which  certainly  was  not  un- 
provoked.     My  hon.   Friends    will   be 
surprised    to  hsar  that,   for  the   mere 
issuing  of  that  article,  Mr.  Mclnery  has 
been    sentenced    to    an    inhuman    im- 
prisonment   of    nine    calendar    months 
with    hard    labour.     He    has  appealed 
against    that  sentence,   and   the  appeal 
will    come    on    at    the     next     Quarter 
Sessions.     Another  prosecution  has  been 
directed  against  this   same  gentleman, 
merely  for  the  purpose,  as  I  will  prove, 
of  putting  him  in  goal  for  the  time  inter- 
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veiling  between  the  pronouncement  of 
sentence  in  the  Crimes  Court  and  the 
hearing  of  the  appeal.  Mr.  Mclnery 
published  a  report  of  the  meeting  at 
which  I  was  present',  of  the  Limerick 
branch  of  the  League,  of  wliich  I  have 
Jihe  honour  of  being  President.  He  did 
not  comment  on  it  in  any  way.  For 
publishing  the  report  he  was  summoned 
under  the  Coercion  Act.  When  the 
^ase  came  before  the  Crimes  Court, 
recognising  the  decision  which  I  suppose 
up  to  the  present  must  ba  considered 
law,  of  the  County  Court  Judge  of 
Waterford,  the  Hon.  Judg3  Waters,  who 
decided  that  it  was  perfectly  legal  to 
publish  a  report,  the  Crown  Counsel 
withdrew  for  the  moment  the  charge 
under  the  Crimes  Act,  and  gave  this 
gentleman  a  month's  imprisonment  under 
the  Statute  of  Edward  III.  I  say,  Sir, 
that  the  proceeding  under  that  Statute 
is  a  virtual  repeal  of  the  decision  of 
County  Court  Judge  Waters  and  gives 
the  Government  an  irresponsible  and 
unappealable  power  to  get  rid  of  an 
obnoxious  individual  to  suit  their 
own  paltry  purposes.  There  is 
another  matter  to  which  I  wish  to  draw 
attention — I  refer  to  the  constitution  of 
Grand  Juries  in  Ireland.  In  the  County 
of  Clare,  almost  85  per  cent,  of  the  p(ipu- 
lation  of  which  is  Catholic,  and  in  which 
there  are  numerous  large  farmers  and 
merchants  and  shopkeepers,  only  six  out 
of  48  Grand  Jurymen  .summoned  at  the 
recent  Assizes  were  Catholics.  I  s^y 
this  is  a  perfect  disgrace  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  Ireland.  Gentleman 
opposite  condemn  boycotting ;  but  I  ask 
what  is  this  but  the  boycotting  oi  those 
whose  mjritsand  whose  worth  en  itl.?them 
to  the  highest  positions  in  th.^  coiilidencj 
of  the  people?  By  some  unhappy  knack  the 
Government  are  arousing  universal  dis- 
satisfaction. My  lion.  Friend  tlu  Mem- 
ber for  Longford  informed  the  Housj 
that  the  M*yor  of  Wexfonl  liad  l):.'en 
removed  from  his  ex  officio  p  )sition  as 
Governor  of  the  local  lunatic  asylum.  1 
can  say  the  same  for  the  Mayor  of  Cork, 
the  Mayor  of  Clonmel,  and  the  Mayor  of 
Waterford.  Your  conduct  of  tlie  Fishery 
Board  in  Ireland  is  not  a  success.  You 
held  an  inquiry  about  twelve  months 
past  into  the  state  of  the  fisheries,  but  it 
was  not  until  a  question  was  asked  in 
this  House  that  the  information  obtained 
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was  placed  at  the  disposal  of  x^blic 
bodies  in  Ireland.  I  also  find  that  yon 
have  given  universal  dissatisfaction  with 
r^ard  to  the  post  office  and  telegraph 
office  system  in  Ireland.  Day  after  day 
complaints  are  made  in  this  House  of 
men  of  long  experience  being  passed 
over  when  promotion  takes  place. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Supply.  —  Committee  upon  Monday 
next. 

SUPPLY— ARMY  ESTIMATES. 
Resolutions  [13th  March]  reported. 

1.  **That  a  number  of  Land  Forces,  not  ex- 
ceeding 153,483,  all  ranks,  be  maintained  for 
the  Service  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  at  Home  and  Abroad, 
excluding  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Posseflnona, 
dating  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  Mardh, 
1891." 

2.  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £5,643,300,  be 
granted  to  Her  Mtijusty.  to  defray  the  Charge  of 
the  Pay,  Allowances,  and  other  Charges  of  Her 
Majesty's  Army  at  Home  and  Abroad  (exclatiT* 
of  India),  and  of  the  General  Staff^  Regiments, 
and  Reserve  (to  a  number  not  exceeding 
62,500}  and  Departments,  which  will  come  ia 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March,  1891." 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

MOTION. 

PROBxVTE    DUTIES    (SCOTLAND     AND    IBELAKD) 
ACT  (1888)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Crilly,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Probate  Duties  (Scotland  and  Ireland)  Aot 
1888,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Crilly, 
Mr.  John  O'Connor,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  8ta<^y 
and  Mr.  Tuite. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  188.] 

AKCUnEACONRY  OF  CORNWALL  BILL 

[LORDS.! 

Bill  read  tlie  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  189.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes  after 
Twelve  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS. 
Monday,  17th  March,   1890. 


Viscount  Lifford  —  Petition  of  James 
Wilfred  Hewitt  Viscount  Lifford  in  the 
Peerage  of  Ireland  claiming  a  right  to 
vote  at  the  elections  of  Representative 
Peers  for  Ireland ;  read,  and  referred 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  consider  and 
report  thereupon  to  the  House. 

LUNACY    (CONSOLIDATION)    BILL.— 
(No.  24.) 
Order  of  Thursday  last  for  printing 
as  amended,  discharged. 

OPEN   SPACES  BILL. 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Open  Spaces  Acts— Was 
presented  by  the  Lord  Cbaworth  {E.  Meath)  ; 
read  !• ;  to  be  printed ;  and  to  be  read  2'  on 
Thursday,  the  27th  instant..   (No.  41.) 

TRUST  COMPANIES  BILL.— (No.   21.) 
COMMIITEE. 

House  in  Committee  (on  Re-commit- 
ment) (according  to  order). 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  I  have  an  Amendment  to  offer  to 
your  Lordships.  It  raises  an  important 
question,  whether  or  not  the  Trust  Com- 
panies, which  are  to  be  permitted  to 
carry  out  this  business  under  the  sanc- 
tion of  Parliament  are  to  be  allowed  to 
go  outside  Trust  Companies'  business, 
and  to  engage  in  any  speculations  which 
the  directors  of  those  companies  may 
think  would  be  profitable  for  the  share- 
holders. At  the  time  this  alteration  of 
the  law  was  first  proposed  it  was  sug- 
gested to  your  Lordships,  as  I  think  upon 
very  substantial  and  reasonable  grounds, 
that  there  was  a  great  want  of 
Trustees,  and  that  it  was  often  very  hard 
on  people  to  be  called  upon  by  Friendly 
Societies,  or  otherwise,  to  undertake  the 
burdensome,  difficult,  and  responsible 
duties  of  Trustees,  when,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  they  had  no  interest  whatever  in 
carrying  them  out  beyond  care  for 
relations  and  friends,  and  yet  were 
frequently  made  liable  for  losses,  and 
often  incurred  severe  pecuniary  expense. 
That  want  is  admitted,  and  the  Govern- 
ment has  endeavoured  to  supply  that 
want    by    the     Bill    by    which    it     is 
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intended  to  create  a  public  Trustee.  But 
apparently  the  gpround  has,  to  some 
extent  shifted,  and  the  idea  now  is,  that 
these  companies  may  turn  out  to  be 
preferred  by  many  people,  and  that  they 
will  do  so  large  a  business  as  to  become 
very,  profitable.  I  am  told  that  some  of 
the  companies  who  now  do  business  in 
this  way,  though  restricted  to  their 
proper  Trust  business,  actually  divide  as 
much  as  40  per  cent.,  which,  I  think, 
ought  to  be  eno  ugh  to  satisfy  any  reasonable 
persons.  But  if  this  perfectly  unlimited 
ambit  of  speculation  is  permitted,  I  can- 
not help  fearing  that  one  of  these  days 
a  great  cra-sh  may  happen.  It  cannot 
but  be  within  the  knowledge  of  many  of 
your  Lordships  that  companies  are  some- 
times brought  out  under  such  circum- 
stances as  that  commercial  success  is  not 
likely  to  follow,  and  it  is  the  fact  that 
many  of  them  do  undoubtedly  engage 
in  very  speculative  business.  My  noble 
and  learned  Friend  has  pointed  out  that 
people  are  not  compelled  to  appoint  these 
companies,  and  that  the  Bill  only  gives 
them  the  option  of  doing  so.  That 
is  true  of  all  companies;  you  do 
not  force  people  to  take  shares  in 
them;  but  I  think  the  Government 
would,  by  legislation  of  this  kind,  be 
rather  inviting  people  to  take  shares  in 
companies  of  this  description ;  and  that, 
at  all  events,  it  ought  not  to  allow  this 
Bill  to  pass  without  some  kind  of  protest 
and  provision  being  made  against  such 
companies  going  outside  their  proper 
functions,  and  engaging  in  every  kind  of 
speculation.  I  would  put  it  to  your 
Lordships  that  if  you  were  selecting 
a  private  Trustee  you  would  not 
choose  a  person  who  was  likely  to  go 
into  all  kinds  of  speculation ;  and  if  there 
is  no  limit  placed  to  the  speculations  in 
which  these  Trust  Companies  may  en- 
gage, it  appears  to  me  that  you  would 
be  holding  out  a  premium  to  every  kind 
of  company  of  this  description,  good 
and  bad,  sound  and  unsound,  engaging 
in  rash  speculation ;  and  they  may,  in 
that  way,  get  many  dupes  to  trust  them. 
I,  therefore,  think  it  undesirable  to  alter 
the  law  in  the  way  in  which  this  Bill 
would  alter  it,  without  some  safeguard ; 
and  the  particular  Amendment  now  pro- 
posed to  your  Lordships  is,  first,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "  include."  If  your  Lord- 
ships negative  that,  I  do  not  propose  to 
go  further  with  these  Amendments,  in 
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order  to  prevent  tho  decision  which  the 
House  may  arrive  at  being  final.  I, 
therefore,  ask  yonr  Lordships'  judgment 
in  the  first  place  on  the  omission  of  the 
word  "include,"  and  if  that  is  carried 
I  shall  then  move  the  consequential 
Amendments  which  stand  in  my  name. 

Amendment  moved,  in  Clause  2,  page 
1,  line  11,  to  leave  out  the  word  "in- 
clude," and  insert  the  word  "are." — 
(Tlie  Lord  Chancellor,) 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  not  accede  to  the  Amend- 
ment which  has  been  proposed  by  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  because,  in 
my  judgment,  it  woald  go  far  to  render 
the  Bill  altogether  useless.  I  do  not  put 
this,  of  course,  as  in  any  way  binding  the 
House;  but  I  would  suggest  that  the 
matter  was  fully  discussed  before  the 
Grand  Committee  the  other  day,  and  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  was  rejected  by  a  majority 
of  15  to  8,  and  I  need  hardly  say  that 
that  large  majority  was  not  composed  of 
noble  Lords  on  the  political  side  to  which 
I  belong,  but  of  the  Party  to  which  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  belongs.  It 
was,  therefore,  as  your  Lordships  see,  in 
no  way  treated  as  a  Party  question  in  the 
Committee  of  this  House,  and  I  trust  it 
may  be  treated  as  entirely  distinct  from 
Party  feeling  here  as  it  was  there.  Now, 
my  noble  Friend  has  suggested,  I  think, 
that  this  proposal  was  a  kind  of  after- 
thought, put  forward  to  oust  his  proposal 
for  the  appointment  of  a  public  Trustee. 
Well,  I  think  there  is  a  little  chrono- 
logical defect  in  that  argument,  namely, 
that  this  Bill  was  before  the  House  before 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  made  any 
proposal  about  a  public  Trustee ;  and  it 
was  only  when  this  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced, and  as  bearing  upon  the  subject 
of  this  Bill,  that  he  for  the  first  time 
proposed  to  deal  with  this  question,  and 
satisfy  the  want  to  which  he  alludes  by 
the  appointment  of  a  public  Trustee.  I 
am  not  indicating  the  slightest  hostility 
to  the  proposal  for  a  public  Trustee.  I 
said  when  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
first  proposed  it  that  I  should  render  him 
every  assistance  in  endeavouring  to  pass 
it  into  law.  There  is  no  necessary'  rivalry 
that  I  can  see  between  the  two  schemes. 
Some  people  would,  perhaps,  prefer  to 
appoint  a  public  Trustee,  and  there  are 
others  who  have  great  dislike  to  and 
The  Lord  Chancellor 


distrust  of  what  they  call  officialiBmy 
and  of  the  delay  and  red-tapeism  which 
is  supposed  to  be  characteristic  of  a 
public  office.  Those  people  will  very 
likely  prefer  a  Trust  Company  to  a  public 
Trustee,  and  my  suggestion  is  simply  to 
leave  people  perfect  freedom  in  the 
matter.  Why  we  should  treat  people  as 
children  or  idiots,  and  incapable  of  man- 
aging their  own  afEairs,  I  am  entirely 
unable  to  understand.  At  the  present 
time  a  man  may  choose  whom  he  pleases 
as  his  Trustee.  He  may,  if  he  pleases, 
choose  the  most  speculative  person  in 
the  world,  the  most  worthless  person  in 
the  world,  or  the  most  impecunious 
person  in  the  world — it  rests  with  him- 
self. Why  if  a  person  desires  to  appoint 
a  Trust  Company  as  his  Trustee  are  you 
to  say  to  him,  "  You  are  only  to  appoint 
a  company  which  does  that  kind  of  busi- 
ness, and  nothing  else,"  and  why  yon 
are  not  to  leave  him  to  his  choice,  and  if 
he  thinks  it  best  appoint  a  company 
which  does  not  limit  its  business  to 
undertaking  the  duties  of  Trusteeship,  I 
cannot  see.  It  is  assumed  that  a  company 
which  limits  its  operations  to  Trusteeship 
will  be  a  better  and  a  safer  company  than 
others,  but  it  does  not  follow  at  all  that 
that  will  be  the  case.  It  is  likely  that 
there  will  be  many  strong  companies 
which  do  not  limit  themselves  to  this 
kind  of  business,  who  would  be  much 
safer  Trustees  than  the  companies  to 
which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  pro- 
poses to  limit  the  Bill.  It  seems  to  me 
it  will  not  do  at  all  to  say  that  if  you  are 
going  to  have  Trust  Companies  you  must 
only  have  those  to  which  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  chooses  to  limit  this 
measure,  instead  of  leaving  it  open  to 
probably  much  stronger  companies, 
with  much  larger  paid  up  and  unpaid 
capital.  What  is  the  reason  for  itt 
Why  should  not  you  leave  men  to 
choose  for  themselves  the  companies 
which  they  think  they  can  trust  best  f 
Where  is  the  risk  in  doing  that?  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend  talks  about 
companies  speculating  with  their  Trust 
Funds,  but  the  truth  really  is  that  as  they 
liave  not  the  right  neither  will  they  have 
the  opportunity  of  speculating  with  the 
money  entrusted  to  them.  They  are 
bound,  just  as  any  other  Trustee  is  bound, 
and  they  would  simply  be  going  beyond 
their  powers  and  duties  as  Trustees  in  so 
dealing  with  Trust  money.     Of  course,  a 
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Trust  Company  may  be  dishonest,  as  an 
individual  Trustee  may  be  dishonest,  but 
I  do  not  know  why  there  should  be  any 
more  reason  for  supposing  dishonesty  in 
the  one  case  than  in  the  other.  Indeed, 
the  contrary  may  be  expected.  One  has 
had  experience  in  numbers  of  cases  in 
which  Trustees  have  unfortunately 
proved  to  be  dishonest,  and  you  cannot 
prevent  dishonesty  do  what  you  will. 
That  is  no  ground  of  objection  therefore, 
and  if  persons  prefer  a  Trust  Company 
of  this  description,  1  do  not  see  why  the 
Lagislature  should  stand  between  them 
and  their  wish.  It  is  not  as  though 
people  were  to  be  compelled  to  adopt  one 
course.  This  Bill  proposes  that  Trust 
Companies  may  be  appointed  in  two  ways; 
in  one  case  it  is  left  to  the  person's 
choice,  just  as  now,  and  in  the  other  case 
there  may  be  a  selection  made  among 
these  companies.  That  is  the  selection  the 
consequences  of  which  my  noble  Friend 
so  much  fears.  But  is  it  the  province  of 
this  House  to  teach  people  their  business, 
and  to  prescribe  for  them  whom  they  are 
to  trust  and  whom  they  shall  not  1  1  am 
entirely  against  any  interference  which 
would  prevent  them  from  managing  that 
matter  for  themselves.  Then,  there  is 
one  other  great  objection  which  I  have 
to  this  proposed  limitation,  and  it  is  this : 
If  you  limit  the  operation  of  this  measure 
to  companies  which  carry  on  the  business 
of  Trusteeship  alone,  it  appears  to  me 
that  they  will  be  likely  to  make  much 
heavier  charges  for  the  work  they  do 
than  companies  which  do  not  limit  their 
business  in  that  way,  because  companies 
of  that  kind  would  be  able  to  distribute 
their  charges  over  their  general  business, 
and  they  would  have  much  less  causo  to 
charge  heavily  for  this  work  than  com- 
panies whose  work  is  limited  to  Trust 
work  only.  This  is  one  of  my  objections 
to  this  limitation  :  That  you  not  only 
limit  a  man's  choice,  but  you  drive  him 
to  a  company  which  may  be  undesirable 
for  his  beneficiaries  and  for  the  Trust 
Fund.  My  noble  Friend  says  that  some 
of  these  companies  have  divided  40  per 
cent.  I  should  very  much  like  to  know 
where  they  are  to  be  found,  and  how  it 
can  be  done  except  by  making  tremen- 
dous charges  for  the  work  performed  I 
am  at  a  loss  to  understand.  Suppose 
a  company  only  does  the  work  of 
Trusteeship,  and  that  it  divides  the  40 
per  cent,  profits.     I  will  tell  my  noble 


and  learned  Friend  what  I  think  the 
nature  of  that  company  will  probaWy 
be.  I  believe  that  would  be  a  company 
which  invests  a  great  deal  of  its  money 
in  land  in  one  of  the  colonies,  and  that 
the  profits  are  made  by  what  I  will  call 
land  speculation :  that  is  to  say,  it  invests 
its  reserve  funds,  which  are  tos^ndagainst 
any  of  its  liabilities  under  the  Trust,  upon 
land  in  situations  where  the  company 
thinks  it  will  improve  in  value,  and 
will  yield  large  profits.  But  that  is  a 
sort  of  spocukktive  company  which  may 
one  day  invest  its  capital  in  land  which 
may  turn  out  to  involve  a  loss,  or  to  be 
unprosperous,  and  the  company's  divi- 
dends may  disappear.  I  do  not  think 
a  company  which  pays  40  per  cent,  in 
that  way  is  a  specially  safe  company. 
That  tremendous  percentage  of  profit 
cannot  be  made  without  risk  in  some 
way  or  other,  and  it  would  very  soon 
cease  if  it  were  made,  for  it  would 
probably  be  driven  out  of  the  field  by 
rivals  competing  for  such  profitable  busi- 
ness. I  am,  therefore,  a  little  sceptical 
with  regard  to  companies  which  make 
40  per  cent,  in  this  business.  I  ask  your 
Loi^ships  to  pass  this  Bill,  which  was 
passed  by  the  House  last  year,  and  sent 
down  to  the  House  of  Commons  without 
this  limitation  in  it.  If  it  was  unob* 
jectionable  then  without  that  limitation, 
it  is  surely  unobjectionable  now,  and  I 
cannot  think  there  is  sufficient  reason 
for  preventing  people  from  applying  to 
companies  which  deal  with  their  funds 
in  other  ways,  if  they  choose. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  I  should 
like  to  say  one  word,  because  one  part  of 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend's  argu- 
ment is  a  little  technical,  and,  without  ex- 
planation, may  be  liable  to  be  misunder- 
stood. He  says  that  the  guarantee  can 
only  be  against  actual  breaches  of  trust. 
That  is  quite  true  ;  but  assuming  that 
shareholders  have  paid  up  all  their 
liability  upon  shares,  there  will  be  no 
further  capital  available  for  speculation, 
or  to  meet  losses  made  in  that  way,  be- 
cause those  would  not  be  companies 
with  unlimited  liability.  But  if  thei*e  is  a 
liability,  and  if  thereis  uncalled-up capital, 
the  result  will  be  that  the  shareholders' 
liability  may  not  be  available,  and  the 
power  of  the  company  to  pay  or  make 
good  breaches  of  trust  will  be  impaired 
upon  the  failure  of  any  portion  of  this 
speculative  business.  If  the  company 
2  N  2 


947 


Supply^ 


{COMMONS} 


Committee, 


948 


China.  I  have  brought  these  questions 
forward  simply  as  a  matter  of  *duty.  I 
have  long  since  despaired  of  getting  any 
redress  from  the  Treasury  Bench,  who 
seem  to  be  anxious  for  the  maintenance 
of  every  abuse  and  resistance  to  every 
reform. 

(10.47.)  De.  TANNER:  I  think 
that  some  responsible  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  government,  who  are  attached 
to  the  Irish  Office,  might  have  remained 
in  their  places  and  at  least  have  made  a 
show  of  decency  by  listening  to  the 
complaints  we  are  making  from  these 
Benches.  They  might  have  made  some 
endeavour  to  refute  the  aspersions  which 
are  being  thrown  upon  their  system  of 
administration.  In  their  absence  we 
might  have  expected  some  attention 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary,  whose  sponsors  in  the  political 
arena  were  members  of  the  Fenian  Or- 
ganisation. But  the  truth  is,  that  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  know  that  the 
country  will  give  them  their  quietus  at 
the  next  election,  for  every  bye  election 
is  going  against  them.  I  think  we  have 
reason  to  be  proud  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  Irish  people  are  behaving 
under  your  scandalous  and  aggravating 
system  of  Government.  Their  patience 
is  due  to  the  fact  that  they  have  confidence 
in  the  future — more  confidence  than  have 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  If  any 
other  Government  had  received  such  re- 
peated slaps  in  the  face  as  this  one  has,  it 
would  have  consulted  its  honour  and 
dignity  by  appealing  to  the  constituencies. 
But  they  do  not  dare  to  do  that.  We 
have  attacked  the  Irish  Administration 
on  every  point.  I  have  personally  fre- 
quently complimented  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  on  the  nice  way  in 
which  he  answers  questions;  and  if 
other  members  of  the  Gk)vemment  acted 
in  a  like  manner  the  business  of  the 
House  would  go  on  much  more 
smoothly  and  calmly.  Now,  since  last 
Session  the  Government  have  appointed 
to  one  of  the  highest  positions  on  the 
Mr.  Blane 


Irish  Bench  Serjeant  Peter  O'Brien, 
a  gentleman  whose  sole  distinction  is 
that,  being  a  Catholic,  he  went  about 
the  country  and  deliberately  packed 
juries  with  Protestants — and  hostile  Pro- 
testants— in  order  to  carry  a  verdict.  I 
protest  against  the  way  in  which  the 
Irish  Judicial  Bench  is  packed  from  time 
to  time,  no  matter  what  Government 
happens  to  be  in  power,  with  men  who 
are  in  this  way  rewarded  for  their 
political  services,  not  because  they  are 
lawyers  of  erudition  and  learning.  I 
hope  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
will  reply  to  what  I  am  saying  on  this 
matter  before  the  Irish  Bench  gets 
another  addition  in  the  person  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  shall  never 
forget  that  on  one  occasion  Mr.  Peter 
O'Brien  came  into  the  Cork  County  Club, 
of  which  I  myself  was  then  a  member, 
with  a  jury  list  in  his  hand,  and  asked 
me  whether  certain  people  were  Catholics 
or  Protestants,  and  whether  they  could 
be  relied  upon  to  give  a  verdict.  I  know 
that  Mr.  Peter  O'Brien  acted  in  that 
manner  again  and  again ;  I  could  give 
the  names  of  gentlemen  whom  he  thus 
addressed.  I  cannot  help  deploring  the 
appointment  to  the  Judicial  Bench  of 
people  of  this  description  ;  I  say  it  is  a 
disgraceful  page  in  the  history  of  our 
country.  I  hope  the  House  will  ex- 
cuse my  entering  into  this  matter. 
There  is  yet  another  subject  which  I 
will  try  to  bring  under  the  notice  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  We  have 
for  some  time  been  hearing  of  the 
dissolution  of  various  Boards  of 
Guardians,  and  I  am  afraid  that  the 
method  pursued  in  the  dissolution  of  the 
Dungarvan  and  Ballinasloe  Boards  can 
hardly  be  justified  even  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  has  asked  us  to  speak,  not  of 
matters  of  ancient  history,  but  of  more 
recent  occurrences ;  therefore,  I  wish  to 
make  the  House  acquainted  with  the 
mode  adopted  in  the  dissolution  of  the 
Cork  Board  of  Guardians.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men on  both  sides  are  acquainted  with 
the  fact  that  the  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
Ireland  are  composed  of  two  classes, 
namely,  elected  members  and  ex 
officio  members.  The  ex  officio  Guardians, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  never  attend  the  Board 
meetings  unless  it  is  to  perpetrate  some 
job,  after   which   they  invariably  disap- 
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pear,  and  do  not  return  until  another 
job  has  to  be  accomplished.  I  was 
elected  on  the  Cork  Board  some  weeks 
ago — I  must  say  to  my  considerable 
chagrin — because  being  a  Member  of 
Parliament  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
fulfil  adequately  any  other  position  the 
people  of  my  country  impose  upon  me. 
Although  I  happen  to  be  an  Irish  Pro- 
testant the  ratepayers  have  elected  me 
on  several  occasions.  Being  so  elected,  I 
have  endeavoured  to  attend  every  meet- 
ing of  the  Board  at  which  I  could 
possibly  be  present.  I  find  on  reading 
the  history  of  the  Cork  Board  that  not 
many  years  ago,  when  the  Conservatives 
had  it  all  their  own  way,  they,  from 
time  to  time,  passed  resolutions  of  confi- 
dence or  the  re  versa  in  relation  to 
political  matters  that  were  prominently 
brought  before  them.  About  a  year  and 
a  haft  ago,  I  think,  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  is  reported  to  have  said  that  fche 
country  gentlemen  in  Ireland  were  not 
doing  their  duty.  He  stirred  them  up 
with  a  long  pole,  desiring  to  stir  them 
into  greater  activity.  That  wtis  per- 
fectly fair  and  square ;  and  speaking,  as 
I  believe,  the  opinion  of  the  whole  of  tho 
Irish  Party,  I  may  say  that  we  take  no 
exception  to  antagonists  taking  an 
honourable  method  of  defending  what 
they  conceive  to  be  their  own  rights. 
But  what  happened  in  this  case  ?  We 
defeated  our  opponents  time  after  time. 
We  were  always  present.  They  had  too 
many  amusements  to  attend  to — very 
much  in  the  same  way  as  hon.  Members 
who  have  preferred  their  hunting  en- 
gagements to  voting  for  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  George 
Trevelyan)  to-night.  Well,  we  were 
enabled  to  carry  resolutions  which  we 
proposed  time  after  time.  There  was 
amongst  us  a  tenant  farmer's  repre- 
sentative who  was  highly  esteemed  by 
the  Board,  and  who  was  one  of  the  most 
intelligent  and  respectable  gentlemen  in 
the  County  of  Cork,  Mr.  Heame.  He 
was  Chairman  of  the  Board  and  received 
the  resolutions  which  we  proposed ;  but 
our  opponents  managed  eventually  to 
pass  a  resolution  removing  that  gentle- 
man from  the  chair  and  putting  in  some 
member  of  their  own  party,  who  would 
not  permit  the  Irish  Nationidists  to  carry 
out  the  wishes  of  the  people.     This  was 


only  done  after  a  great  deal  of  whipping 
and  assembling  of  their  forces.  The 
gentleman  whom  they  put  in  the  place 
of  our  chairman  was  only  carried  by  a 
majority  of  3 ;  but  at  the  very  next  meet- 
ing after  this  had  been  accomplished, 
his  supporters  being  scattered  all  over 
tlie  country,  the  Chairman  was  not  sup- 
ported. In  saying  this,  I  only  wish  to 
press  upon  the  House  the  fact  that 
those  gentlemen  were  determined  not  to 
do  the  work  themselves,  but  to  throw 
the  whole  onus  and  responsibility  on  the 
elected  Guardians,  except  in  cases  where 
for  party  purposes  it  suited  their  own 
convenience  to  attend  the  Board  meet- 
ings. When  Mr.  Young  came  to  be 
appointed  to  the  chair  he  was  recognised 
as  a  gentleman  of  some  popularity,  and 
the  reductions  which  he  made  in  the 
rents  of  his  tenants,  consequent  on  the 
demands  under  the  Plan  of  Campaign  op 
the  Ponsonby  Estate,  showed  that  he  was 
a  fairly  good  landlord.  Therefore  when 
he  took  the  position  of  Chairman  nothing 
was  attempted  to  be  done  except  the  retJ 
business  of  the  Board ;  but  when  I  was 
put  in  gaol  on  the  2nd  May  last  year — I 
being  then  a  member  of  the  Board — the 
majority  of  the  members  then  present 
thought  they  might  be  allowed  to  pasa  a 
vote  of  condolence  with  me  in  con- 
sequence of  the  methods  which  had  been 
pursued  against  me,  but  Mr.  Young 
refused  to  accept  the  proposal.  Upon 
this  the  Home  Rule  and  Liberal  Mem- 
bers at  once  S3t  about  doing  what  the 
Tory  Members  had  done  in  times  past, 
and  by  one  means  or  another  succeeded 
in  passing  the  voto.  At  the  end  of  two 
months  another  resolution  was  proposed 
and  agreed  to.  In  fact,  three  resolutions 
were  carried,  and  on  the  third  occasion 
wo  had  a  strong  whip  made  by  the 
Conservatives  ;  every  method  of  jeering 
and  insult  being  brought  to  bear  against 
us  by  our  opponents  on  the  other  side  of 
the  table.  The  Irish  Nationalists  weae 
not  made  of  the  kind  of  stuff  which 
would  enable  them  to  submit  to  gratuitous 
insults,  be  it  from  whom  it  might,  and 
we  endeavoured  to  pay  them  back  in 
their  own  coin.  I  myself  made  use  of 
very  strong  expressions — personal  ex- 
pressions— but,  at  the  same  time,  there  was 
no  expression  I  then  used  which  was  not 
strictly  the  truth.  What  was  the  result  ? 
The  Government,  or  their  Irish  advisera. 
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who  had  V»eeii  hanging  firo  for  a  con- 
siderable period,  all  at  once  woke  ^p  and 
determined  to  make  an  example  of  the 
Cork  BcM^nl  This  they  did  in  a  manner 
which     I     then     gligmatised     strongly 

.enough  ;  but  of  which  I  will  say  that  it 
mean,  cowardly,  and  low.  They 
letermined  to  do  away  witli  the  Cork 

►Board  of  Gnai-dians  and  to  rats  3  a 
tnrmoil  in  the  County  of  Cork  by  oppress- 
ing  the  poor  of  that  district  to  the  very 

.Uttermost.  Daring  the  past  few  weeks  a 
dumber  of  questions  have  been  put  upon 
this    subject   in   this   House,   and  hon, 

^Hembers  are  enabled  to  understand  the 
method  which  was  then  pursued  by  the 
Oovernment.  Well,  when  the  Vice 
<inardian8  were  appointed  in  the  place 
of  the  regular  Board,  one  of  the  first 
things  they  did  was  to  apply  for  increased 
salaries — ^a  very  reasonable  thing,  of 
course,  for  Tory  Guardians  to  do-  We 
know  that  there  are  large  numbers  of 
these  salaried  gentlemen  holding  similar 
positions,  and  that  all  they  care  for  is 
not  the  fulfilment  of  their  duty  as 
trustees  on  behalf  of  the  public  but  the 
advancement  of  their  own  pecuniary 
interests.  They  attempted  to  cut  down 
the  relief  of  the  poor^  and  when  they 
could  not  do  it  in  a  big  way,  they  did  it 
in  a  small  way  by  oppressing  sundry  of 

"ibese   unfortuuatf?    people,      Hiey  were 

^too  respectable  t-o  go  into  the  Union,  and 
they  cut  them  down  6d,  or  Is,  a  week  ; 
and  they  put  pressure  enough  upon 
them  to  make  these  poor  people  say : 
**  Oh !  what  has  been  done  in  Cork  ! '' 
It  is  the  ]K>licy  of  the  Government  to 
throw  the  odium  of  their  conduct  upon 
the  shoulders  of  others,  if  they  can, 
Mr*  Speaker,  the  way  those  gentlemen 
liave  behaved  in  Cork  carries  with  it 
the  condemmition  of  all  right  thinking 
people.  Meeting  after  meeting,  pre- 
sided over  by  the  Mayor,  lias  been  held 
in  the  City  of  Cork,  and  the  High 
Sheriff,   and    other   gentlemen   of   high 

.position,  have  brought  accusations  for- 

•'ward  ;  and  we,  as  representatives,  bring 
the  matters  up  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
only,  however,  to  meet  with  a  mute 
"splay  on   the   jmrt  of    Her   Majesty's 

Pidvisers.  This  treatment  of  the  poor  in 
Ireland  is  a  subject  of  major  importance. 
There  are  other  topics  on  which  I  could  in- 
form the  House,  if  I  were  not  ditfident  about 
detaining  it— notably  the  conduct  of  the 
Dr,  Tanner 


police  and  the  behaviour  of  the  magis- 
trates. I  could  plivce  before  the  House 
the  criminal  lie  ha  viour  of  another  magis- 
trate who  was  employed  in  the  County 
of  Cork  and  who  was  kicked  out  of  the 
house  in  consequence  of  his  criminal 
behaviour  in  that  house.  But  as  I  have 
not  all  the  facts  of  the  case,  I  shall  defer 
it  until  I  have  eyerj  point  established. 
Then,  as  I  did  in  the  case  of  Mr.  O'Neill 
Segrave,  I  shall  bring  it  before  the 
House,  I  know  when  I  brought  that 
case  forward  that  I  was  refused  attention 
again  and  again,  until  at  the  end  of  the 
Antumn  S  ssion  1  pressed  the  matter 
home  and  received  a  definite  response 
from  the  Chief  Secretary.  The  case  of 
the  gentleman,  who  was  once  a  friend  of 
mine,  and  a  Deputy  Iiien tenant  in  the 
County  Cork,  is  this :  he  thought  he 
might  act  as  he  chose,  forthwith, 
because  of  the  attitude  taken  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  poor  people 
of  Ireland.  The  gentleman  to  wbora 
I  refer,  literally  fired  twice  at  an 
unfortunate  tenant  who  was  taking  & 
short  cut  across  one  of  his  fields.  He 
first  used  a  villainous  expression  t<i  bim^ 
and  stiid — **  What  are  you  doing  here  T  I 
will  shticit  you/'  He  then  raised  hi» 
gun,  and  the  man  said — '*  For  goodness 
sake  don't  fire,  Captain  Rhys,*'  He  took 
deliberate  aim.  and  fired  t>vice,  hitting 
the  unfortunate  man  twice.  This  is  the 
system  which  is  obtaining  in  Ireland. 
There  is  to  be  no  law  for  the  poor.  Con- 
sideration is  to  be  given  to  the  rich. 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  method  of  governing 
our  country  is  deserving  just  condemna- 
tion on  every  side.  I  know  it  is  useless  to 
address  Her  Majesty's  Government  here^ 
but  outside,  the  nation,  with  its  countless 
toilers  and  workers,  is  listening  and 
thinking,  and  there  \^'ill  be  returned  to 
this  House,  rest  assured,  Members  who 
will  remove  from  Ireland  the  load  of 
oppression  under  which  she  has  suffered, 
and  will  sweep  away  the  indignities  and 
injustices  which  have  been  heaped  upon 
her. 

•(11.23.)  Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Sir,  I 
ask,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
tliat  we  may  now  go  to  business,  I  wish 
to  remind  the  House  that  we,  for  three 
or  four  hours  this  evening,  discussed  the 
arrangements  for  so  conducting  our  busi- 
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ness  that  we  might  despatch  it  in  time  to 
secure  an  adjournment,  which  would  be 
most  advantageous  to  the  country  and 
to  hon.  Members.  Sir,  we  put  down 
Supply  in  the  hope  that  we  might  make 
some  progress  with  it  this  evening.  No 
notice  of  any  kind  was  put  upon  the 
Paper  that  we  were  to  have  this  dis- 
cussion, and  it  has  been  brought  on 
under  circumstances  and  conditions 
which  render  it  impossible  for  any  one, 
after  the  Attorney  General's  reply,  to 
answer  the  observations  which  have  been 
made.  I  do  not  say  that  course  is  not 
within  the  right  of  hon.  Members,  but  it 
is  certainly  most  unusual  that  charges 
should  be  made  without  notice  and 
under  circumstances  which  do  not 
permit  of  Ministers  preparing  and 
making^  their  reply.  I  wish  to  ask 
the  House  to  consider  whether  con- 
versations of  this  character  .are  wise, 
and  are  to  be  encouraged,  and  whether 
they  are  likely  to  lead  to  conclusions 
satis^tory  to  the  House  and  to  the 
interests  of  this  great  Empire  ?  We  have 
lost  a  day  by  the  discussion  of  this  even- 
ing. There  are  circumstancas  and  con- 
ditions which  I  hope  the  House  will  take 
to  heart,  that  we  may  be  able  during  the 
next  half  hour  to  redeem  a  portion  of  the 
time  which  has  been  so  largely  wasted 
,  in  the  discussion  of  this  evening.  It  is 
in  the  interests  of  justice,  and  in  the 
interests  of  the  House,  that  notice  should 
be  given  of  these  charges  and  statements, 
and  I  venture  to  think  that  the  whole 
House  and  the  country  will  feel  that  we 
are  justified  in  protesting  against  the 
waste  of  time,  which  is  injurious  to  the 
reputation  of  this  House,  injurious  to 
the  country  at  large,  and  which,  I  trust, 
wHl  not  be  repeated.  I  hope,  Sir,  you 
will  now  be  permitted  to  leave  the 
Chair. 

Mr.  Gbat  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put;"  but  Mr.  Speaker  withheld 
his  ass3nt,  and  declined  then  to  put 
that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Me.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  (CoUege  Green, 
Dublin)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  protest 


against  the  views  put  forward  in  the 
speech,  and  the  observations  which  have 
just  been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite.^  He  protests  against  what 
he  is  pleased  to  call  the  waste  of  time  of 
the  House.  [Cheers.]  Yea,  we  shall  have 
cheers  from  the  Government  Benches 
of  this  House,  but  we  deny  that  this 
is  a  waste  of  time.  We  claim  that 
we  are  occupying  the  time  of  the  House 
with  matters  of  the  greatest  importance 
to  the  Irish  people,  and  of  considerable 
interest  to  the  English  people  also.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wants  to  proceed 
with  what  he  is  pleased  to  call  the  busi- 
ness of  the  House.  He  is  anxiouB  to 
preserve  what  he  calls  "  the  dignity  of 
the  House."  Sir,  I  maintain  that  it 
accords  with  the  dignity  of  the  House  to 
hear  questions  of  this  importance,  and  to 
have  them  fully  and  fairly  discussed, 
and  I  say  that  the  contention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  restraint  of 
freedom  of  debate,  and  of  the  rights  of 
Members  in  this  House.  We  are 
within  our  right  to  draw  atten- 
tion to  the  questions  which  we 
have  been  discussing  here  to-night. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  think 
lightly  of  these  matters,  but  we  do  not 
share  his  views,  neither  do  the  con- 
stituencies we  represent.  I  stand  up  for 
the  rights  of  the  Members  of  this 
assembly  to  discuss  questions  of  impor- 
tance to  them,  to  their  constituences,  and 
to  the  country  which  sends  them  here. 
I  protest  against  the  assumption  that  we 
are  wasting  time.  What  we  are  now 
doing  is  part  of  our  business,  part  of  the 
business  of  the  British  Parliament,  and 
we  stand  on  our  rights  and  privileges. 
And  now  I  will  proceed  to  speak  upon 
the  subject  which  has  been  under  dis- 
cussion  here  this  evening.  This  impor- 
tant question  of  prison  treatment  in 
Ireland  does'  not  concern  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  or  the  Tory  Party. 
It  concerns  Irish  Members  and  the  Irish 
people,  and  we  shall  maintain  our  right 
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opinion  as  to  the  absolute  necessity  of 
having  docks  there,  and  I  would,  if  I 
may  be  allowed,  add  my  own  humble 
opinion  that,  on  every  large  station,  the 
Gfovernment  ought  to  possess  docks 
capable  of  taking  for  repairs  our  largest 
men-of-war.  I  beg  to  move  for  any 
Papers  which  are  available. 

Moved, 

'*  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House  any 
correspondeDce  with  the  Bombay  Government 
as  to  whether  any  progress  has  been  made 
in  the  construction  of  Government  docks  at 
Bombay."— (TA*  Viscount  Sidmouth,) 

♦Viscount  CROSS:  This  matter  has 
been  before  your  Lordships  for  some 
time,  1  am  sorry  to  say.  Speaking  for 
the  Indian  Government,  they  are  very 
anxious  that  this  dock  should  be  made ; 
but  at  the  same  time  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  this  dock  is  not  required  for 
Indian,  but  for  Imperial  purposes.  Cor- 
respondence has  gone  on  for  some  time 
in  the  matter  between  the  Admiralty, 
the  Indian  Office,  and  the  Treasury,  and 
I  am  afraid  the  result  has  not  been  very 
satisfactory.  The  Admiralty  have  sent 
me  this  answer — 

"  The  Admiralty  are  strongly  of  opinion  that 
a  lirst  class  naval  dock  is  required  at  Bombay, 
but  under  the  pressure  of  other  claims  upon 
the  Government,  it  is  not  possible  at  present  to 
allot  Imperial  funds  to  cover  the  share  of  the 
cost  of  a  dock  of  this  nature,  and  they  also 
think  it  undoubtedly  inexpedient  at  the  present 
time  to  lay  any  Papers  on  the  subject  before 
Parliament." 

With  regard  to  what  has  been  going  on 
in  India  itself,  for  the  information  of  the 
noble  Viscount  and  that  of  the  House,  I 
may  state  that  the  Port  Trust  Dock  at 
Bombay  is  rapidly  proceeding,  and 
although  that  is  not  a  dock  of  the 
description  required,  its  length  is  con- 
siderable. Its  length  is  500  feet,  the 
floor  is  62  feet  across,  the  depth  at 
ordinary  spring  tides  is  27J  feet,  and  the 
width  at  the  coping  90  feet.  I  am  told 
that  this  dock  will  be  ready  in  the  early 
part  of  1891,  if  the  present  rate  of  pro- 
gress goes  on.  So  that,  at  all  events,  we 
may  see  that  the  people  and  Government 
of  India  are  doing  something  themselves 
in  the  matter.  I  wish  I  could  give  an 
answer  with  regard  to  the  construction 
of  a  larger  dock,  but  I  am  afraid  that  is 
all  I  can  do  at  present. 

♦Viscount     SIDMOUTH :     I     should 
like  to  ask  whether  the  Government  will 
have  the  power  of  using  that  dock^-can 
Vi8COU7it  SidinoiUh 


the  Government  lay  hands  upon  it  at  any 
time? 

•Viscount  CROSS :  I  never  like  to  answer 
questions  finally  without  notice,  but  I 
think  I  may  say  that  I  have  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  would  be  so.  The 
Government  could  obtain  the  absolute 
power  of  using  that  dock,  if  wanted. 

The  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

STARVATION  AT  SUAKIN, 
QUESTION. — OBSERVATIONS. 

♦The  Earl  of  DTJNDONALD,  in  rising 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  if  they 
can  give  any  information  as  to  the 
alleged  state  of  starvation  of  the  natives 
about  Suakin ;  and,  if  it  is  as  stated, 
whether  they  purpose  taking  steps  to 
relieve  the  sufferers,  said :  I  will  only 
occupy  a  very  few  moments  of  your 
Lordships'  time  while  I  amplify  the 
question  which  is  put  down  on  the  notice 
Paper  of  your  Lordships'  House  in  my 
name.  It  appears  that  information  has 
been  received  from  Suakin  stating  that 
the  natives  at  that  place  are  in  a 
state  of  semi-starvation.  I  cannot  do 
better  than  read  to  your  Lordships  an 
extract  from  a  letter  written  by  Mr. 
Bennett  Burleigh,  whose  name  will  be 
well-known  to  your  Lordships  as  a  war- 
correspondent,  which  appeared  in  the 
Daily  Telegraph  a  few  days  ago.  He 
writes  on  the  10th  March — 

**  I  have  to-day  received  communicationB 
from  o£5cial  and  private  friends  at  Suakin, 
which,  in  the  interestn  of  humanity  and  for  the 
sake  of  our  country,  cannot  be  ignored." 

Mr.  Naggia  writes  that — 

•*  There  being  a  dearth  of  food  ?n 
the  country,  the  Arabs  are  seeking  re- 
fuge in  Sua'^n.  By  an  Order  issued  by  the 
Governor  General  there,  *  no  Arabs  from  the 
outside '  are  allowed  to  pass  the  night  within 
the  walls.  The  weather  has  recently  been 
unusually  inclement,  and  the  Arabs  prefer  to 
lie  still  and  die  outright  rather  than  venture 
back  to  wander  over  the  plains  or  hills  to  die 
of  cold  or  starvation," 

Mr.  Burleigh  also  gives  a  short  extract 
from  a  letter  written  by  a  naval  officer  at 
Suakin,  who  says — 

*'  We  are  in  a  miserable  state  of  starvation  ; 
mothers  are  discarding  their  children — child- 
ren killed  and  eaten  here  in  the  town.  I  hear 
that  a  man  buried  yesterday  afternoon  was 
dug  up  and  eaten  during  the  night.*' 

Now  I  do  not  quote  those  extracts  for 
the  purpose  of  finding  fault  with  any 
regu^tions  which  may  have  been  made 
by  the  Governor  of  Suakin.     He  is  res- 
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ponsible,  of  cours?,  for  the  regulations 
which  he  thinks  it  right  to  make,  and  it 
rests  with  him  to  say  whether  he  will 
allow,  natives  from  outside  to  sleep  within 
the  town  or  not,  but  1  do  think  that,  as 
this  country  by  abandoning  the 
Soudan  has  made  it  a  sanguinary 
playground,  I  may  call  it,  for 
savage  tribes,  it  should  take  steps  to 
avert  the  famine  which  generally  follows 
upon  bloodshed  in  such  countries,  and  I 
liopo  Her  Majesty's  Government — for,  if 
my  information  is  correct,  it  is  greatly 
needed — will  place  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Governor  of  Suakin  supplies  of  grain 
for  the  unfortunate  Hadendowahs,  and 
also  that  they  will,  during  the  inclement 
weather,  place  at  his  disposal  fuel  so  that 
they  may  make  fires  and  warm  themselves 
during  the  cold  nights.  Then,  if  we  are 
not  to  have  a  recurrence  of  this  state  of 
things  during  next  winter,  grain  ought 
to  be  provided  for  seeding  purposes.  I 
feel  certain  that  the  noble  Marquess  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  will,  at  all 
events,  lend  his  sympathy  to  the  object 
of  my  question.  I  think  all  who  are 
acquainted  with  Africa  will  endorse  my 
fitatament  that  his  administration  has 
inaugurated  measures  which,  I  trust, 
will  be  of  immense  future  advan- 
tage to  the  natives  of  a  large 
portion  of  Africa,  and  I,  therefore,  feel 
that  the  noble  Marquess  will  sympathise 
with  me  when  I  say  that  it  would  be  a 
sad  thing  if  our  uoble  and  gallant  adver- 
saries, the  Hadendowahs,  should,  after 
escaping  from  our  bullets,  at  length  die 
of  starvation  in  the  desert. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY OP  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
My  Lords,  I  am  sure  that  everyone  will 
sympathise  deeply  with  the  sufferings  of 
the  unhappy  natives  of  the  Eastern 
Soudan.  At  the  present  moment,  I  do 
not  think,  from  all  the  intelligence  which 
we  have  received,  that  their  sufferings 
have  been  exaggerated  by  the  noble 
Lord.  The  femine  is  very  severe,  and 
the  sufferings  are  very  acute.  That  we 
all  feel  deeply,  and  when  he  appeals  to 
those  who  listen  to  him  for  sympathy 
1  am  sure  he  will  not  appeal  in  vain. 
But  when  the  noble  Lord  goes  further  and 
proposes,  as  I  understand  him,  that  we 
hould  put  a  Vote  on  the  Estimates  for 
^he  purpose  of  succouring  those  inhabi 


tants  of  the  Eastern  Soudan,  I  think  he 
is  proposing  to  us  to  take  a  perfectly  new 
departure,  and  to  take  measures  which 
have  no  precedent  in  our  recent  history, 
at  all  events,  and  which  might  lead  us 
very  far  as  a  precedent  in  the  future. 
The  Egyptian  Government,  of  course, 
feels  a  certain  responsibility.  A  sub- 
scription has  been  opened,  and  I  believe 
the  Egyptian  Government  has  largely 
subscribed  to  it,  for  the  purpose  of 
assisting  these  poor  people,  but  the 
English  Government,  so  far  as  I  can 
remember,  has  never  yet  within  recent 
times  advanced  the  public  money,  that  is 
to  say  the  money  of  the  taxpayer,  for 
the  purpose  of  relieving  foreign  distress 
of  this  kind,  and  feeding  a  foreign 
population.  No  doubt  enormous  contri- 
butions have  been  made  by  the  private 
munificence  and  good  feeling  of  English- 
men, but  so  far  the  unwillingness  of  the 
Gt)vemment  and  the  House  of  Commons 
has  been  very  great  in  regard  to  sanc- 
tioning any  gift  for  the  relief  of  a 
foreign  population.  If  my  memory 
serves  me  right,  even  in  the  terrible 
misery  of  the  Indian  famine,  which  was 
far  more  terrible  in  its  area  and  its 
magnitude,  and  its  fearful  consequences, 
than  the  famine  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  called  attention — even  in  that  crisis, 
all  the  public  money  spent  was  the  public 
money  belonging  to  India  itself.  Of 
course,  I  must  guard  myself  in  saying 
that,  by  adding  that  I  do  not  forget  the 
enormous  supplies  which  the  private 
munificence  of  Englishmen  brought  for- 
ward. The  noble  Lord  will  not  imagine 
that  I  am  depreciating  the  great  suffering 
which  prevails  in  the  Eastern  Soudan ; 
but  on  the  grounds  I  have  stated,  because 
the  step  he  invites  us  to  take  would  im- 
pose upon  us  a  heavy  and  severe  respon- 
sibility, which  we  have  no  right  to  im- 
pose on  the  British  taxpayer,  I  cannot 
hold  out  any  hope  that  his  suggestion  will 
be  entertained. 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEE  BILL.— (No.  9.) 
House  in  Committee  (on  re-commit- 
ment) (according  to  order)  :  Bill  reported 
without  amendment :  Amendments 
made :  Bill  re-committed  to  Standing 
Committee  for  Bills  relating  to  Law, 
&c.  :  and  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  43.) 
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(No.  %i.) 
Hm(1  ^  (ftOG^ding  to  order)  ;  ftmend' 
lo^tii  rnnde ;  Bill  pMflod,  and  tent  to  the 
Ooiafnon0. 

WML»H  OOLLIBRY  IlEOULATIONS. 

*Vm  Kaht.  or  DtTNRAVKN,  in  rimng 
to  (^11  Attontion  to  iho  Htatemont  of 
TlHiftiAii  «lon(>H  iVmlAndn,  an  onginoman, 
wtio,  on  r»tfi  Maroh,  was  ohargud  at  the 
Pon<Jir|irldd  INiHihj  Court,  and  fined 
jBa  for  a  hrc^atih  of  tfio  Hpooial  mles 
of  ihf*  Natlonnl  OolUory,  Rhondda  Faoh 
Vallpy ;  and  to  ank  Hor  Majosty's 
(lovpnunimt  what  nilwi,  if  any,  aro  ob- 
(H^rvi*d  \\\  coal  niin^  roffulating  the 
ntunWr  of  hnurw  allowed  to  Ik*  worked  by 
tni^n  in  ohar^fo  of  ntcain  machinery,  said : 
}\x  litmlH,  thiH  nmttcr  to  which  I  wish  to 
allude  in,  iu  itself,  a  vt^ry  small  one, 
aithouifh  the  cimsequenoes  mi|rht  have 
Vrn^w  serio\m,  hut  it  iu>*\dvc«  considora- 
tioun  which  mny  Ih»  of  much  danj^>r  ti> 
the  |>*^j>ul«tton  wx^rkiu^f  uudcrjrr^mnd. 
tt  t^^i^earji  that  a  man  named  UowUnds 
wai*»  on  the  5th  Man^h*  charjjfed  at  the 
IVliiv  l\mrtatl\>nt>r|\ndd  with  a  bnnich 
vi  )m  \luty.  and  ^^f  t1\e  «pecial  rules  of  the 
Hatixmal  l\>Uh^rv  in  the  Uh\mdda  l?Wh 
ValWt.  Thin  m»^n  w^*»  in  v^harw  i>f  tlie 
e»\j5:ino  wh^eh  ^nim|v  air  inK^  mo  mine* 
an\\  the  wntiUti\N^\  of  the  mim\  therefim\  ! 
WKi»  i^x  hi!i  hsindT*.  The  \>l\a!r^  wi*  thai  he  \ 
w^f^  tvHind  a3^)eei>  at  hi»  wvl  lati^  on  i> 
8\inHl?\v  nijfhtv  Uwiln<r  tv\  the  iw^!rW<^  of 
Kw  tlntx'  the  itt«v4ce*  v  .f  tihe  marine  Had 
nat\iv«:^%  dimini»h<^i  a:ml  the  qinantitT 
x>C  ^fv^h  air  fnmi^l  ii\nNi^  wit^  ha»t  in 

xN^irtx^x  x\s^r  U^^^'K\ri  >in^l  ;ft^)«KterKi 
the  tUnivr  1v^  t^  w^jyk^  h*c  lv^  tW  Yw^'n  >»jvw^^ 
•ifi^  "iri  <>^  Tftir^e  if  t)te  *firvWlT  of  ft^w^ 
a>>  ><*v^\'  ji';>*^>«5yNX  to  fiii.  offT,     tl>e  oha:rc^ 

f*iH  jiYrK-«RTii  ^vf  i£.i;.  t>>^  ^^rirv'TJi^iJi^r  Mj^ni»> 
trMw^  -rv'Ti.AA-inc  thM  hf-  "h*k^  >y  nis 
iftocWi  imf^riVk^  th^  >lxros  ^  117  Taon. 
li-oft  tha4  if  \\  >\%k  Tioi  hw-r*  fosr  T>^^  owmfc^ 
\T?dt  of  t.h<^  'ma7>apf*r  V  \ht  ^lM^'m(^c^xiH 
tht  xv*rrtti>ai:ior,  ^•v^'iA  hnv^  )yvvmi^  -fflnV. 
V^^v^T  aT>^  wwi.k-'Or.  a."?*^  <^rriW  ^isssiw 
♦0  t^  Trior*  in  ih^  ooHietj-  uiicht  hfcv* 
<^^:ii^.  Th*  ^TO««»  ^-hioh  Hrm-hiJidi^ 
^x^  ^^Fust  thM  ht*  ^-aii  ^xhM»t|;o£  ^ 
-r^per^PoA  "B^  ^ftaiS  t.hw  oji  that  xw 
'^Hv.   the  ^TjT>d5iT.  ht  ha£  ^%«m45a£  l4f 


hoars ;  he  said  he  had  been  on  duty 
since  8  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  ih«b 
dnring  the  day  he  had  been  aeniBting 
with  the  machinery,  which  required 
Vvrry  careful  attention  and  manipfnlation. 
He  also  sud  he  had  worked  yerj  long 
hours  during  the  week — all  day  during 
Wednesday,  then  on  at  night,  and  all 
day  on  Thursday ;  that  he  had  been  at 
the  engine  all  day  on  Friday  and  looking 
after  the  machinery;  then  he  was  em- 
ployed at  the  engine  all  day  on  Saturday 
and  again  on  the  Sunday,  as  I  have  told 
vour  Lordships,  and  that,  being  exhausted, 
he  had  gone  to  sleep.  These  faucts  I  cannot 
guarantee  as  accurate.  I  merely  quote 
them  as  they  were  given  in  the  local 
journal.  The  only  observation  appar- 
ently inade  in  the  matter  by  the  officials 
of  the  colliery  was  that  the  man 
was  not  compelled  to  work  over- 
time, and  tliat  it  was  entirely  his 
own  doing.  Without  going  into  con- 
tontious  matters,  it  will  be  obvious 
to  yi>ur  Lordships  that  whether  the  man 
exhausted  himself  by  working  overtime 
from  his  own  wish,  or  not,  and  was 
inca^iable  of  exercising  proper  vigilance 
in  his  duties  makes  no  difference  to  the 
men  in  the  mine  in  the  event  of  an 
accident  occurring.  I  think  your  Laid- 
shi)«  will  agree  dbat  where  the  safety  of 
a  numWr  of  pers^^ns  is  entrusted  to  a 
nvnn  in  charge  of  machinery  of  that 
kind  $t^pts^  ^>ald  be  tfiken  to  ascertiin 
that  he  i$  phTsicaUv  co^mpetmt  to 
exem^  th<^  im^vnant  d;;t2es  eatrcissed 
to  hi»u  arni  that  he  is  nc^  in  a  saase  of 
phx^"^  < xhasi^taon  fcvca  ov^^rwcrk.  eresi 
if  tJait  oveiTwork  w:ss  of  ti?  ows  aeirkaig. 
VThrtih^r  ar.r  rale  ^-u  tie  kirifi  frxiss  a& 

I  ^iQ^^h  ts^  ask  Her  Ma>«!iT">  G-^iiw*- 
wieT^t  whfct  rxufis^  tf  any^  jkt^  ciiaf  Tv*id  ni 

ooal  TT.iTv^  Twaiataixc  tibf  tholJik'  ef 
>>oj5T**  w^-t:^  for  XDf ^x  in  >fihi»TX?e  li.  -rmir 
inarvhiTK-rx. 

7)oSir  Kfcs*]  1  hfcT¥  i;n  jQm;*  lihiff  TitnichHr 
>*r  rihf  psfinoTfcl  mW  lnic  Bown  ir  ^» 
^aTM*'  liecxiliaami  \x^  ri  ISST,  nnr  ^  ^te 

mad^  V  ^*(^lfi*f  ^  Tiim^wr  of  nnms 
aIlf»w«o^  V  i^c  'wnrki^  >Tr  mnxi  it  tibn^ 
/iC  :jQ;oaTr  ^mahhinorr.  1  wnul£  nnh-  aU. 
Tfchia  -^ithAifl  fuT^hir  infannBtum.  -^ir 
fcn^  T>oi  inriinnc  v  atbir^.  lanr  Umie 
to  ihf  inanapErn^  ^  tiit  r.oIli{f!n- :  tet  «l 
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the  same  time  there  issnflficient  evidence 
to  make  us  consider  whether  some  better 
arrangement  could  not  be  made  than 
seems  to  have  been  followed  in  this  case, 
when  a  man,  after  long  hours  of  labour, 
voluntarily  undertaken  by  himself,  should 
at  night  be  left  in  charge  of  machii^ery 
controlling  117  lives. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock  till  to-morrow  at  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Monday,  17th  March,  1890. 


QUESTIONS. 

THE  IRISH  DEMOCRATIC  LABOUR 
FEDERATION. 

Mb.  JORDAN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
he  is  aware  that  a  branch  of  the  Irish 
Democratic  Labonr  Federation,  with 
Patrick  J.  Bourke  as  president,  is  estab- 
lished at  Baldysart,  County  Clare,  and 
that  the  local  police,  against  the  re- 
monstrance of  the  president  and  members, 
attend  the  weekly  meetings,  and  whether 
they  so  attended  the  meeting  of  the  16th 
February,  1890 ;  whether  the  said 
Association  is,  or  has  been,  declared 
to  be  illegal ;  if  not,  by  what  authority 
do  the  police  attend  the  meetings ;  and 
will  he  give  instructions  to  prevent 
further  interference  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  The  facts  are  as  stated  in  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  question,  but  on 
no  occasion  has  there  been  any  inter- 
ference on  the  part  of  the  police. 

POLICE  WATCHING   IN  IRELAND. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Attorney  G^eneral  for  Ireland 
whether,  in  view  of  the  repeated  and 
public  complaints  of  the  Rev.  T.  0*Keefe, 
P.P.,  Meelm,  County  Cork,  the  constabu- 
lary authorities  will  issue  instructions  to 
the  local  police  to  discontinue  the  system 
of  constant  following  of  and  watching 
Reverend  Father  Kennedy,  C.C.,  and 
whether  they  will  order  that  policemen 
i^ball  not  follow  the  reverend  gentleman 


when  engaged  in  visiting  the  sick  and  the 
dying,  and  other  similar  duties  of  a  sacrecl 
character  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  The  Constabulary 
Authorities  report  that  it  is  necessary  to 
watch  Father  Kennedy,  of  Meelin, 
County  Cork,  as  he  is  actively  engaged  in 
endeavouring  to  revive  the  local  branch 
of  the  National  League,  which  has  been, 
suppressed  in  the  district  as  an  unlawful 
association.  The  police,  of  course,  will 
not  follow  him  on  any  occasion  where 
they  have  reason  to  believe  that  he  ia 
engaged  in  the  discharge  of  duties  of  a- 
sacr^  character. 

^  Mb.  FLYNN :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  whether  complaints 
have  reached  him  that  at  Meelin,  County 
Cork,  Sergeant  Hyde  called  on  Father 
O'Keefe,  P.P.,  to  tell  him  from  Colonel 
Turner  that  additional  police  will  be 
quartered  on  the  people  of  the  district  in 
the  event  of  any  outrage  occurring  in. 
the  parish;  if  so,  was  the  policeman 
authorised  by  Colonel  Turner  to  make 
the  communication ;  and  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Father  Kennedy,  senior  curate 
to  Father  O'Keefe,  has  been  twice  taken 
to  prison  from  this  district  for  offences 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act;  and,  under  the  circum- 
stances, can  he  give  an  explanation  why 
a  communication  of  this  kind  was  made 
to  the  parish  priest  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  The  Constabulary 
Authorities  report  that  it  is  the  case  that 
the  sergeant  met  the  parish  priest  in  the 
village  and  made  the  communication  to 
him  indicated  in  the  first  paragraph. 
He  was  authorised  to  do  so  by  the 
Divisional  Commissioner.  Father  Ken- 
nedy has  been  convicted  under  the  Crimes 
Act. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  ACT. 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  fact  that,  in  spite  of  the 
words  of  the  Eviction  Section  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1887,  that  "  Every  person 
served  with  the  writ  or  process  in  eject- 
ment, who,  at  the  time  of  the  service  of 
the  notice  shall  be  in  possession  of  the 
land,"  should  receive  a  copy  of  the 
eviction  notice,  the  Judges  made  a  rule 
that  a  copy  should  only  be  served  on  the 
tenant,  and  that,  in  consequence  of  this 
rule,  the   Queen's  Bench  held  in   the 
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case  of  "  Webb  v.  Cronin,"  that  where 
the  nominal  tenant  was  in  Australia  the 
real  tenant  who  had  previously  redeemed 
the  land  and  paid  rent  need  not  be 
served  with  the  eviction  notice,  which 
decision  is  unappealable,  and  do  the 
Government  intend  to  allow  the  law  to 
remain  in  this  condition,  when  the  Act 
itself  plainly  provides  for  service  on 
every  person  in  possession  who  was 
served  with  the  writ  as  Cronin  was  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  I  have  only  seen  a 
newspaper  report  of  this  case.  I  will 
inquire  into  the  matter,  and,  if  neces- 
saiy,  will  communicate  with  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  answer  the  question  on 
a  future  day. 

RESIDENT  MAGISTRATES. 
(FMr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  how  many 
Resident  Magistrates,  before  the  present 
Government  took  office,  were  commis- 
sioned to  act  in  more  than  one  county ; 
how  many  were  so  commissioned  before 
1881  ;  and  will  he  give  a  Return  showing 
the  practice  in  this  matter  of  successive 
Administrations  since  the  original  crea- 
tion of  Resident  Magistrates,  and  the 
number  of  counties  in  which  such 
gentlemen  can  now  adjudicate  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN :  The  Resident  JMagis- 
trates  are  commissioned  to  act  in  more 
than  one  county,  but  they  only  act  in  their 
own  district  unless  their  services 
are  required  elsewhere  by  the  public 
necessities. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Where  is  the 
difficulty  ?  If  we  can  extort  the  informa- 
tion, I  think  we  shall  be  able  to  show 
that,  under  the  present  Government, 
there  are  Resident  Magistrates  com- 
missioned to  act  in  half  a  dozen  counties, 
and  that  the  practice  is  growing.  If 
Thomas  Directory  were  taken  for  a  series 
of  years,  I  presume  it  would  show  the 
whole  thing  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN :  As  far  as  my  know- 
ledge goes  I  feel  very  great  difficulty, 
because  it  would  be  necessary  to  go  back 
to  the  Act  of  1831.  I  am  not  aware 
that  materials  exist  for  giving  the  in- 
formation, and  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  will  move  for  a  Return  in  a 
tangible  shape  I  will  ascertain  if  the 
materials  exist  for  supplying  it. 

Colonel    WARING  (Down,  N.):  Is 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
aware   that  a   Resident    Magistrate    is 
Mr,  T.  M.  Healy 


always  commissioned  to  act  in  counties 
coterminous  with  those  in  which  he  is 
stationed  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  Yes,  that  is  quite 
correct. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Will  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  give  a 
Return  for  the  10  years  before  1881, 
and  the  10  years  since  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  will  inquire. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION\ 
Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  •• 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  there  are 
two  constables,  named  Jarvis  and  Shaw, 
in  the  employment  of  the  British 
Government ;  and,  if  so,  of  what  force 
are  they  members ;  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  they  were  employed  by  the 
Times  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  evi- 
dence or  the  attendance  of  Sheridan  or 
other  witnesses  before  the  Special  Com- 
mission; whether,  if  so  employed,  they 
were  at  Kansas  City  during  the  month 
of  December,  1888  ;  and  whether  they, 
or  either  of  them,  were  at  any  time  in 
communication  with  Sheridan  ? 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  Jarvis  and  Shaw  are 
inspectors  in  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Force.  It  is  not  the  fact  that  they  were 
employed  at  any  time,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, by  or  for  the  Times,  in  procuring 
evidence  or  the  attendance  of  any  wit- 
nesses. The  answer  to  my  hon.  Friend's 
remaining  questions  is  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  May  I  ask 
whether  until  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  appeared  on  ttie  Paper  anyone 
ever  suggested  that  Jarvis  and  Shaw 
were  so  employed  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  not  aware 
of  the  source  of  the  suggestion. 

DISSOLVED    IRISH    BOARDS    OP 
GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
if  he  will  give  the  names  of  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  in  Ireland  which  have  been 
dissolved  during  the  last  10  years,  with 
the  localities  in  which  they  were  situated  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  The  following  are  the 
names  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians  which 
have  been  dissolved  during  the  past  10 
years,  and  the  counties  in  which  they 
are  situated  : — Belmullet  and  Swineford, 
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Connty  Mayo,  dissolved  twice  each ; 
Newport,  County  Mayo,  dissolved  once ; 
Carrick-on-Suir,  Tipperary,  once;  New 
Ross,  Wexford,  once;  Ballinasloe,  Gal- 
way,  once ;  Athy,  Kildare,  once  ;  Dnn- 
garvan,  Waterford,  once ;  Bally vanghan, 
Clare,  once ;  Portnmna,  Gb,lway,  once  ; 
and  Cork,  County  Cork,  once. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.)  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man state  for  what  reason  these  Boards 
of  Guardians  were  dissolved  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  They  were  not  all 
dissolved  for  the  same  reason.  I  must 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  put  the 
question  down  upon  the  Paper. 

THE  IRISH  SCOIETIES  AND  LONDON 
COMPANIES. 

Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether,  since  the  Select  Committee 
appointed  last  year  upon  his  Motion  to 
inquire  into  the  charters  of  the  estates 
in  Ireland  of  the  Irish  Societies  and  the 
City  Companies  as  to  their  trusts  and 
obligations,  unanimously  "  recommended 
that  a  Committee  on  the  same  subject 
should  be  appointed  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament,"  that  Committee  will,  in 
accordance  with  usual  practice,  bo 
reappointed ;  and  if  the  Government 
will  move  for  its  appointment  at  a 
suflBciently  early  date  to  allow  time  for 
the  Committee  to  arrive  at  an  effective 
Report? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  postpone  the  question  for  a 
few  days. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY;  I  had  intended 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  the  Government  intend 
to  reappoint  the  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  dealings  of  the  London 
Companies  with  their  Irish  estates  in 
County  Derry ;  and,  if  so,  when  will  the 
Motion  be  made ;  but  at  the  request  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  I 
will  postpone  the  question  until  the  Go- 
vernment have  had  time  to  make  up  their 
minds  upon  the  matter. 

EXTUA  POLICE  IN  TIPPERARY. 
Mr.  PATRICK  JOSEPH  O'BRIEN 
(Tipperary,  N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  what  amount  is 
at  present  chargeable  on  the  North 
Riding  of  the  County  of  Tipperary  for 
maintenance   of  extra    police ;  whether 


his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
proceedings  at  the  recent  Spring  Assizes 
at  Nenagh,  which  go  to  show  an  entire 
absence  of  crime  in  the  district,  the  pre- 
siding Judge  having  complimented  the 
Grand  Jury  on  the  foot,  and  pointing  out 
that  there  were  only  four  cases  of  a 
trivial  nature  to  go  before  them;  and 
whether,  under  these  circumstances,  he 
will  consider  the  propriety  of  relieving 
the  ratepayers  of  the  district  from  the 
charge  for  extra  police  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Constabulary 
authorities  report  that  the  amount 
charged  for  extra  police  in  the  North 
Riding  was  for  the  year  ended  September 
30,  1889,  the  last  completed  account, 
£1,143  7s.  lid.  The  possibiHty  of 
reducing  the  extra  force  in  this  county 
was  very  carefully  considered  last 
January';  but  the  authorities  could  not 
then  recommend  its  immediate  reduction, 
but  decided  to  again  consider  the  ques- 
tion in  a  few  months'  time. 

THE  POSTMASTERSHIP  OF  O'BRIENS 
BRIDGE. 
Mr.  JORDAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  if  he  is  aware  that  on 
the  death  of  James  Walker,  postmaster, 
O'Briens  Bridge,  County  Clare,  his 
daughter  was  appointed  temporarily  to 
his  place,  and  that  she  performed 
the  duties  of  the  oflBce  long  previous 
to  her  father's  death  ;  whether  during 
her  father's  tenure  of  office,  and  during 
her  temporary  appointment,  she  dis- 
chained  her  duties  satisfactorily ;  and 
whether  she  has,  or  will  be,  permanently 
appointed  to  the  position  ;  and,  if  not, 
can  he  state  for  what  reason  ? 
•The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes,  Cambridge  University) : 
The  hon.  Member  seems  to  have  been 
imperfectly  informed  as  to  the  circum- 
stances. I  understand  that  on  James 
Walker's  death  his  widow,  Mrs.  Walker, 
not  his  daughter.  Miss  Walker, 
was  allowed  to  take  temporary  charge  of 
the  O'Briens  Bridge  Post  Office.  Mrs. 
Walker,  owing  to  l»d  health  and  old  age, 
did  not  offer  herself  as  a  candidate  for 
the  permanent  position.  The  main 
cause  of  the  non-recommendation  of  Miss 
Walker  was  that  at  the  time  when  the 
Surveyor  had  to  report  on  the  candidates 
for  the  office  she  had  made  application  for 
a  license  to  carry  on  a  publican's  business. 


987 


South  Uut 


(COiOIONS} 


Crofler9, 


m 


IRISH:  RAILWAY  COMPANIES. 
Mb.  T.  M,  HEALY:  I  beg  to  ask 
thB  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  if 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  loss 
^nd  inconvenience  inflicted  on  the  tra- 
velling public  in  Ireland  by  the  con- 
duct of  rival  Railway  Companies  in  the 
timing  of  their  trains  at  the  following 
junctions  :  Cookstown  (County  Tyrone), 
Clones  (County  Monaghan),  Limerick 
Junction  (County  Tippemry),  and  Bally- 
william  (County  Wexfoi-d)  ;  is  he  aware 
that  the  arrangements  are  such  at 
Cookstown  that,  although  the  towns  of 
Moneymoro  and  Stewartstown  are  only 
six  or  seven  miles  apart,  it  takes  two 
days  for  a  passenger  to  go  and  return  by 
rail  between  either  place  (i.e.,  the  return 
journey  cannot  be  accomplished  on  the 
day  of  departure) ;  that  there  is  a  delay 
of  hours  at  the  Limerick  Junction 
caused  to  passengers  from  the  South 
going  in  the  Waterford  direction,  which 
a  few  minutes  difference  in  the  timing 
of  the  traias  would  obviate;  and  that 
ther©  is  a  Bimilar  failure  of  connectxoi3s 
at  Clones  and  Bally  will  iam;  and  have 
the  Board  of  Ti-ade  any  power  to  com- 
pel the  companies  to  givo  reasonable 
facilities  to  the  public  1 

*Thk  PRESIDE^TT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Bzaqh,  Bris- 
tol, W.)-  My  attention  lias  not  been 
directed  to  the  circumstances  stated  in 
the  hon.  Member's  question.  The  whole 
responsibility  for  the  conduct  of  traffic 
upon  railways  rests  with  the  companies. 
It  is  possible  that  in  the  case  mentioned 
3in  appeal  might  lie  made  by  the  Local 
Authority  to  tli<?  Railway  Commissioners 
under  the  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Acts; 
but  the  Board  of  Trade  have  no  statutory 
authority  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  facta 
stated  in  the  question  are  correct  ? 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  No,  Sir ; 
but  from  my  own  experience  of  ci'oss 
country  travelling  in  Imland  I  can  well 
beheve  it. 

SHERIFF  SUBSTITUTE  OF  SKTE. 
:-  Mr.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  (Inver- 
ness-shire) :  I  beg  to  afik  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  hia  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  observations  of  the  Lord 
Justice  Clerk  and  Lord  Young,  in  the 
High  Coux't  of  Justiciary,  in  which  they 


severely  criticise  a  case  stated  for  appeal 
by  the  acting  sheriff  substitute  of  the  Sky6 
district  of  Inverness-shire  at  Portree  ] 
whether  the  regularly  appointed  sher 
substitute  has  been  absent  from  the  Skye 
district  for  the  greater  portion  of  the  last 
two  years;  and  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  remedy  the  present  anomalous 
state  of  matters  at  Portree  ? 
♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  Pj 
B.  RoHBBTSOX,  Bute)  :  I  have  read 
report  of  the  judgments  referred  to 
The  criticism  of  the  Judges  was  intended 
to  discourage  what  they  described  as 
practice,  which  had  crept  in  rather 
much,  of  detaihng  in  special  cases  th 
particulars  of  the  evidence,  rather  th 
stating  the  conclusion  of  facts  npoB 
which  the  questions  of  law  arose.  It  ifl 
fair  t4D  the  gentleman  in  question  to  i 
that  I  have  reason  Ui  believe  that  he  had 
done  his  work  attentively  and  well  whil< 
acting  at  Portree.  The  sheriff  substi^J 
tute  has  been  absent  from  iU-health  sine 
October,  1888,  his  duty  being  performed 
in  the  meantime  by  a  qualified  advocatoJ 
I  am  happy  to  learn  that  Mr.  Hamilton'i 
health  is  sufficiently  improved  to  enablfl 
him,  from  next  month,  to  reside 
Portree ;  and  he  will,  with  assistance 
approved  by  the  sherifi,  gradually  resume 
the  personal  discharge  of  his  duties. 

SOUTH  mST  CROFTERS, 
Mr.  FIUSEK-MACKIXTOSH  :  I        _ 

to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  crofers  on  the  South  Uist 
estates  are  by  their  contracts  com pe lie 
to  sell  all  their  kelp  to  the  proprietrix  £| 
and  whether  such  contract  is  by  the  La^ 
of  Scotland  obligatory  on  the  people  ;  and 
if    BO,    whether     he    will    introduce 
measure  providing  absolute   freedom 
sale  of  the  products  of  sea  and  land  1 
♦Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  There 
I  am  informed,  no  such  contract  between 
the    crofters   on    South    Uist    and    th^ 
proprietrix,  as  is  referred  to  in  the  quea 
tion.     The  proprietrix   follows  the  praKvl 
tice  of  previous  proprietors  by  employing 
crofters   to   gather   the    weed  which  is 
made    into  kelp.     Formerly  this  was  a 
source  of  profit  to  the   landlord,  but 
1879  the  price  fell  so  low  that  the  manuJ 
facture  was  discontinued.     The  want 
this  outlet  for  remunerative  labour ' 
so  much  felt  by  the  crofters  that  a 
year:^  after  1879  the   manufacture 
resumed,  and  the  whole  proceeds,  undes 
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some  small  deductions  for  necessary 
expenses,  have  been  expended  in  remu- 
nerating the  crofters  for  their  labour. 

INSPECTION  OF  SCOTCH  SCHOOLS. 
Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  the  system  of  inspection  and 
examination  of  endowed  and  middle-class 
schools  by  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment is  now  generally  in  force  in 
Scotland,  and  whether  the  feaving  certifi- 
cates granted  in  such  examinations  are 
recognised  by  academic  and  professional 
authorities;  and  if  he  can  state  the 
names  of  the  authorities  who  accept 
these  certificates  in  lieu  of  entrance 
examinations  1 

♦Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
system  of  inspection  and  examination  of 
endowed  and  higher  class  schools  by  the 
Scotch  Education  Department  is  now 
generally  in  force  in  Scotland,  and  the 
leaving  certificate,  granted  in  connection 
therewith  by  the  Scotch  Education  De- 
partment, is  accepted  in  lieu  of  other 
examinations  by  the  Universities  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Edinburgh, 
Glasgow  and  St.  Andrews;  the  Lords 
of  Council  and  Session  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Law  Agents  Act ;  the  War  Office  ; 
the  General  Medical  Council ;  the 
College  of  Surgeons  in  Edinburgh  ;  the 
Pharmaceutical  Society ;  the  Society  of 
Solicitors  before  the  Supreme  Courts ; 
and  other  Public  Bodies. 

DESTRUCTION  OF  A  HINDOO  TEMPLE. 
Mr.  KEAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  destruction  of  a  Hindoo 
Temple  at  Durbhunga,  under  the  Bengal 
Government,  by  direction  of  Mr.  Beadon, 
the  Chairman  of  the  Durbhunga  Munici- 
pality, on  8th  January  last,  under 
circumstances  which  have  caused  some 
fltir  in  Hindoo  society;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  Beadon  alleged,  as  his 
reason  for  ordering  the  demolition  of  the 
temple,  that  it  was  one  for  which  the 
sanction  of  the  Municipality  was  required, 
under  Section  237  of  Act  3  of  the  Bengal 
Council  of  1884,  and  that  such  sanction 
had  not  been  obtained;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  on  the  day  before  the  demo- 
lition was  commenced,  four  of  the 
Municipal  Commissioners  had  sent  a 
requisition  to  the  Vice  Chairman  that  a 


special  meeting  should  be  called  to  con- 
sider the  matter,  with  the  object  of  the 
requisite  sanction  being  passed ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Vice  Chairman,  in 
direct  contravention  of  Section  39  of  the 
above-mentioned  Act,  which  binds  him 
to  call  a  meeting,  did  not  call  the  same  as 
required,  but  proceeded  at  once  with  the 
demolition  of  the  temple,  employing 
Mahomedans  for  the  purpose,  supported 
by  Government  police  with  firearms,  and 
arresting  the  Brahmin  priests  on  the 
spot;  and  when  he  expects  to  be  in 
possession  of  the  decision  of  the  Lieu- 
tenant Grovemor  of  Bengal  in  regard  to 
this  matter  ? 
*The  under  secretary  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.E)  :  In  the 
absence  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  I 
have  to  say  that  no  information  upon  this 
subject  has  reached  the  Secretary  of 
State. 

POSTAL  RATES  BETWEEN   ENGLAND 
AND  INDIA. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter 
bury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  letter,  dated  the  16th  of 
April  1889,  and  sent  by  the  Secretary  of 
Stete  for  India  in  Council  to  the  honour- 
able Member  for  Canterbury,  which 
contains  the  following  words : — 

"Viscount  Cross  would  view  with  much 
satisfaction  any  reduction  in  the  postal  rates 
between  England  and  India."  *'  Such  a  reduc- 
tion, if  made,  would  be  made  mainly,  though 
not  exclusively,  in  the  interests  of  England, 
and  of  the  English  community  in  India  "  ; 

and,  whether  he  intends  to  take  action 
so  as  to  reduce  the  postal  rates  to  India  9 
•Mr.  RAIKES:  I  have  seen  in  the 
Press  the  letter  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member ;  but  I  have  not  received  any 
official  communication  from  the  Indm 
Office  on  the  subject. 

INCOME  TAX  ON  INSURANCE 
PREMIUMS. 
Sir  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  N.E.,  Clithero)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  it  is  the  fact  that,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  passed  in  1855, 
surveyors  of  taxes  are  justified  in  re- 
fusing to  allow  a  deduction  from  the 
payment  of  Income   Tax  in  respect  of 
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insurance  premiums  which  are  paid  at 
shorter  periods  than  every  three  months ; 
and  if,  considering  the  number  of  per- 
sons in  humble  circumstances  who  effect 
their  life  insurances  on  the  condition  of 
weekly  premiums,  he  will  consider 
whether  there  is  any  good  reason  for 
maintaining  this  disability,  and  insisting 
on  quarterly,  half-yearly,  or  yearly  pay- 
ments of  premiums  as  a  condition  of 
their  deduction  from  Income  Tax? 

•The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  Surveyors  of -Income 
Tax  are  justified  by  law  in  refusing 
deductions  in  respect  of  insurance 
premiums  paid  at  shorter  periods 
than  every  three  months.  It  is 
doubtful  whether  persons  in  "humble 
circumstances "  are  affected  by  this  re- 
striction at  all,  as  the  hon.  Member  will 
recollect  that  no  Income  Tax  is  paid  on 
incomes  under  £150  per  annum.  I  am 
informed,  moreover,  that  it  would  be 
very  difficult  to  check  claims  for  allow- 
ances in  respect  of  "  weekly  premiums." 

IRISH  LIGHT  RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincoln, 
Spalding)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  Mr.  Price's  line 
in  Gulway,  where  Mr.  Barton  acted  as  a 
Commissioner  representing  the  Board  of 
Works,  under  the  Light  Railways  Act  of 
1889,  and  Mr.  Barton's  line  in  Donegal, 
where  Mr.  Price  acted  in  a  similar 
capacity,  have  been  respectively  approved 
by  the  Board  of  Works,  in  preference  to 
other  lines  in  the  same  districts,  and 
large  sums  of  money  recommended  for 
their  construction;  and  what  are  the 
amounts  so  recommended ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  considerable  dissatisfaction 
is  felt  in  the  locality  at  those  decisions  ; 
and  whether  the  Treasury  will  withhold 
their  sanction  from  fresh  projects  until 
they  are  inquired  into  by  a  Commission, 
which  shall  not  include  persons  with  a 
pecuniary  interest  in  any  of  those 
schemes  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  I  an- 
swered this  question  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Dublin  a  few  days  ago.  I 
am  not  aware  of  any  local  discontent 
with  the  decisions  of  the  Board  of 
Works,  nor  of  any  further  contemplated 
schemes  into  which  it  will  be  necessary  to 
inquire. 

Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shutdeworth 


WEST  KERRY  LIGHT  RAILWAY. 
Me.  HALLEY  STEWART:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  Board  of  Works  have  re- 
commended a  large  grant  of  money,  and 
if  so,  how  much,  for  the  West  Kerry 
Light  Railway,  under  the  Act  of  la^ 
Session ;  whether  an  Order  in  Council, 
having  the  effect  of  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
is  now  in  force,  sanctioning  the  construc- 
tion of  this  same  Railway  and  the  imposi- 
tion of  a  baronial  guarantee  of  dividends 
on  £112,000  of  capital,  the  entire  esti- 
mated cost,  and  what  is  the  estimate 
now;  whether  a  contract  was  entered 
into  by  the  Company  with  a  solvent  con- 
tractor to  carry  out  and  complete  the 
undertaking  for  the  guaranteed  capital, 
and  whether  this  contract  was  cancelled 
on  the  passing  of  the  Light  Railways 
Act ;  whether,  under  these  circumstances^ 
this  line  comes  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Light  Railways  Act  and  the  special 
circumstances  of  the  case  that  demand 
State  aid  for  such  a  Railway;  and 
whether  the  Treasury  have  yet  sanc- 
tioned the  recommendation  of  the  Board 
of  .Works  in  this  case,  or  whether  they 
have  any  intention  of  doing  so  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  understand  that  in 
1885  a  presentment  was  made  for  a 
baronial  guarantee  of  4  per  cent,  on  a 
capital  of  £112,000  for  a  line  between 
Killorglin  andValentia,  somewhat  similar 
to  the  line  that  has  recently  been  in- 
quired into  under  the  Light  Railways 
Act,  1889,  but  the  Order  in  Counoil 
authorising  the  line  was  not  taken  out 
till  1889.  The  coat  of  construction,  &c., 
for  the  line  contemplated  in  1885  was 
estimated  by  the  promoters  at  £120,156, 
but  by  the  Boai-d  of  Works  at  £147,000. 
I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  contract 
having  been  made  or  cancelled  for  the 
completion  of  the  undertaking  for  a  sum 
of  £112,000.  As  ree:ards  the  proceed- 
ings under  the  Light  Railways  Act  of  last 
Session,  I  am  informed  that  a  line  from 
Killorglin  to  Valentia  was  scheduled  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council  under 
that  Act.  A  promotion  company  calling 
themselves  the  West  Kerry  Light  Rail- 
way Company  took  the  necessary  steps 
under  the  Tramways  Acts  to  have  their 
scheme  inquired  into ;  and  the  Board  of 
Works,  in  obedience  to  statute,  held  an 
inquiry  and  reported  on  the  proposals 
submitted  to  them.     The  cost  of  the  lino 
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is  estimated  bj  the  Board  at  £155,000. 
The  Treasury  have  come  to  no  decision 
as  regards  the  recommendation  of  the 
Board  of  Works. 

THE  HERRING  FISHERIES  (SCOTLAND) 
ACT. 

Me.  ANSTRUTHER  (St.  Andrews): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  decision 
of  the  Lord  Justice  Clerk,  presiding  in 
the  Justiciary  Appeal  Court,  in  the  case 
of  "  L3wis  V.  Renton,"  as  reported  in  the 
Scotsman  of  the  6th  March  ;  and  whether 
the  effect  of  the  decision  of  the  learned 
Judge  (as  so  reported)  is  to  annul  the 
proviso  of  the  6  th  section  of  the 
Herring  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Act,  1889, 
which  provides  that  nothing  therein 
contained  shall  afEect  the  powers  of  the 
Fishery  Board  under  the  4th  section 
of  the  Sea  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Act, 
1885 ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land to  the  necessity  of  amending  the 
Herring  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Act,  1889, 
so  that  it  may  not  seem  to  affect  the 
powers  of  punishment  for  offences  against 
the  Sea  Fisheries  Acts,  and  against  bye- 
laws  of  the  Fiphery  Board,  conferred  by 
the  Sea  Fisheries  "(Scotland)  Act,  1885? 
•Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  My  atten- 
tion  has  been  called  to  the  decision  men- 
tioned by  my  hon.  Friend.  According  to 
the  construction  adopted  by  the  Court 
the  combined  effect  of  the  Act  of  1885 
and  the  Act  of  last  year  in  the  matter  of 
penalties  is  that  the  penalties  prescribed 
by  the  later  Act  are  now  alone  in  force, 
even  in  the  case  of  offences  under  the 
earlier  Act.  There  does  not  seem  to  be 
aiiy  reason  to  consider  that  the  former 
penalties  were  heavier  than  is  necessary 
to  be  effective  ;  and  I  hope  that  means 
may  be  found  during  the  present  Session 
to  reinstate  them  in  legislative  force. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  :  I  shall  ask  leave, 
on  Thursday,  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  Scotch  Fisheries  Act  of  1889. 

THE  LEITH  INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOL. 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith)  :  I 
bag  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  owing  to  the  Leith  Industrial 
School  having  become  too  small,  a  new 
school  was  erected  for  60  girls  at  a  cost 
of  £5,000,  the  plans  being  approved  by 
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the  Government;  whether  there  has 
been  a  recommendation  to  reduce  the 
certificate  of  the  old  school  from  150  to 
120,  thus  rendering  nugatory  the  expen- 
diture of  £5,000,  and  impeding  the 
magistrates  in  the  administration  of  the 
Industrial  Schools  Act,  1866 ;  and 
whether  the  certificate  of  the  old  school 
for  150  will  be  renewed  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  It  is  not  correct  to 
say  that  the  school  was  ever  certificated 
for  150  inmates,  for  which  number  there 
is  no  accommodation.  The  certificate 
was  for  80  boys  and  40  girls,  though  of 
late  years  this  limit  has  not  always  been 
strictly  observed.  The  new  girls'  school 
was  built  mainly  to  put  an  end  to  the 
system  of  having  boys  and  girls  in  the 
same  building,  and  partly  to  increase  the 
total  accommodation.  The  certificate  for 
this  new  school  is  for  60  girls,  and  that 
for  the  old  school,  henceforth  to  be  ex- 
clusively used  for  boys,  authorises  the 
reception  of  120  boys.  The  existing 
accommodation  is  not  sufficient  to  admit 
of  a  larger  number  with  due  regard  to 
the  health  of  the  inmates. 

DESTRUCTION  OF  CONTRABAND 

TOBACCO. 
Mr.  HDTiSE  (Salisbury):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  seizure,  and  subsequent 
destruction,  of  large  quantities  of  contrar 
band  tobacco  and  cigars ;  and  whether 
any  steps  could  be  taken  whereby  all 
such  tobacco  so  forfeited  to  the  Crown 
might  in  future  be  distributed  among 
the  inmates  of  the  Naval  and  Military 
Hospitals,  instead  of  being  absolutely 
wasted,  as  heretofore  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Attention  has  been 
frequently  called  to  the  seizure  and  de- 
struction of  contraband  tobacco  and 
cigars,  and  it  was  formerly  the  practice 
to  sell  them.  But  this  practice  was 
abandoned  owing  to  representations  that 
the  smuggled  tobacco  thus  sold  displaced 
a  corresponding  amount  entered  for  home 
consumption  and  injured  the  honest 
trader.  A  similar  objection  would  apply 
to  distributing  seizsd  tobacco  to  the 
inmates  of  the  Naval  and  Military 
Hospitals.  But  I  am  bound  to  say  it  is 
a  matter  not  entirely  unworthy  of  con- 
sideration. 
2  0 
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THE  EOYAL  NAVAL  RESERVE. 
Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  etc.) :  I  beg  to  a^k  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  how  many  of  the  fisher- 
men of  the  Eist  Coast  of  Scotland  are 
enrolled  in  the  Koyal  Kaval  Reserve ; 
whether  the  naval  officers  retired  in  the 
prime  of  age  are  required  to  earn  their 
retiring  antiuittes  by  service  in  the 
reserve;  and  how  many  such  officers 
now  serve  in  the  reserve  forces  apart 
from  the  full-pay  oifioera  serving  in  the 
Coiwit  Guard  ? 

•a^iiE  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI 
RALTY  (Lord  iG.  HAJOLTOif,  Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  The  number  of  fishermen  so 
enrolled  is  2,57  L  Pensions  are  given 
for  paflt  and  not  prospective  service*  All 
retired  officers  are  litible  to  servo  if  called 
out  by  Her  Majesty  in  the  event  of  war 
or  emergency.  They,  however,  do  not 
form  part  of  the  so-called  Ifl'aval 
Ri^Sfrve,  nor  is  it  advisable  that  they 
shouUL 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :    Are  none  of  the 
naval  officers  in  the  Naval  Reserve  ? 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  No;  the  Naval 
Reserve  is  altogether  composed  of  officers 
and  men  in  the  Mercantile  Marine  of 
fishermen, 

TOE  POSTAL  UNION. 
Mr.  HENNIKKR  H EATON:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  Genei*al  whether, 
as  the  Australian  Colonies  are  not  in  the 
Postal  Union,  ocean  penny  postage  could 
be  established  t<j  Australia  without 
interfering  with  the  Postal  Union ; 
whether,  under  the  Postal  Union  regu- 
lations, any  two  Powers  signing  it  may 
make  a  special  arrani^ement  concerning 
themselves  only ;  whether  there  is  a 
special  clause  in  the  said  regulations 
which  would  enable  England  to  establish 
ocean  penny  post*ige  with  the  United 
States,  by  and  with  the  consent  of  the 
United  StJites  Government ;  and  whether 
Great  Britain  could  withdraw,  if 
necdssary,  from  the  Postal  Union  by 
giving  six  montlis*  notice. 

•Mr.  RAIKES:  As  the  Australian 
Colonies  are  not  in  the  Postal  Union  it 
wo  aid  presumably  be  within  the  compe- 
tence of  Her  Majesty ^8  Government  to 
establish  a  penny  p(:>stiige  to  Australia 
without  interfering  with  the  Postal 
Union,  It  is  not  likely  that  any  Govern- 
ment in  this  country  would  take  such  a 


step   without  due   consideration  of  the 
wishes  and  interests  of  the   Australian 
Colonies.      Under     the     Postal     Union 
regulations  no  two  Powers,  parties  to  the 
convention,  could  make  special  arrange^" 
ments   concerning   themselves   only, 
variance  with  the  fundamental  principle 
of  the  Union.     The  only  latitude  allowed 
is    to     neighbouring    countries,   whic' 
within  a  radius  of  30  kilometers,  are  per 
mifcted  to  come  to  mutual  arrangement 
for  the  adoption  of  lower  rates  of  pc*stagel 
There  is  no  special  clause  in  the  convei: 
tion  which  would  enable  this  country  to 
establish  ocean  penny  postage    with 
United  States  with   the  consent  of  thfl 
United      States     Government.       Greal 
Britain  could   certainly  withdraw   froi 
the  Postal  Union  by  giving  a   notice 
12  months,  if  Her  Majesty's  Government 
thought    it   wise  to  incur  the  risk 
cutting  off   its  postal  arrangements  vritl 
the  rest  of  the  civilised  world. 

JOINT  STOCK    COMPANIES. 

Mk.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  to  as| 
the  Secretary   to  the  Treasury  whet  ho 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Registrar  of  Join 
Stock  Companies  at  Somerset  House 
exercise  reasonable  care  and.  judgment 
in  order  to  prevent  new  companies  beJ 
ing  registered    with    names    bo   closelj 
resembling   those   by   which   subsisting 
companies  are  already  registered,  as 
be  calcuLitf-d  to  caus<?  complication  and 
confusion  in  the  transaction  of  businee 
and  even  to  mislead  the  public  as  to  th^ 
identity  of  the  companies  ;  whether  hii 
attention  lias  been  called  to  the  fact  tha 
a  company  designated  the  Alliance  TruS 
Company,  Limited,  was  registered  on  i " 
21st  April,  1888,  that  the  ^Alliance  Trus 
and     Investment      Company^    Limited 
and  the  Alliance  Investment  Company 
Limiteil,  were   registered  in  1889, 
the  AHianc*  Mortgage  and  InvestroenI 
Company,  Limited,  in  1890;  and  whethe 
he  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Regist 
to  the  similarity  of  these  titles,  with  th 
view  of  preventing  for   the  future   tk 
registration  of    companies   with   almo 
identical  designations  ? 

*Sra  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  Yes,  Sir, 
Section   20    of    **The   Companies*  Act] 
1862,'*  it  is  enacted  that— 

**  No  company  shall  be  roistered  noder 
name  identic^  with  that  by  which  a  aubBistin^ 
company  ih  already  registered ,   or  bo  iieiirl| 
r^a^mblicg  the  eame  as  to  be  calculated  ' 
deceive/* 
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My  attention  has  not  been  called  to  the 
companies  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. The  Registrar  decides  the  matter, 
nnless  he  is  in  doubt  or  unless 
some  appeal  is  made  to  the  Board 
of  Trade.  In  the  cases  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers  the  Registrar  did 
not  think  that  the  names  resembled  each 
other  so  closely  as  to  bo  calculated  to 
deceive,  the  two  most  nearly  alike, 
namely  :  the  "  Alliance  Trust,'*  and  the 
"  Alliance  Trust  and  Investment,*'  carried 
on  business  in  London  and  in  the  North 
of  Scotland  respectively,  and  the  Regis- 
trar thought  that  the  introduction  of  the 
word  Investment  and  the  surrounding 
circumstances  were  sufficient  to  prevent 
confusion. 

INCOME  TAX  ON  LICENSED 
HOUSES. 
Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchquer  what  is  the  esti- 
mated difference,  if  any,  made  by  the 
District  Commissioners  of  Income  Tax  in 
the  value  of  assessment  for  Schedule  A 
between  houses  licensed  for  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  and  other  houses 
similarly  situated,  but  not  so  licensed ; 
and  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  a  house  so 
licensed  is  taken  into  consideration  by 
the  Inland  Revenue  Commissioners  in 
assessing  values  under  any  of  the  Death 
Duty  Acts? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  From  certain  in- 
quirie3  made  in  typical  cases  in  the 
Metropolis  and  other  towns  I  find  the 
diffdrence  is  roughly  estimated  to  amount 
to  an  increase  of  about  70  per  cent,  on 
licensed  over  unlicensed  houses,  but  I  am 
unable  to  commit  myself  to  these  figures 
being  general  throughout  the  country. 
The  answer  to  the  second  question  is. 
Yes.  The  Succession  Duty  would  follow 
the  higher  assessment  under  Schedule  A 
in  the  case  of  a  freehold  property,  and  if 
it  were  leasehold  property  the  saleable 
■  value  would  be  increased  for  purposes  of 
probate,  and  the  goodwill  would  also  be 
subject  to  Probate  and  Legacy  Duties. 

THE  LUNACY  COMMISSIONERS. 
.  Mr.  WILLIAM  CORBET  (Wicklow, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  he 
has  observed  at  pp.  106 — 7  of  the 
Lunacy  Commissioners'  last  Report,  that 
the   number  of  single  private  patients 


registered  in  their  office  on  1st  January 
1889,  is  stated  to  bo  442  ;  can  he  say  if 
this  includes  all  the  single  patients  known, 
to  the  Commissioners  ;  and  do  the  Com- 
missioners take  any  special  steps  to  difr^ 
cover  the  existence  of  unlicensed  houses^ 
in  which  one  or  more  persons  alleged  to 
be  mentally  affected  are  detained ;  and^ 
if  not,  will  he  consider  the  advisability  of" 
issuing  some  instructions  on  the  subject  % 
•Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed 
by  the  Lunacy  Commissioners  that 
the  number  of  single  patients  mentioned 
in  the  Report  for  1889  included  all 
the  single  patients  at  that  date  known 
to  the  Commissioners.  The  Commis- 
sioners have  no  power  to  visit  a  house^ 
suspected  of  containing  a  lunatic  voc 
illegal  charge — t.e.,  of  whom  charge  ist 
taken  for  payment.  When  they  receive 
information  which  leads  them  to  suppose- 
that  a  person  is  being  detained  as  a. 
lunatic  illegally,  they  cause  inquiry  to  be 
made  through  the  police,  by  means  of  an 
Order  to  visit  issued  by  the  Lord  Chan* 
cellor  or  otherwise,  and  if  evidence  can 
be  obtained  establishing  an  infringement, 
of  the  law  they  prosecute  the  offender^ 
The  Commissioners  have  also  published 
in  the  medical  and  other  joumala 
cautions  against  breaches  of  the  Lunacy- 
Laws. 

EMIGRANTS. 
Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN"  (Den- 
bighshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President . 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether,  in  view 
of  the  large  and  inc^reasing  number  of 
persons  described  in  the  monthly  Emigra- 
tion Returns  as  proceeding  to  countries. 
"  other  than  the  United   States,  British 
North    America,    and    Australasia^'*    it 
would  be  possible  in  these  Returns  to 
particularise  the  places  to  which  such, 
emigrants  go,  especially  in  the  case  of 
persons  emigrating  to  our  South  African 
Colonies  ? 

•Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  I  have 
giv  n  directions  that  the  informatiom 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gtentlemaa 
shall  in  future  be  given  in  the  monthljr 
Emigration  Returns. 

THE  WELSH  SUNDAY  CLOSING  ACT.. 
Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  :  I  beg- 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  can  now 
state  when  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  the  operation  of  "The^ 
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Sunday  Closing  (Wales)  Act,  1881 "  will 
be  issued  ? 

•Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  Eeport  of  the 
Commission  on  Sunday  Closing  in  Wales 
has  been  signed  by  the  Chairman,  and  is 
3  ow  being  signed  by  the  other  Com- 
missioners, some  of  whom  are  in  the 
country.  It  will  be  in  the  printers* 
hands  in  about  a  week,  and  its  issue  may 
be  expected  shortly  afterwards. 

THE  LLANEDI  NATIONAL  SCHOOLS. 
Mr.  LLOYD  MORGAN  (Carmaj-- 
then,  W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice-Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether  he  is  aware  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  unhealthy  and 
dilapidated  condition  of  the  Llanedi 
National  Schools,  they  have  been  re- 
peatedly condemned  by  Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors;  that  the  inhabitants  con- 
vened a  meeting  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Act  of  1870,  and 
subsequently  confirmed  by  a  poll  their 
desire  for  the  formation  of  a  School 
Board ;  whether,  on  the  23rd  of  January 
last,  the  Education  Department  issued  an 
Order  for  the  formation  of  a  School 
Board,  but  subsequently  recalled  it  by  a 
telegram,  so  that  up  to  this  date  nothing 
has  been  done  to  comply  with  the  wishes 
of  the  ratepayers ;  what  further  steps  the 
Department  propose  to  take  in  this 
matter;  and  whether  there  are  any 
precedents  for  its  action  in  this  case  ? 

The  VICE-PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  The  result  of  careful  inquiry 
has  been  to  show  that  there  is  no  reason 
for  any  further  delay,  and  the  Order  for 
the  formation  of  a  School  Board  for 
Llanedi  has  been  issued  accordingly. 
There  are  many  precedents  for  the 
action  of  the  Department  in  suspending 
it  temporarily. 

THE  ASSIZES  BELIEF  ACT. 
Mr.  LLOYD  MORGAN :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  repeated  observations 
of  Mr.  Justice  Hawkins  and  other 
learned  Judges,  in  their  addresses  to 
Grand  Juries,  on  the  great  hardship  to 
prisoners  by  the  operation  of  "  The  As- 
sizes Relief  Act,  1889,"  in  having  to  re- 
main in  prison  until  the  holding  of  the 
next  Quartsr  Sessions,  notwithstanding 
that  an  Assize  is  held  in  the  interval ; 
Ifr.  G,  Osborne  M<yrgan 


whether  he  will  cause  inquiries  to  be 
made  as  to  the  number  of  prisoners 
whose  trials  have  been  thus  delayed,  and 
the  length  of  such  delay;  and,  should 
the  result  of  the  inquiry  prove  that  such 
hardship  exists,  will  he  take  steps  to 
secure  an  amendment  of  the  law  in  that 
respect  ? 

•Mr.  MATTHEWS :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  observations  made  by 
Mr.  Justice  Hawkins.  I  have  not  been 
informed  that  other  learned  Judges  have 
made  similar  criticisms  on  the  principle 
of  the  Assizes  Relief  Act.  I  will  col- 
lect information,  as  suggested,  to 
ascertain  what  number  of  prisoners 
have  had  their  trials  delayed  and  the 
length  of  such  delay ;  should  it  appear 
that  the  advantages  of  this  recent  legis- 
lation are  purchased  at  the  cost  of  undue 
hardship  to  prisoners  I  will  call  the 
attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the 
subject.  It  was  a  necessary  result  of  the 
legislation  of  last  year  that  there  should 
be  some  delay. 

SEVERE  PUNISHMENTS. 
Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
observations  made  at  the  Central  Crim- 
inal Court  on  the  6th  instant  by  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England,  relative 
to  a  sentence  of  two  years'  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour  imposed  by  Sir  Wilham 
Hardman  at  the  Surrey  Sessions,  for  the 
offence  of  passing  fictitious  cheques,  that 
he  "  was  sure  that  no  Judge  could  have 
passed  such  a  sentence,"  and  that 
two  years'  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour  was  a  punishment  of  **  terrible 
severity ; "  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
whilst  this  punishment  of  "terrible 
severity  "  is  rarely,  if  ever,  given  by  the 
superior  Judges,  it  is  frequently  imposed 
by  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions ;  in  how 
many  cases  has  this  sentence  been  im- 
posed during  the  last  five  years  at  the 
old  Surrey  Sessions  (now  County  of 
London,  south  side) ;  and  whether  he 
will  take  any  steps,  by  legislation  or 
otherwise,  to  secure  conformity  by 
Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions  to  the  prac- 
tice of  the  superior  Judges  in  this 
matter  ? 

♦Mr.  MATTHEWS:  Yes,  Sir,  my 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  obser- 
vations referred  to ;  but  I  do  not  find 
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that  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  said  he  "was 
sure  that  no  Jadge  could  have  passed 
such  a  sentence."  The  judicial  statistics 
do  not  discriminate  between  sentences 
passed  at  Assizes  and  Quarter  Sessions, 
nor  between  sentences  of  two  years  and 
one  year  and  upwards  ;  and  I  am  not  in 
possession  of  the  necessary  information 
to  enable  me  to  give  an  accurate  reply  to 
the  second  paragraph.  I  have  no  facts 
before  me  to  justify  the  suggestion  that 
the  sentences  of  Courts  of  Quarter 
Sessions  are  more  severe  or  vary  more 
than  those  of  superior  Judges,  and  it  is 
not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
propose  legislation  on  the  subject.  I  am 
informed  that  out  of  more  than  2,800 
prisoners  tried  at  the  Surrey  Sessions, 
during  the  last  five  years,  33  have  been 
sentenced  to  two  years'  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour,  and  of  these,  10  were 
gross  cases  of  indecent  assault  on  chil- 
dren, boys,  and  women. 

SCOTCH  CROFTER  EMIGRANTS. 
Dr.  Mcdonald  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  • 
1  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  a 
letter,  published  in  the  Scottish  High- 
lander newspaper  a  fortnight  ago,  signed 
by  four  of  the  crofters  sent  out  by  the 
Government  to  Canada  in  the  spring  .of 
last  year ;  if  so,  whether  he  can  inform 
the  House  as  to  the  truth  of  the  follow- 
ing statements  contained  in  the  said 
letter,  namely : — 

**  We  were  left  (after  landing)  afc  Halifax  for 
27  hours  on  one  slice  of  bread  and  a  small  Ut 
of  cheese,  which  told  on  the  health  of  the 
women  after  sea  sickness  with  suckling 
children. 

*»0f  every  thing  which  Mr.  l^IacNeil 
promised  us  before  we  left,  not  a  single  word 
was  fulfilled. 

**  Soma  of  us  were  obliged  t3  stop  in  cars  for 
three  weeks,  some  six  and  seven  families  in 
each  during  that  time. 

**  They  (the  Canadian  officials)  would  tell  us 
Mr.  MacNeil  had  not  the  least  authority  from 
the  Board  to  make  such  promises. 

*' Families  came  to  a  very  unhealthy  state 
for  the  want  of  accommodation  *' ; 

whether  he  will  inquire  into  the  truth 
of  these  and  the  other  allegations  in  the 
said  letter,  as  to  the  men  being  compelled 
to  work  for  nothing  till  they  protested 
and  got  1-80  dollars  a  day,  but  most  of 
them  nothing,  that  half  of  the  food  given 
them  was  eaten  up  by  vermin  and 
destroyed  by  wind  and  rain,  that  all  the 
money  granted  to  them  was  now  spent 


and  that  they  are  on  the  verge  of 
starvation,  and  that  funds  and  clothing 
were  collected  for  them  at  Winnipeg; 
and  whether  he  will  take  care  that  for 
the  future  any  promises  made  to  crofter 
emigrants  are  fulfilled  1 

•Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  My 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  letter 
referred  to.  I  am  informed  that  there 
was  some  unavoidable  delay  at  Halifax ; 
but  there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that 
there  was  any  scarcity  of  food,  as  the 
agent  who  met  the  crofters  was  provided 
with  funds  for  their  support  until  their 
destination  was  reached.  Printed  par- 
ticulars of  the  emigration  scheme  were 
supplied  to  the  crofters,  and  the  Colonisa- 
tion Board  are  not  aware  of  any  promise 
made  by  Mr.  MacNeil  which  has  not 
been  fulfilled.  As  some  of  the  emigrants 
were  dissatisfied  with  the  land  allotted 
to  them  they  lived  in  the  cars  until  they 
had  selected  allotments  for  themselves. 
There  was,  unfortunately,  an  insufficient 
supply  of  car  accommodation,  and  this, 
combined  with  the  very  long  journey, 
may  have  to  some  extent  temporarily 
afEected  the  health  of  some  of  the 
crofters.  The  only  work  the  emigrants 
were  asked  to  undertake  was  moving  the 
timber  for  their  own  houses  and  other 
small  matters  connected  with  the  settle- 
ment; some  refused  to  do  this  without 
payment,  and  money  was  ad'vanced  to 
them  which  was  deducted  from  the 
grants.  There  is  no  reason  to  believe 
the  allegations  in  the  latter  \  art  of  the 
question  as  to  the  food,  and  it  is  not  the 
case  that  they  are  on  the  verge  of 
starvation.  It  is  the  case  that  the 
original  advance  of  £120  has  been  ex- 
pended, and  I  have  already  stated  in  the 
House  that  some  extra  clothing  had  been 
supplied  to  them  from  Winnipeg.  As 
regards  the  last  paragraph  of  the  question, 
I  have  no  information  to  lead  me  to 
behove  that  the  promises  made  to  these 
crofters  have  not  been  fulfilled. 

NAVAL  ACCIDENTS. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fa/ct  that  Monsieur 
Barbey,  French  Minister  of  Marine, 
replying  to  Admiral  Vallon  in  the 
French  Chamber,  said  that  accidents 
in  the  French  Navy  are  much  fewer 
than  in  those   of  other  countries,  and 
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^dded,  referring  to  the  English  Navy, 
4bBt,  in  tlie  last  36  montliSf  there  bad 
been  39  accidents,  which  had  cost  the 
lives  of  60  men  killed  without  connting 
4hd  wounded^  and  of  several  million  of 
francs ;  and  whether  this  statement  is 
correct ;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  are  being 
4aken  to  prevent  in  futare  so  heavy  a 
f  lo8S  of  life  and  public  money  1 

•Lord    G.     HAMILTON:    The     hon. 
Member    has    contrived    in    Kis    ques- 
■tion   to   thoroughly    misnnderstand   the 
purport    of    the   speecli    made    by    M, 
Bar  bey,       the      French      Minister      of 
Marine,  on  March  8,      M*   Barbey   did 
not  say   that  accidente  in    the    French 
Navy  were  mnch  fewer  than  in  those  of 
other   countries,   nor    did    he   use    any 
words    capable   of   that   meaning.      His 
;Speech  was  made  in  reply  to  an  attack 
upon    French   naval  administration    in 
-consequence    of    the    machinery    of    a 
French   cruiser  (recently  commissioned 
for  a  distant  station)  having  so  broken 
•down  as  to  necessitate  its  recall  and  the 
substitution    of    iwnother  vessel    in    its 
place.     After  having  fully  explained  the 
'Cause  of  the  breakdown  and  the  instruc- 
tions issued  to  prevent  a  repetition  of 
♦similar  accidents,  he  proceeded  to  point 
out  the  delicacy  and  complexity  of  the 
machinery  on  board  modern  war  vessels, 
and  how  subject  such  machinery  must 
foe  to  accident^   not  only  in  the   French 
Navy,  but  in  other  Navies.     By  way  of 
illustration,   he   referred  to  the   British 
Kavy,  and  said  that  ho  had  a  list  of  39 
accidents  which  had  occurred  during  38 
months  (not  36  months,  as  stated  in  the 
<}uestion),  and  which  cost  80  lives  and 
<jutailed  certain  expenditure.     As  ia  self- 
evident  from  the  context,  the  object  of 
referring    to    our    Navy    was    not    to 
•depreciate    it,   but   to   show   that  such 
accidents    occurred   even    in    the    best 
regulated  and  managed  Navies,    1  cannot 
aay  if  this  list  is  correct  unless  I  know 
what  is  the  definition  of  an  **  accident, " 
whether  it  refers  to  machinery  alone  or 
includes  gun  accidents,  collisions,  and  the 
ordinary  casualties  of  a  hazardous  pro- 
fession.     1  may,  however,  state,  looking 
to  the    number  of    British    ships  per 
manently  in  commission,  to  the   number 
temporarily  engaged  in  the  manoeuvres 
of  the  last  three  years,  to  the  work  and 
duties  upon  which  they  are  employed, 
that  the  accidents  (using  that  word  in  its 
tojadeat  senae)  which  occur  are  small  in 
J/r.  Labotichere 


number  and   contrast   most   favouniibly 
with  thijse  of  any  other  Navy* 

BLIND,  DEAF,  AND  DUMB  IN  SCOT- 
LAND, 
Mb,  JAMES  CAMPBELL  (Glasgow 
and  Aberdeen  Universities):  I  beg  to  aak 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether,  in  considera- 
tion of  the  recommendiitioiis  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  the  subject,  the  Govern- 
ment pT*op<.ise  to  proceed  this  Session 
with  legislation  in  regard  to  the  educa- 
tion of  the  blind  and  the  deaf  and  dumb 
in  Scotland  I 

•Mr.  J.  P.  B,  KOBERTSON  :  llio  Ro- 
port  of  the  Royal  Commission  and  other 
representations  on  the  subject  have  been 
under  the  careful  consideration  of  the 
Government,  and  they  hope,  if  time  per- 
mits, to  introduce  legislation  dealing  with 
the  education  of  blind  and  deaf  and  dumb 
children  in  Scotland. 

STATISTICAL  DEPARTMENT  WRITERS, 

JVlB,  PICKERSGILL  :  I  beg  t-j  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  so 
long  ago  as  March,  1888,  the  Board  of 
Customs  recommended  that  certain 
writers  engaged  in  the  Statistical  Depart- 
ment shou  Id  be  promoted  ttHhe  Lower  Di  vi- 
sion ;  and,  ha\'ing  regard  to  his  reply  given 
on  the  13th  March,  1888,  to  the  Member 
for  South-West  Bethnal  Green,  that  "  tlie 
qaestion  how  l^est  to  deal  with  them  ia 
now  before  the  Treasury,"  what  is  the 
explanation  of  the  protracted  delay  which 
has  occurred,  and  when  will  the  Treasury 
arrive  at  a  decision  in  the  matter  I 

Mr.  JACKSON  ;  I  understand  that  the 
Board   of   Customs   did   not,  in  March* 
1888,  recommend  that  any  writers  en-        | 
gaged  in  the  Statistical  Office  of  Customs 
should  be  promoted  to  the  Lower  Divi- 
sion.       They     did      recommend     some 
writers  in  other  Departments  for  promo- 
tion.    I  understand  that  the  writers  in 
the    Statistical    Office,    who   are    doing 
work  a  little  better  than  that  generall 
done  by  writers,  are  being  [mid  a  spocir 
rate  for  the  special  work. 

Mk.   PICKERSGILL:    Is   it  not  tho 
fact    that  the    special  rate   of  pay 
represorited   as   a  mere  temporary  and 
provisional  arrangement  ? 

Mr,    JACKSON:     Not  that    I    am, 
aware  of. 

THE   FORTH    FISHERMAN. 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  :  I  beg  t® 
aak  the  Lord  Advocate  whether   he 
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aware  that  great  dissatisfaciion  prevails 
amongst  the  Forth  fishermen  becaase  of  the 
insufficiency  of  the  safeguards  afforded 
to  them  by  the  fishery  cruiser  Vigilant 
within  the  protected  waters ;  that  this 
vessel  not  only  lies  for  many  consecutive 
days  in  port,  but  is  habitually  there  at 
night  when  she  should  be  on  the  fishing 
grounds;  that  she  has  no  practical 
fisherman  on  board  who  could  indicate 
when  the  depredations  of  the  trawlers 
can  be  watched,  and  is  therefore  on  this 
account  alone  almost  useless;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  secure  the 
efficient  discharge  of  the  duties  for  which 
the  Vigilant  was  supplied  ? 

•Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The  in- 
formation  upon  this  subject  has  not  come 
to  hand.  I  must  therefore  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  postpone  the  question. 

AFRICAN  LIQUOR  TRAFFIC. 
Mr.  HOWORTH  :  I  beg  to  a«k  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether,  in  view  of  the  wide- 
spread feeling  that  the  importation  of 
spirits  into  Africa  should  be  as  much  as 
possible  curtailed  and  limited,  he  can 
inform  the  House  what  has  been  the 
policy  of  the  Royal  Niger  Company  on 
this  question,  and  what  has  been  the  in- 
crease or  diminution  in  the  amount  of 
spirits  imported  into  the  territories  con- 
^lled  by  the  Company  since  ifc  was 
constituted  ? 

•Sia  J.  FERGUSSON:  The  poHcy 
of  the  Niger  Company  has  been  to 
limit  the  spirit  trade  in  the  Lower 
Niger,  and  as  far  as  possible  to  check 
altogether  the  importation  of  spirits  into 
the  Mussulman  territories  on  the  Central 
Niger  and  Benu^.  With  this  view  a 
duty  of  2s.  a  gallon  has  been  imposed  on 
imports  into  the  river,  which  is  doubled 
above  the  confluence  of  the  Benu^.  As 
isiP  as  can  be  ascertained,  the  imports — 
which  amounted  in  1884  to  420,000 
^llons,  and  in  1886,  when  the  Charter 
was  granted,  to  about  250,000  gallons, 
exclusive  of  trade  in  native  canoes — have 
fallen  steadily,  till  in  1889  they  amounted 
to  under  70,000  gallons. 

THE  CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS. 
Me.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.):  I 
"beg  to  ask  the  hon .  Member  for  Penrith 
(Afar.  J.  W.  Lowther)  if  he  will  explain  the 
reason  of  the  practice  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners never  to  entertain  auy  appli- 


cations for  a  scheHie  from  the  trustees  or 
governors  of  any  Charity  which  is  not 
an  open  application,  leaving  the  Charity, 
its  funds,  and  administration  wholly  at 
the  mercy  of  the  Commissioners; 
whether,  in  all  new  schemes,  the  Coin- 
missioners  make  a  practice  of  inserting 
clauses  rendering  all  fresh  appointments 
of  trustees  void  uUtil  confirmed  by  them ; 
and  whether  the  Commissioners  are 
legally  empowered,  in  framing  new 
schemes,  to  confer  upon  themselves 
powers  of  appointing  auditors,  examiners, 
and  other  officers  at  the  expense  of  the 
Charity  without  consulting  the  trustees 
or  governors  ? 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  :  It  is  conceived  that  the  Com- 
missioners would  not  conform  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Charitable  Trusts  Acts  as 
to  dealing  with  objections  and  sugges- 
tions made  on  the  publication  of  draft 
schemes  if  the  applications  are  made  in  a 
restricted  form.  It  has  not  been  the 
practice  in  new  schemes  to  insert  clauses 
rendering  all  fresh  appointments  of  trus- 
tees void  until  confirmed  by  the  Com- 
missioners ;  but  in  the  case  of  co-optative 
trustees  it  has  been  the  practice  to  do 
so  where  publicity  of  appointment  is  not 
likely  to  be  otherwise  secured.  The 
Commissioners  apprehend  that  they  have 
power  to  insert  in  their  schemes  all 
powers  and  provisions  that  may  be 
thought  by  them  expedient  for  carrying 
the  objects  of  the  schemes  into  efEect. 

THE  EASTERN  SOUDAN. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
if  the  attention  of  the  Government  has 
been  directed  to  the  statement  in  the 
Daily  Telegraph  as  to  the  great  distress 
and  starvation  in  the  Eastern  Soudan ; 
and  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  pro- 
pose to  take  any  action ;  and,  if  so,  in 
what  manner  1 

Sib  J.  FERGUSSON :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  been  informed*  that 
great  distress  and  destitution  exist  in 
the  Eastern  Soudan.  With  a  view  to 
the  relief  of  the  destitute  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Suakin,  a  Committee  has 
been  formed,  and  many  persons  are  daily 
fed.  The  Egyptian  Government  have 
contributed  to  the  funds.  The  importa- 
tion of  grain  is  now  permitted  through 
certain  ports,  and  the  unhappy  condition- 
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of  tho  people  has  largely  influenced  this 
relaxation  in  spite  of  manifest  military 
objections. 

MAH03IMEDAN  IMMIGEATION  INTO 
TUKKEY, 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen) :  I  beg  to 
Rsk  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stvate  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  been 
called  to  the  statement  in  the  Times 
of  Saturday,  tho  9th  instant,  that  the 
Turkish  Government  was  making  prepa- 
rations to  receive  and  settle  in  it:*  terri- 
tories  40,000  Mahommedans,  who  were 
aboat  to  quit  their  homes  in  the  Cau- 
casus ;  whether  he  can  inform  the  House 
from  what  part  of  the  Caucasus  these 
intending  emigrants  come,  and  in  what 
part  of  the  Sultan's  dominions  it  is 
iutsnded  to  place  them ;  and  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  bearing  in 
mind  the  lamentable  consequences  which 
have  followed  the  intrusion  of  Circassians 
in  various  parts  of  Enro^iean  and  Asiatic 
Turkey,  will  represent  to  the  Ottoman 
Government  the  imiKilicy  of  planting 
settlements  of  Mahonimedan  mountain- 
eers in  districts  inliabitod  by  an  agri- 
cultural Christian  population  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  In  reply  to  in- 
quiries which  were  addressed  by  tele- 
graph to  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at 
the  Forte,  His  Excellency  reports  that 
many  thousand  Mussulman  inhabitants 
of  the  Caucasaa,  having  some  years  ago 
been  moved  from  the  mountains  to  the 
plains,  and  being  dissatisfied  there;have  ap- 
plied to  the  Turkish  Government  to  p^-^rmit 
them  to  establish  themselves  i!i  Ottoman 
territory.  Sir  W,  White  states  that  the 
matter  is  under  consideration,  that  the 
Porte  is  favoun^bly  disposed,  but  ar- 
rangements are  not  completed ;  that 
20,000  of  the  intending  emigrants  are 
males,  and  the  Russian  Government  are 
said  to  be  willing  to  let  them  go  under 
certain  conditions^  but  before  they  move 
localities  will  have  to  be  selected  by 
delegates  probably  in  provinces  of  Adana 
and  Konich.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
Lave  no  ground  of  objection  to  the  migra- 
tion of  a  Mussulman  c«jmmunity  to  Ott<j» 
man  territory  on  conditions  agreeable  to 
the  twotPowers  concerned,  and  to  the 
community  itself. 

•Mb.   BRYCE:     Have  Her  Majesty's 
Government  any  objection    to    make  a 
representation    in     order     to    prevent 
Sir  J.  Ferfftisson 


troubles    and    disorders,    wliicli    might  j 
eventually  lead  to  insurrections  and  war  1 1 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  hon.  Gentle-  i 
man  will  see  that  that  question  involveaJ 
an  hypothesis.     I  have  no  reason  to  say  ] 
that  there  will  be  any  trouble   of   the 
kind, 

♦Mr.  BRYCE:    I  beg  to  give   notice, 
that  I  will  take  the  first  available  oppor- 
tunity for  calling  attention  to  the  matter^  I 
which  is  one  of  great  gravity, 

ARREST  AND  n.\NDCUFFlNG  FOR 

NON-PAYMENT  OF  COSTS. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  i| 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  ^ 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to  , 
the  fact  that,  on  Sunday,  2nd  March^^ 
one  Hoyle,  a  bailiff  of  the  Wakefiel 
County  Court,  assisted  by  other  bailiffs^ 
arrested  Henry  Ward  on  a  commitment! 
order  for  non-payment  of  13s.  lOd.  costs^j 
and  handcuffed  the  said  Henry  Ward,  f 
and  conveyed  him  thas  handcuffedl 
through  the  streets  to  Wakefield  gaol  ;1 
and  whether  snch  arresting  and  hand-j 
cutting  is  in  accordance  with  law  ? 

Tnii  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  R.J 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) ;  In  answer  to 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  I  hava] 
to  state  that  the  high  bailiff  of  the  Wake- 
tield  County  Court  informs  me   that  oil  J 
August  8,   188!?,  a  warrant  was  issued 
for  the  arrest  of  Henry  Ward  for  dis* 
obedience  to  an  order  made  on  a  judg* 
racnt  summons  for  the  payment  of  Hs. 
7d.  debt  and  costs.     On  November  25  i 
bailiff    of    the    Omnty   Conrt   arrested 
Ward,  who  asked  to  be  allowed   to  fctcl] 
his  coat,  and,  being  permitted  to  do  ftO|^ 
took  the  opportunity  of  escaping   fron 
custody.     Search  was  made,  but  withoulS 
success,  until   Sunday,  March   2,    1890 J 
when  two  ImilifEs  entered  Ward  s  house 
and  told  him  they  had  come  to   r«-arrcs 
him.     Ward  thieafcened  the  bailiffs  wit 
violence,  and  attempted  to  seize  a  pokei 
in  the  room.      Tho  bailiff  warned  hii 
tliftt  if  violence  was  attempted  he  would^ 
have    to    use    handcuffs.      Ward    then 
astsaulted  the  bailiff,  who  handcuffed 
and  took  him   to  the  police  office,  wherf 
he  was  temporarily  detained  in  order  i 
give  his  wife  time  to  get  the  money,  i 
that  it  might  not  be  necessary  to  lodg 
him  in  gaoh     Upc^n  the  above  iacta  ihd 
arrest  wiis,  in  my  opinion^  in  accordanca 
with  law,  inasmuch  as  a  person  who 
wrongfully  escaped  from  the  custody 
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the  law  may  be  re-taken  at  any  time,  as 
well  on  a  Sunday  as  on  a  week  day.  The 
hailiffa  were  also  justified  in  handcuffing 
Ward,  having  regard  to  his  previous 
escape  and  the  violence  he  had  shown. 
I  should  add  that  when,  subsequently, 
the  money  not  having  been  paid,  it  was 
necessary  to  remove  the  prisoner  to  gaol, 
the  handcuff  were  not  used,  as  the 
prisoner  no  longer  showed  signs  of 
violence. 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS. 
Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  the  Government  intend  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  carry  into  effect  the 
recommendation  of  the  Select  Committee 
on  Endowed  Schools  (1887)— 

"  That  the  ezamioation  of  Endowed  Schools 
and  inspection  of  the  state  of  buildings  and 
apparatus,  and  of  the  discipline  and  general 
working,  are  subjects  of  urgent  importance," 

a  recommendation  which  he,  speaking 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  on 
27th  April,  1888,  stated  it  was  their 
intention  to  carry  out,  "and  that 
the  system  which  prevailed  in  Scotland 
should  be  extended  to  England  ? 
♦The  first  LORD  op  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster)  : 
A  similar  system  was,  so  far  as  w£i.s 
applicable,  extended  to  Wales  by  the 
legislation  of  last  Session,  and  the  Report 
of  the  Charity  Commissioners  for  last 
year  shows  at  length  (pages  25-35)  what 
has  been  done  in  the  same  direction  in 
England.  A  Bill  has  now  been  prepared 
giving  further  effect  to  the  same  policy, 
and  will  be  introduced  as  soon  as  the 
state  of  public  business  renders  it  possible 
to  proceed  with  it, 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Me.  STCJART  RENDEL  (Montgo- 
meryshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether  he  is  now  able 
to  name  the  day  on  which  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  Tithes  Bill  will  be  taken  ? 
•Me.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  not  .yet 
able  to  name  the  day. 

Mb.  S.  RENDEL  :     Will  it  be  before 
Easter? 
•Me.  W.  H.  smith  :    Yes,  certainly. 

In  further  answer  to  Mr.  G.  O.  Moegan 
and  Mr.  Campbell-Bankebman  (Stirling), 
•Mr.  W.H.  SMITH  said:  The  introduc- 
tion of  the  Irish  Land  Bill  ^will  'precede 


the  Second  Reading  of  the  Tithes  Bill, 
and  both  will  be  taken  before  Easter. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Picton  (Leicester) 
and  Mr.  Dillwyn  (Swansea), 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said :  H  we  are  so 
fortunate  as  to  get  a  Vote  on  Account 
without  discussion  the  Bills  may  be  on  the 
Paper  on  Thursday  ;  and  the  Tithes  Bill 
will  be  taken  at  an  early  hour. 

f  COMMITTEE  ON  COLONISATION. 
Mb.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  :      I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of   the  Treasury, 
when    the  Committee   on    Colonisation 
will  be  re-appointed  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMirH:  I  hope  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  will  be  in  a 
position  to  put  it  on  the  Paper  in  the 
course  of  this  week. 

FIARS  PRICES. 
Mb.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
brightshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate what  is  the  legal  method  of 
ascertaining  the  true  value  of  grain 
in  the  Fiars  Courts  in  Scotland ;  whether 
by  taking  evidence  of  the  average  prices 
of  grain  purchased  direct  from  the  pro- 
ducer, or  the  average  prices  of  grain 
purchased  through  the  middleman  ;  and 
if  the  Government  intend  to  propose 
any  legislation  this  Session  for  amending 
the  procedure  of  the  Fiars  Courts,  and 
placing  them  on  a  more  uniform  and 
satisfactory  basis  ? 

•Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
striking  of  Fiars  prices  is  regulated  by 
an  Act  of  Sederunt  passed  in  1723.  I 
have  made  inquiry  in  eight  different 
counties  in  Scotland,  and  find  that  though 
the  usual  practice  is  only  to  take  evi- 
dence of  the  prices  paid  to  the  producer, 
in  some  localities  evidence  is  also  taken 
of  the  prices  paid  to  the  middleman.  I 
cannot  hold  out  hope  of  any  legislation 
this  Session  on  this  subject. 

EMPLOYERS*  LIABILITY   BILL. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  May  I  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment when  copies  of  the  Employera' 
Liability  Bill  are  likely  to  be  circulated  1 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  not  able  to 
say  precisely,  but  they  will  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members  two  days  before  I 
move  the  Second  Reading. 
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AN  ABSENT  MEMBER. 
Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.B.,  Rugby)  : 
I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  attention  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  been 
called  to  the  injustice  that  has  resulted 
to  the  electors  of  Aston  Manor  in  conse- 
quence of  the  18  months'  absence  of 
the  Member  for  that  constituency?  I 
also  wish  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment has  taken,  or  will  take,  steps  to 
bring  pressure  to  bear  upon  the  hon. 
Member  ? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  subject  by  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  himself. 
I  regret  the  prolonged  absence  of  any 
supporter  of  the  Government.  Such 
absence  is  not,  however,  unusual  on 
oither  side  of  the  House,  and  there  are 
at  present  other  Members  who  have  been 
absent  for  a  considerable  time.  I  have 
reason  to  believe  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Aston  Manor  (Mr.  Kynoch)  will 
shortly  return.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bugby  (Mr.  Cobb)  will  then  have  an 
opportunity  of  imparting  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aston  his  regret  at  his  long 
absence.  It  is  not  my  duty  to  interfere 
between  a  Member  and  his  constituency, 
and  I  decline  to  interfere. 

H.M.S.  CALLIOPE, 
Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  any 
extra  leave  or  indulgence  will  be  given  to 
the  officers  and  crew  of  Her  Majesty's 
ship  Calliope  on  her  arrival  home  ? 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  must  be  aware  that  it  is 
not  desirable  that  questions  affecting 
naval  discipline  or  seeking  exceptional 
privileges  for  any  particular  ship  should 
be  put  in  this  House  to  any  representa- 
tive of  the  Admiralty. 


COMMONS. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap* 
Dointed  to  consider  every  Report  made  by  the 
lioard  of  Agriculture,  certifying  the  expediency 
of  any  Provisional  Order  for  the  enclosure  or 
regulation  of  a  Common,  and  presented  to  the 
House  during  the  last  or  present  Sessions, 
before  a  Bill  be  brought  in  for  the  confirma- 
4ion  of  such  Order. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  that  they  have  power,  in  respect  of 
«aoh  such  Provisional  Order,  to  inquire  and 
Beport  to  the  House  whether  the  same  should 
be  oonfirmed  by  Parliament ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
with  or  without  modification,  and,  in  the  event 


of  their  being  of  opinion  that  the  aame  thoold 
not  be  oon£med,  except  subject  to  modifioa- 
tions,  to  report  such  modifications  accordingly 
with  a  view  to  such  Provisional  Order  being  re- 
mitted to  the  Board  of  Agriculture. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  oonriii  of 
Twelve  Members,  Seven  to  be  nominated  by 
the  House,  and  Five  by  the  Committee  <d 
Selection. 

Ofdered,  That  Sir  Walter  Barttelot,  Mr. 
Bryce,  Mr.  Elton,  Mr.  Walter  James,  Mr« 
Story-Maskelyne,  Mr.  Richard  Power,  and  Mr. 
Wroughton  be  Members  of  the  said  Com- 
mittee. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quomm. — (Jfr. 
Ak$r»'DouglaM.) 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to  Couniy 
Councils  Association  Expenses  Bill,  witn 
Amendments. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled 
"  An  Act  for  the  further  Security  of  the 
persons  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  from 
Personal  Violence."  [Larceny  Act,  1861, 
Amendment  (Use  of  Firearms)  Bill 
[Lords.] 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled  "  An  Act  to 
consolidate  certain  of  the .  Enactments 
respecting  Lunatics."  [Lunacy  Consolida- 
tion Bill  [Lords.] 

LARCENY     ACT,     1861,     AMENDMENT 
(USE  OF  FIREARMS)  BILL  [LORDS.] 
Bill  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a 

second  time  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be 

printed.  [Bill  190.] 

LUNACY    CONSOLIDATION    BILL 
[LORDS.] 

Bill  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  191.] 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY, 


STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILL 
[LORDS].— (No.  179.) 
Order  for  Second  Breading  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now   read  a  second 
time." 

(4.28.)  Me.  T.  M.  HEALY:  This 
Bill  differs  materially  in  many  respects 
from  the  Bill  which  the  House  was  asked 
to  pass  last  Session.  No  Victorian' 
statute  is  included  in  the  present 
measure,  and  there  were  many  pre- 
Victorian  Acts  in  last  Session's  Bill  which 


1013 


StcUtUe  Law 


{MiLECH  17,  1890} 


Revision  BUL 


lOU 


no  longer  appear.  Last  year  the  House 
of  Lords  passed  a  bulky  measure  pro- 
posing to  repeal  a  great  number  of 
ancient  Statutes  which  we  were  asked  to 
agree  to  practically  on  the  assurance 
that  all  was  right.  We  now  find  that 
the  present  measure  materially  differs 
from  its  predecessor,  and  the  House,  I 
think,  has  some  reason  to  complain  of 
being  asked  to  pass  a  Bill  like  this  with- 
out one  word  of  warning.  It  is  remark- 
able that  the  Statute  Law  Revision  Com- 
mittee should  have  practically  receded 
from  their  position  in  regard  to  the  pre- 
Victorian  Statutes.  It  will  be  somewhat 
startling  to  the  historically-minded  to 
find  that  one  of  the  Acts  which  we  were 
asked  to  repeal  last  year  was  Magna 
Charta.  There  is  great  confusion  in  this 
matter,  especially  as  regards  Lord  Camp- 
bell's Act  and  other  Acts  affecting  news- 
papers. For  example,  an  English  news- 
paper is  obliged  to  give  the  name  of  the 
publisher  and  place  of  publication.  It 
requires  great  research  and  trouble  to 
find  out  whether  this  and  other  enact- 
ments apply  to  Ireland  as  well  as  to 
England,  and  after  all  this  labour  one 
finds  that  this  particular  provision  did 
not  apply  to  Ireland.  I  would  urge  the 
necessity  of  the  Committee's  compiling 
an  index  of  local  and  personal  Acts. 

(4.30.)  Me.  WARMINGTON  (Mon- 
mouth, W.):  I  very  much  doubt  the 
wisdom  of  giving  the  Local  Government 
Board  power  such  as  this  Bill  will  give 
them  in  the  matter  of  Turnpike  Trusts, 
namely,  to  say  when  they  shall  become 
inoperative  or  be  altogether  wound  up. 
The  Bill  provides  for  the  repeal  of 
certain  Acts  in  the  2nd  schedule,  but 
I  submit  that  such  a  power  should  be 
reserved  to  Parliament  itself  and  not 
carried  out  by  a  Certificate  issued  by  the 
Local  Government  Board.  I  do  not  think 
that  such  important  matters  as  these 
fihould  be  delegated  to  the  Statute  Law 
Revision  Committee. 

(4.32.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
(Sir  R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  With 
reference  to  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford,  I  think  they 
have  been  directed  to  points  which  are 
well  worthy  the  attention  of  the  House. 
The  reason  that  there  are  now  two  Bills 
dealing  with  the  subject  is  because  it  is 
desired  to  facilitate  the  early  publica- 
tion of  another  volume  of  the  Revised 
Statutes ;  and  it  is  hoped  that  the  first 


Bill  may  be  rapidly  passed,  it  having 
been  fully  considered  last  year  and  con- 
taining no  debatable  matter.  It  only 
applies  to  Bills  which  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  to  repeal.  I  understand  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  that  if  it  is  so  desired 
this  Bill  shall  go  before  a  Committee 
upstairs.  The  second  Bill  will  also  go 
befoi-o  the  Select  Committee,  which  will 
have  the  assistance  of  experts  in  its  delibe- 
rations. The  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Longford,  which 
deals  with  the  desirability  of  having  an 
index  to  the  Local  and  Personal  Acts 
prepared,  shall  receive  my  attention.  I 
was  under  the  impression  that  there 
was  an  index  down  to  a  recent  date ;  but 
I  have  no  doubt  the  hon.  Member  has 
inquired  into  the  matter,  and  I  will 
promise  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Statute  Law  Revision  Committee  to  it. 
In  reply  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monmouth,  I  think 
it  is  rather  late  in  the  day  to  complain 
of  the  delegation  of  this  work  by  the 
House  to  a  Committee.  Neither  do  I 
think  that  his  objection  to  the  power 
proposed  to  be  given  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  wind  up  certain  Turnpike 
Trusts  is  well-founded.  Many  of  these 
Trusts  became  practically  obsolete  20  or 
30  ,>ears  ago,  and  I  think  the  matter  can 
best  be  dealt  with  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  which  will  be  in  a  position 
to  make  local  inquiries  and  decide  when 
the  Trusts  shall  come  to  an  end. 

(4.35.)  Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  consider  the  desira- 
bility of  repealing  certain  Acts  in  Ire- 
land which  have  already  been  repealed 
in  England. 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton,  E.):  I  did  not  quite  under- 
stand the  Attorney  General  to  say  that 
both  Bills  would  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee. 
Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  Yes. 

•(4.36.)  Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  I 
desire  to  express  my  objection  to  the 
practice  of  allowing  any  Body  such 
as  the  Statute  Law  Revision  Committee 
to  deal  with  so  important  a  matter  as 
that  of  repealing  Acts  of  Parliament,  the 
effect  of  which  may  in  some  cases 
be  to  materially  idter  the  general 
lAw.  This  is  really  the  work  of 
Parliament,  and  should  be  undertaken 
by  Parliament.     No  doubt,  as  a  result 
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of  the  labours  of  the  Statute  Law 
Revision  Committee,  we  sliall  get  a 
obeap  edition  of  the  Statut-es  ;  but  not 
even  to  gain  that  end  ought  we  to  run 
the  risk  of  repealing  legislation  in  this 
way,  Upon  the  understanding  that  this 
Bill  will  go  before  a  Select  Committee  and 
th^t  its  provisions  will  be  thoroughly  in- 
vestigated  by  the  Committee,  aided  by 
experts  and  by  the  Law  Ofticers  of  the 
Crown,  I  am  willing  to  consent  to  the 
Second  Beading. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  road  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee t 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Comfuittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

VESSELS  OF  WAR. 

•(4.40.)  Mb.  GOURLEr  (Sunder- 
land) :  In  uio^-ing  the  Resolution  which 
I  have  laid  on  the  Table,  I  mtty  say 
that  I  think  the  time  has  come  when  it 
\h  highly  desirable  that  a  Select  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed  to  inquire 
how  far  the  plans  of  the  present  ship- 
building programme  are  in  harmony  with 
the  requirements  of  modern  warfare  or 
with  the  wants  of  the  Empire.  It  is 
perfectly  true  that  we  have  had  at  times 
Committees  to  inquire  into  and  discuss 
these  matters,  but  these  Committees 
have  invariably  been  Departmental 
Cominittees.  So  for  back  as  the  year 
1 859  Lord  Derby's  Government  appointed 
a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  altera- 
tions necessary  consequent  upon  the  ex- 
perience gained  during  the  Crimean  War, 
and  also  into  the  respective  merits  of 
sailing  and  steaming  vessels.  That 
Departmental  Conmiittee  unfortunately 
recommended  the  conversion  of  19 
ships  of  the  line  into  screw  vessels.  We 
all  know  the  result  of  that  recommenda- 
tion. It  was  that  the  money  was  literally 
tlirown  into  the  sea.  The  Committee 
unfortunately  neglected  to  take  heed  of 
the  experience  gained  during  the  Crimean 
War,  and  they  also  neglectjed  to  notice 
what  had  been  done  by  the  French 
Governments  which  at  that  time  had 
commenced  to  build  four  ironclad  ships. 
Then  followed  a  new  departure  in  the 
building  of  ironclad  vessels,  and  the 
Mr.  R.  U.  Fotder 


Admiralty  built  the  Warrior,      Another 
Committ<L'e    was     appointed — and     thai«| 
also    was    a    Departmental    CommitteQl 
— in    the    year    1867.      Another    Com-| 
mittee,    too,    was     appinted     by     the^ 
Admiralty    to  inquiix*   into  and  sit 
judgment  upon    the   acts   of    the    first 
Committee.       A     number     of     privatol 
shipbuilding  firms  in   the  country  werol 
asked  to  send    in    designs  for  ironclad' 
ships ;  but  only  one  of  the  designs  sent  in 
met   Avith    even  partial   approval,    thai 
design    having    been    sent    in    by  Mr» 
Land,  of  Liverpool     In  the  long  run,  tho  J 
Admiralty  adopted  none  of  the  designs,  bu« 
rejected  them  all^  and,  af5  a  result  of  thal^ 
proceeding,     the     Comptroller    of      the 
Admiralty  made  a  record  in  the  books 
o£  the  Department  to  the  effect  that  he 
thought  the  Admiralty   had  acted  witli 
partiality,  and  that,  instead  of  reject 
the  designs  and  tenders   of  the    privet 
firms,   which   had  been  invited  to  send 
them  in,  they  ought  to  have  nominated] 
an  imi^artial  Conmiifctee  for  the  purj 
of  deciding  how  far  and  in  what  respect 
those   designs  should    be  adopted.     Tlifl 
next  inquiry  was  conducted  by  a  Roj 
Commission,  the  appointment   of  whic 
was    not    the    outcome    cif    Admiralt 
wishes  for  such   an   inquiry,  but  ai 
from  the  terrible  disaster  caused  by  the 
capsizing   of  the   Caplain  and   the  lo 
of  many  hundreds  of  lives.     The  outer 
which  arose  throughout  the  country 
corjse<-iuence  of  that  terrible  disaster  com* 
pulled  the  Admiralty  and  the  Govern^ 
ment   of  the    day  to  appoint    a    Roy  a" 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  design^ 
upon    which  the  Admiralty    were  thei: 
building  ships  of  war  for  the  defence  o6 
the  Empire.     But  even  this  Commissiott  * 
in  1871  was  limited  in  ite  scope.     It  waa 
limited  with  regard  to  its  inquiries ;  it 
was     directed     to     examine     only     as 
t(3    the     types     of     ship     then     being 
built  and  then  on  service  in  the  ^avy, 
but  it  was  debarred  from  making  inquiry 
into  new  types  or  designs  of  ships  or  new 
inventions.     The  first  type  of  vessel  aa 
to   which    they    inquired    was    of    the 
Monarch  class »  which   included  the  Sul^ 
tnn^  the    Achilles^  and  the  Deixwtation 
Then  there  was  the  ocean  cruising  cJa 
including  the  Invincible,  the  Iron  Ihd 
and  the    Vanguaitl,      Another  type  013 
vessels    was    of     the     hiconsiant 
Alahamn  class,  intended  for   tlie  protec 
tion  of  the  csommerce  of  the  country ;  andJ 
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finally,  there  was  the  class  of  vessels  in- 
tended for  coast  defence,  which  were  of 
the  Cyclops  type.  These,  practically, 
were  the  only  classes  of  vessels  into  which 
the  Commission  were  allowed  to  in- 
quire. They  were,  as  I  have  said  before, 
debarred  from  making  inquiries  into  all 
new  types  or  designs,  with  regard  to  ships 
or  with  reference  to  floating  batteries  or 
torpedoes,  or  any  other  kind  of  new  in- 
vention. What  did  the  Commissioners 
report  with  regard  to  these  several  types 
of  ship  ?  I  do  not  propose  to  trouble  the 
House  at  any  length,  but  I  will  state  as 
briefly  as  I  possibly  can  the  gist  of  their 
Report.  It  was  that  while  approving  of 
one  class  of  ship — the  Devastation  class — 
they  condemned  the  whole  of  the  other 
classes.  With  regard  to  -the  Monarchy 
they  said  that  it  represented  both  in  men 
and  money  a  larger  proportion  of  the 
British  Navy  than  it  was  desirable, 
in  their  opinion,  permanently  to  set 
up  as  a  fighting  machine.  They 
also  condemned  the  Invincible  class. 
It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  quote  their 
remarks  as  to  that  class,  because  we  all 
remember  that  the  first  time  two  of  the 
vessels  came  into  collision  in  the  Irish 
Channel,  one  of  them,  the  Vanguard, 
sank  immediately.  One  point  they 
stated  in  regard  to  this  type  of  vessel 
was,  that  it  was  too  weak  in  structure ; 
that  the  strength  of  the  lower  structure 
ought  to  be  increased ;  and  yet,  although 
20  years  have  passed  since  tl^at 
recommendation  was  made,  none  of  tliese 
vessels  have  been  improved  in  that 
respect ;  and  should  they  come  into 
collision,  or  get  grounded,  the  chances 
are.  that  they  will  immediately  founder. 
Then,  again,  the  Inconstant  or  Alabama 
class  was  condemned  because  of  want  of 
speed  and  coal  capacity,  and  also  on  the 
ground  that  the  vessels  were  too  big  for 
the  work  for  which  they  were  required. 
I  may  add  that  the  Inconstant  class  is 
now  represented  by  the  protected  and 
unprotected  cruisers.  The  Boyal  Com- 
mission condemned  in  toto  the  vessels  of 
the  Cyclops  class,  which  were  intended 
for  coast  defence,  in  consequence  of 
their  want  of  speed.  There  was  also  a 
complaint  against  them  as  to  the  im- 
perfect arrangement  of  the  watertight 
compartments ;  and,  further,  it  was  found 
that  they  were  weak  in  the  lower 
structure,  and  when  employed  in  shallow 
waters  they  would  be  apt  to  go  aground, 


so  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  navigate 
them  in  such  waters  with  anything  like 
safety.  I  have  read  these  extracts  from 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  in 
1871,  and  now  the  question  naturally 
arises :  What  is  our  position  with  regard 
to  the  ships  and  designs  which  are  being 
prepared  by  the  Admiralty  at  the  present 
time  for  the  defence  of  the  Empire  ?  For 
many  years  after  1871,  notwithstanding 
the  recommendations  of  this  Royal  Com 
mission,  very  little  was  done  either  by 
one  Board  of  Admiralty  or  another  to 
carry  out  those  recommendations  and  to 
place  the  Navy  in  a  proper  condition.  Up 
till  about  five  or  six  years  ago  the  only 
thing  we  used  to  hear  from  successive 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  was  that  so 
many  tons  of  shipping  had  been  produced 
during  the  year  just  concluded,  and  the 
First  Lords  for  the  time  being  would  tell 
the  House  and  the  country  that  he  had 
built  so  much  more  than  his  predecessor. 
In  fact,  there  was  a  duel  between  the  two 
sides  as  to  the  number  of  tons  produced, 
and  nothing  whatever  was  said  or  done  as 
to  newdesigns  of  ships  or  guns.  It  was  not 
until  five  or  six  years  ago  that,  through 
the  action  of  the  Press,  the  rottenness  of 
our  Navy  as  compared  with  the  Navy  of 
France  was  exposed,  and  what  was  the 
consequence  of  that  ?  It  was  that  the 
Admiralty  of  the  day  immediately,  with- 
out any  objectiveplan,  began  to  design  and 
to  buildshipsat  haphazard,  with  the  result 
that  we  now  have  a  large  number  of 
battle  ships  and  cruisers,  as  to 
the  utility  of  which  there  is  a  consider- 
able divergence  of  opinion  among  experts. 
Is  the  administration  of  the  Admiralty 
as  to  designs  better  now  than  it  was  five 
or  six  years  ago,  or  than  it  was  in  1871  ? 
I  shall  be  told  that  the  system  of  control 
at  the  Admiralty  is  better  than  it  was. 
But  you  must  judge  of  a  Department  by 
its  fruits.  What  is  it  that  the  Admiralty 
have  given  us  in  ships  during  the  last  few 
years?  I  must  call  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  Members  to  the  resulte  with  regard 
to  the  few  designs  which  have  been 
completed.  The  ImpMetise  and  the 
Warspite,  with  all  their  stores  on  board, 
were  to  have  18  inches  of  armour  above 
the  water-line.  But  in  their  construction 
430  tons  more  iron  was  used  than  was 
originally  intended,  and  when  the  two 
vessels  went  to  sea  their  armour  was 
actually  18  inches  below  the  water-line. 
The  consequence  was  that  these  vessels. 
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instead jof  Vioing  armoured,  were  so  far  un* 
armoured,  iutismuch  as  the  armour  was 
1 8  inches  below  the  water*line.  Two  other 
vessels —the  Ajax  and  the  A^amemnoii 
— were  built  to  steam  14  or  15  knots; 
but,  when  they  were  completed,  it  was 
found  that,  unless  they  deviated  from  the 
direct  *'compass"  course,  they  could  not  be 
propelled  more  than  nine  knots.  I  come 
now  to  the  CoIorsiis  and  the  Colling- 
tvood.  We  all  know  what  occurred  in 
the  case  of  the  CollimjwoofL  In  conse- 
quence of  the  defects  which  were  found 
in  her  guns,  she  lay  at  Spithead  for  aine 
months  as  a  monument  of  the  failure  of 
the  Admiralty.  Then,  again,  take  the 
case  of  some  cruisers  of  the  Scout  and 
M&rsey  clasgj  which,  after  being  brought 
from  the  private  yards,  were  nearly  all 
pulled  to  pieced.  In  consequence  of  the 
alterations  which  were  required  from 
the  original  designs,  sliips  of  the  Mersey 
class  cost  nearly  £50,000  for  altera- 
tions. I  consider  that  this  condition  of 
things  is  a  disgrace  to  the  Admiralty,  I 
will  pQfis  from  this  to  another  point.  I 
find  that  the  condition  of  the  Navy, 
with  respect  to  guns,  is  scarcely  credible. 
The  great  bulk  of  the  ships  in  the  Navy 
are  still  armed  with  the  old  muzzle- 
loading  guns.  There  were  26  ships  in 
the  manoeuvres  last  autumn  whicli  were 
still  armed  with  the  muzzle-loading 
guna  To  have  ships  appearing  on  the 
Navy  List  as  first  and  second-class  sbips 
armed  with  (his  gun  is  misleading  not 
only  Parliament,  but  the  country  also. 
I  do  urge  that  these  guns  should  be  re- 
placed witli  guns  of  a  modern  ty]>e.  The 
latest  illustiution  with  regard  to 
Admiralty  atlminist  ration  is  the  Vic- 
toria, This  vessel  was  commissioned 
eight  or  nine  months  ago  with  a 
great  flourish  of  trumpets,  but,  owing 
to  defects  discovered  in  the  large 
guns,  the  vessel  has  only  just 
been  sent,  or  just  made  ready,  for  aea. 
Several  questions  have  been  asked  in 
this  House  with  regard  to  the  guns 
of  the  Victoria,  If  the  reports  with 
regard  to  the  trials  of  the  guns  be 
correct,  they  amount  to  this^ — that  the 
guns»  when  tested  at  the  full  charge, 
**  wobbled/'  [Lord  G.  Hamiltojt  :  >Yhat 
reports?]  The  reports  in  the  Press. 
Those  are  the  only  reports  which  the 
House  has  to  guide  it  in  such  matters. 
As  to  the  Anson^  it  was  reported  at  the 
Naval  Manceuvres  that  the  electric 
Mr.  Gourhy 


apparatus  required  for   firing  the  largo 
guns  got  out  of  order,  and   the   conse- 
quence was  that  for  some  time  the  vessel, 
lay  upon  the  water  as  useless  for  fighting 
puri>o8es  as  a  log  of  wood.     I   w.is   atf 
Gibraltar  at  the  beginning  of  January,j 
and  the  Benbow  was  also  there  at    that 
time.     It  is  notorious  that  one  of  the 
guns  of  the  Be^ihow  was  said   to  have 
the  same  defect  as  was  found  in  the  guns 
of    the     Victoria,     Tlie     Trafalgar  waa 
tried  the  other  day,  and  in  the   Timei^m 
report  it  was  stated  that  in  firing  one 
the  guns  with  a  full  charge  right  ahead,^ 
one  of  the   beams,   stancliion,  and   bow  J 
plates  were  damaged.     This  proves  tha^ 
the  Tra/idf/ar  has  not  been  finished  with 
that  structural  strength  which  is  neede 
in  a  huge  ship  which  fires  large  guns 
I    maintain    that    the    huge    irouclada 
which  are  still  being  provided  by   tha. 
Admiralty  are  an  utter  waste  of  moneyj 
Before  the  eight  ships  mentioned  in  tho^ 
Naval  Defence  Bill  were  laid  down,  they 
were   condemned   by    such    experts    aa 
Admiral  Commerell  and  Lord  Armstrong, 
Admiral  Commerell  said  he  had  alwayai 
lieen  averse  to  these  large  vessels  l^eingl 
built.      It   was  like    putting  too   manj 
egg^  in  one  basket,  and  smaller  vesscL 
would  equally  well  serve  our  puqiose.. 
This  is  the  opinion  of  one  of  our  mosbl 
able  Admirals.     Then  Lord  Armstrong 
speaking  at  the  launch   of  a   vessel   of  J 
the  cruiser  class  which   had  been  builtfJ 
for  the  Italian  Navy,  said  that  at  the! 
steam  trials  it  had  obtained  the  highesti 
speed  ever  obtained  by  any    seagoingfl 
ship,  and  lie   had  always  held  that  thatil 
new  class  of   ironclad   would   be    moroi 
serviceable  to  the  nation  than  armouredi 
battleships  such  as  were  now  being  built. 
I  think  these  opinions   will    satisfy  th& 
House  that  in  laying  down  such   vessela] 
the    Admiralty   have    made   a   grievoufti 
mistake.     Indeed,  the    Department    has 
been  too  much  in  the  habit  of  providing  . 
ships  of  war  without  any,  what  I  raayj 
call,  objective  grouping.     The  time 
come  when  the  House  ought  to  have 
Committee    to   supervise    and   ascertaiii| 
what  the  Admiralty  are  really  doing.  Wb\ 
have  learned  one  thing  from   the  N'avall 
M^nrouvres,  and  it  is  that  blockading  au  \ 
enemy^s  ports  and  convoy  are  things  of 
the  past.     How,  then,  do  the  Admiralty 
intend   in  fat  a  re  to  protect  the  country 
against  attacks  in  our  different  channels, 
against    our    commercial,     naval,    audj 
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military  ports  around  the  coast  ? 
How  do  they  intend  to  proride  protection 
against  stray  cruisers  which  might  creep 
around  points  for  the  purpose  of  attack- 
ing unprotected  harbours  ?  One  part  of 
the  Admiralty  policy  is  to  blockade  an 
enemy  ;  another  part  of  their  policy  is  to 
convoy  ships  in  time  of  war.  I  hold, 
however,  that  they,  can  do  neither  one 
nor  the  other,  inasmuch  as  blockading  is 
a  thing  of  the  past.  Should  it  be  in- 
tended to  have  naval  manoeuvres  in  the 
autumn,  I  hope  that  all  the  dodging 
witnessed  about  Bantry  Bay  last  year 
will  be  abandoned,  and  that  more  modem 
tactics  in  the  game  of  war  will  be  prac- 
tised. How  do  the  Admiralty  intend  in 
their  new  programme  to  protect  our 
channels,  ports,  trade  routes,  and  colonies? 
Ono  of  the  Admirals  engaged  in  last 
year's  manoeuvres  reported  that  he 
had  shelled  the  City  of  Newcastle  from  a 
distance  of  nine  miles.  We  might  just 
as  well  be  told  that  Calais  had  been 
shelled  from  Dover.  Believing  as  I  do 
that  the  Admiralty  in  the  matter  of  all 
these  designs,  both  of  ships  and  of  guns, 
are  going  on  without  any  objective  point 
in  view,  and  without  system  with  regard 
to  grouping,  or  any  plan  of  campaign,  I 
hope  the  House  will  grant  the  Select 
Committee  I  am  asking  for. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

"  A  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  desijjfns  under  which  Veflsels  of  War 
are  beincr  built  and  equipped  for  the  Navy,— 
(J/r  Oourlny,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.** 

*(5. 1 5.)  Admiral  M AYNE  (Pembroke 
and  Haverfordwest)  :  I  do  not  propose  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  at  any 
length,  but  I  should  like  to  express  my 
sincere  hope  that  the  House  will  not 
grant  the  Committee.  Indeed,  it  would 
appear  from  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  really  wants  three 
Committees  to  inquire  into  the  three 
matters  he  has  brought  before  the  House 
— the  proper  protection  of  our  trade  and 
commerce,  the  question  of  the  guns,  and 
the  question  of  the  design  of  our  ships. 
Last  year  when  a  similar  Committee  was 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 


ford, I  asked  who  were  to  form  such  a 
Committee — who  are  the  Members  of 
the  House  competent  to  judge  whether 
the  ironclad  vessels  proposed  by  the 
Admiralty  are  of  the  right  kind  or  not. 
I  repeat  the  question  now.  We  have 
already  had  a  Committee  of  Naval 
Officers  altogether  outside  the  Admiralty, 
combined  with  the  Chief  Constructor 
and  other  experts.  And  as  to  the 
opinions  of  the  two  distinguished  men 
whom  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
has  quoted,  I  think  it  will  be  found 
that  Admiral  Commerell,  although  in 
favour  of  smaller  ships,  never  proposed 
to  put  large  guns  into  little  cockle-boats 
which  would  bob  up  and  down  in  the 
sea  in  such  a  way  that  no  steady  aim 
could  be  taken  with  them.  Then,  with 
regard  to  the  ship  which  Lord  Armstrong 
built  for  the  Italian  Navy,  it  was  not 
intended  to  put  large  guns  in  such 
a  ship.  She  was  not  meant  for  a  battle- 
ship at  all.  The  hon.  Member  says  that  this 
type  of  ship  is  rapidly  becoming  more 
popular.  Undoubtedly  it  is,  but  neither 
Lord  Armstrong  nor  anybody  else  has 
even  suggested  it  could  take  the  place  of 
a  battleship  ;  and  so  long  as  foreign 
nations  have  these  ships,  so  long  must 
we  have  them.  The  hon.  Member  has 
found  fault  with  the  limitations  of  Lord 
Dufferin's  Committee.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  he  Avill  find,  if  he  reads  the  evidence 
and  the  Report  carefully,  that,  although 
the  scope  of  Committee  was  to  a  certain 
extent  limited,  they  by  no  means  limited 
themselves  in  their  Report,  but  that  they 
expressed  very  distinct  views  as  to  what 
should  bo  the  character  of  our  battleship. 
One  of  the  results  of  their  recommenda- 
tions was  the  Inflexible,  which  is, 
at  the  same  time,  one  of  the  most 
costly  and  the  least  effective  of 
our  battleships.  Indeed,  it  is  not  a 
matter  for  wonder  that  these  gentlemen, 
able  as  they  were,  did  get  into  some 
sort  of  conf asion  after  having  so  many 
persons  before  them,  each  recommending 
the  adoption  of  different  kinds  of  vessels. 
It  was  enough  to  puzzle  any  one,  and  I 
believe  any  such  Committee  of  this  House 
as  is  proposed  would  be  still  less  able  to 
avoid  confusion.  Besides,  the  opinions  of 
experts  have  changed,  even  since  Lord 
Dufferin's  Committee  sat,  as  to  both 
the  armour  and  the  design  of  battleships* 
I  believe  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff,  who 
is    an    expert    in    these    matters,    has 
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considerably  changed  his  opinions  as  to 
the  class  of  vessel  which  should  be 
built*  If  we  have  arms  of  pi*e- 
ciBion  we  must  get  the  steadiest  pos- 
sible platform  in  order  to  secure  the 
full  advantage  of  these  costly  weapons. 
I  am  not  going  to  follow  the  hon. 
Member  into  the  question  of  the  muzzle- 
loader  and  of  the  **  wobbling "  of  the 
gun,  for  it  seems  to  me  that  anylx)dy  who 
could  describe  the  action  of  a  gun  in 
that  way  must  have  been  himself  some- 
what in  the  condition  the  word  expressed. 
I  am  altogether  unaware  how  the 
rauzzle  of  a  gun  could  **  wobble/'  in  the 
ordinary  acceptetion  of  the  term.  The 
history  of  the  guns,  however,  is  no  new 
one,  nor  is  it  to  be  remedied  in  the 
way  suggested  by  the  hon,  Gentleman. 
The  facte  have  been  published  in  every 
newspaper  in  the  country  for  the  last 
year  or  more*  There  is  no  concealment, 
and  over  and  over  again  we  have  been 
told  that  the  most  strenuous  efforts  are 
being  made  to  remedy  what  we  all  know 
has  been  a  great  fault,  and  to  provide 
the  guns  more  quickly.  Nobody,  of 
course,  doubts  that  our  battleships 
ehould  be  most  carefully  designed,  and 
no  persons  could  have  Imlf  the  interest 
in  urging  this  which  the  officers  and 
men  have,  who  have  to  go  afloat  in  them, 
I  will  again  say  that  such  a  Com- 
mittee as  is  proposed  could  not  pos- 
sibly do  any  good ;  the  responsibility 
must  rest  ^vith  the  Admiralty,  who,  of 
course,  before  deciding  on  any  particular 
design  consult  experts  and  officers. 

•(5.25.)  The  FIRST  LORD  or  the 
ADMIRALTY  (Lord  George  Hamiltos, 
Middlesex,  Ealing) :  I  think  there  are 
conclusive  reasons  why  the  House  should 
not  assent  to  this  Motion.  Three  years 
ago  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
made  a  similar  Motion,  and  it  was  not 
then  favourably  received  by  the  House, 
Last  year  we  had  a  most  exhaustive  dis- 
cussion on  the  question,  and  the  House 
then  decided  to  place  in  the  hands  of  the 
Admiralty  the  responsibility  of  carrj^ing 
out  the  designs,  the  full  details  of  which 
were  laid  before  it.  The  designs  which  are 
being  carried  out  at  the  present  moment, 
in  fact,  have  been  more  thoroughly 
discussed  tlrnn  the  designs  of  any  other 
ships  ever  built  by  the  country.  Last 
year  I  undertook  before  any  battle- 
shijjs  were  built  to  appoint  a  number  of 
naval  ollicers  to  confer  with  the  Lords  of 
Admiral  Mai/no 


the  Admiralty  as  to  the  designs  of  ouf  ^ 
warships,  and  a   practically  unanimous] 
opinion  was  come  to  on  the  matter.     ThaJ 
hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  challenged  the 
decisions   arrived   at,  and   there    was 
further  examination  before  the  Societj 
of  Naval  Architects^  with  the  result  that 
the    designs    of     the    Admiralty    were 
almost   unanimously   approved.      Subse- 
quently a  statutory  obligation  was  pL 
on  the  Admiralty  by  Act  of  Parhamont 
to  complete  the  ships  ordered.     Cootracti 
were  then  entered  into,  tlie  ships  wer 
laid  down,  and  they  are  now  in  course  < 
construction.      It  would    be   absolutelj 
impossible,  therefore,  in   these   circum-l 
stances,  to  appoint  such  a  Committee  afl  J 
that   proposed.     I  will  go  further,  and 
mij  that  if  we  want  to  get  satisfactory 
designs  I  do  not  think  we  shall  ever  ge%' 
them  from  the  Select  Committee  of  thd 
House,      I   should    like    to  remind    the 
House  that  last  year,  when  I  spoke  on 
the  question  of  the  designs  of  our  shi|] 
I  said,  speaking  on   behalf  of  the  Admi*^ 
ralty,  that   the    Board  would    do    theii 
best  to  meet  the  general  wishes  expressed 
both  by  the  Service  and  the  House  ; 
in  regard  to  all  the  matters  particularly 
referred  to,  including  higher  freeboard, ' 
guns  of  greater  elevation,  more  engine 
power,  and    other   points,  those   wisheft 
have    been   met.      It   is   very   easy   to 
criticise  the  armament  of  the  Navy  ;  but 
it  is  essential  that  those  who  do  so  should 
bring  a  little   knowledge  to  bear  on  thi 
subject.      The   hon.  Member  has  found 
great  fault  with  the  Admiralty  because  i 
large    number    of     British     ships     ar0 
armed    with    muzzle-loaders ;     but    ou 
latest     type    of     muzzle-loader     is    no 
inferior   to   the  great   majority   of    thd 
breech- loading  guns  of  foreign  nations 
It    is  not  so  easy  to   i*e-arm  a  ship  afl 
tlio    lion.    Member    seems    to     believed 
Such  a  work  involves  much  raorp  tha 
the  substitution  of  one  gun  for  anotherJ 
it  necessitates  the  placing  of  new  gui 
platforms,    the    re-arrangement    of   tht 
magazines,  and    sometimes   it    require^ 
almost  the  re -construction  of  the  interior 
of  a  vessel.     Some  of  our  ironclads  could 
not   be  re-armed    at   a   lesa    cost   than 
£100,000,     With  regard  to  the   llO-tou 
gun,  a  great  many  inaccurate  and  absnr 
statements  have  been  made  about  it.     If 
only   the   gun  had  an   individuality,  il 
could    get    an     enormous    amount 
compensation  in  the  Law  Courts  for  th^ 
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dftmage  done  to  its  reputation.  The  hon. 
Member  seems  to  think  it  wobbled  at  the 
muzzle  whenever  it  was  fired.  Let  me 
remind  him  that  when  these  guns  are 
officially  tested  they  are  fired,  not  merely 
with  a  full  charge,  but  with  a  charge  25 
per  cent,  in  excess  of  a  full  charge. 
During  the  past  year  these  guns  have  been 
subjected  to  the  most  exhaustive  trials, 
and  no  gun  was  ever  more  severely 
tested  than  the  one  intended  for  the 
Victoria,  which  has  been  sent  back  to 
the  contractors  in  consequence  of  some 
defects  it  showed.  It  will  probably  sur- 
prise the  hon.  Member  to  know  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  Sir  B.  Baker,  pro- 
bably one  of  the  foremost  engineers  of 
the  day,  who,  in  conjunction  with  Sir  J. 
Fowler,  designed  the  Forth  Bridge,  a  gun 
of  the  length  and  weight  of  the  110-ton 
gun  must,  from  its  own  weight,  show  some 
depression.  The  hon.  Gentleman  went  on 
to  speak  of  the  Trafalgar;  but,  in 
reference  to  that  vessel,  it  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  on  all  these  turret 
ships  of  low  freeboard  it  is  anticipated 
that  the  whole  of  the  deck  will  be  shot 
away  in  action.  Having  given  us  his 
opinion  of  the  ships  of  which  he  does  not 
approve,  the  hon.  Gentleman  also  gave 
his  opinion  of  the  ships  of  which  he  does 
approve,  and  in  this  category  he  men- 
tioned the  Piemqnte.  For  my  part,  I 
do  not  wish  to  detract  in  any  way  from 
the  performances  of  that  vessel.  The 
Fiemo7ite  has  certainly  exhibited  a  speed 
never  before  attained  by  a  ship  of  that 
size,  and  carries  an  enormous  number 
of  guns ;  but  I  do  not  think  she 
will  be  found  to  be  a  very  comfort- 
able sea-going  vessel ;  and  it  is  certain 
that  no  vessel  of  her  construction  can 
carry  a  sufficient  number  of  men  to 
man  all  her  guns  and  a  sufficient  quantity 
of  ammunition  to  meet  the  demands 
which  might  be  made  upon  her  for  any 
length  of  time.  It  may  be  that  she 
would  prove  useful  to  the  Italian  Govern- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  making  a  rush 
out  of  port  upon  some  hostile  cruiser ; 
but,  in  my  opinion,  she  would  be  entirely 
nnsuited  to  the  purposes  of  the  British 
Navy,  in  which  ships  are  wanted  that 
are  able  to  keep  at  sea  and  fight  their 
guns  in  all  weathers.  After  having 
examined  very  carefully  into  this  subject 
with  the  assistance  of  my  professional 
advisers,  I  have  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  vessels  of  that  character  would  not 
VOL.  CCCXUI.      [third  series.] 


be  suitable  to  the  British  Navy.  I  think 
I  have  now  given  sufficient  reasons  why 
the  Committee  should  reject  the  proposal 
to  refer  the  matter  to  a  Select  Committee, 
and  I  hope  the  majority  of  the  House 
will  accept  the  views  I  have  stated. 

*(5.33.)  Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Brad- 
ford.  Central)  :  I  merely  rise  to  say  that 
I  cannot  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  to  refer  this 
question  relating  to  our  ships  to  a  Select 
Committee.  I  do  not  believe  that  this 
House  could  form  a  Committee  that 
would  carry  sufficient  authority  or 
weight  with  the  country  generally 
on  so  difficult  a  subject.  I  have  my- 
self long  been  of  opinion  that  it 
would  be  desirable  to  appoint  a  B«oyal 
Commission,  composed  of  the  highest 
scientific  and  professional  knowledge  out- 
side this  House,  with  a  view  of  con- 
sidering the  designs  of  ships  of  a  larger 
class  ;  in  1887  I  made  a  proposal  of  t^at 
kind  to  the  House.  The  noble  Lord  on 
that  occasion  said  he  did  not  propose  to 
lay  down  any  more  ironclads  of  the  larger 
type.  But  only  two  years  had  elapsed 
when  last  year  the  noble  Lord  made  a 
great  change  in  his  policy  and  proposed 
to  lay  down  eight  battleships  of  the 
largest  kind.  If  at  that  time  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me  had  proposed 
that  we  should  appoint  a  Royal 
Commission,  such  as  I  have  sug- 
gested, I  should  have  been  ready 
to  have  given  him  my  support ;  but  this 
House  has,  after  full  consideration  and 
discussion,  agreed  to  adopt  the  proposals 
made  by  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty, 
and  I  believe  that  those  eight  vessels  have 
already  been  laid  down  and  advanced  to 
a  certain  stage ;  I  think,  therefore,  it 
would  be  useless  for  us  at  the  present 
moment  to  ask  the  House  even  to  appoint 
a  Eoyal  Commission.  Much,  therefore, 
as  I  regret  the  loss  of  an  opportunity  of 
appointing  such  a  Commission,  I  think 
it  would  be  useless  at  this  moment  to 
make  the  proposal.  Should  it,  however,  be 
intended  to  add  any  number  of  ironclads 
of  the  largest  type  to  our  fleet,  I  should 
be  inclined  to  ask  this  House  to  consider 
whether  it  would  not  be  advisable  to 
appoint  a  Royal  Commission.  Looking 
bock  to  the  Royal  Commission  of  1871, 
presided  over  by  Lord  DufEerin,  I  have 
always  considered  that  was  a  body  of  a 
very  important  character,  and  that  it 
made  a  very  valuable.  The  noble  Lord 
2  P 
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has  told  us  that  he  has  taken  the  advice 
of  some  8  or  10  of  the  best  professional 
advisers,  and  I  am  sorrj  he  did  not  also 
call  in  some  of  the  best  scientifie  anthori- 
ties,  such,  for  instance,  as  Sir  WiUiam 
JVrin strong  and  other  eminent  men  of 
Ah  at  character.  With  regard  to  our 
Numl  officers,  I  do  not  think  that  any 
-:nd Vance  wkich  has  been  made  in  naval 
<^3nstruction  is  attributable  to  them  so 
much  as  to  the  scientific  men  of  the  day 
in  and  outside  the  Admiralty.  I  therefore 
-think  it  would  have  been  better  if  the 
oohle  Lord  had  taken  into  consultation 
-t*(ime  of  those  emiueht  scientists  in  addi- 
tion to  the  professional  advice  he  baa 
^sought.  However,  the  thing  is  now 
•done-  The  vessels  liave  been  com- 
miMiced,  and  are  somewhat  advanced,  and 
any  fresh  Commission  or  further  advice 
on  the  subject  would  bo  useless.  Under 
4hese  cii-cnmstances,  I  hope  my  hon. 
BViend  will  not  put  the  House  to  the 
trouble  of  a  Division,  but  will  content 
iiimself  with  the  speech  he  has  made, 
Jind  the  speech  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Acfmiralty,  that  has  dealt  with  a  number 
■of  interesting  topics. 

•Mb.  GOURLEY  :  I  beg  leave  to  with- 
-draw  my  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdj'awn. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  FUNDS. 
*(5.35.)     Sir  J.    PITLESTON  (Devon- 
port)  :  As  I  find  it  would  not  be  in  order 
for  me  to  raoire  the  Motion  I  have  placed 
upon  the  Papep|  namely — 

*<That  a  Select  Committee  he  appointed  to 
fnrpiire  into  the  subject  of  the  Greenwich 
Ilospitul  FuDds  undthe  paymeat  of  Ureenwlcli 
peoaions/* 

i  will  merely  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  the  Government  are 
f)reptvred  to  put  the  charges  now  made 
ajKin  Greenwich  Hospital  Funds  for 
Seamen's  Eeserved  PenBions  upon  the 
•Oousolidated  Fund?  I  hojie  the  noble 
Lord  will  be  able  to  give  a  satisfactory 
answer  to  this*  question, 

•(5.36.)    Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  I  can 

•only  speak  again  with  permission  of  the 

House.     This  is  rather  an  involved  and 

complicated  question.     Tltere  has  been  a 

difference  of  opinion  between  the  Trea- 

Hury  and   the  Admiralty  for  years  t\s  ti-y 

^^'hether  certain  charges  should  or  should 

jaot   be   paid   out  of  the   funds   of  the 

Mr,  SIhaw  Le/mre 


Greenwich  Hospital;  the  Treasury  takinj 
one  view  and  the  Admiralty  another 
We  have  to  meet  certain  obligations  andF 
to  make  certain  pensions  to  wlxich  certain 
pensioners  are  entitled,  and  to  do  thiq 
these  are  the  only  funds  at  our  dia 
posal ;  but  I  have  been  in  communication 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chau<i 
cell  or  of  the  Exchequer  upon  the  subject^ 
and  1  think  it  will  perhaps  be  better  i| 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  briefl] 
state  hiis  view  of  the  question. 
*(5.37.)  The  CHANCELLOR  m 
EXCHEQUER  (Mr.  Gosche^,  St^ 
George's,  Hanover  Square) :  The  mattei 
is  one  which  involves  somewhat  ancient 
histoiy,  because  it  goes  Ijack  as  far  as  th« 
year  1876.  At  that  time  the  Treasur 
informed  the  Admiralty  that  they  muj^ 
still  place  those  pensions  on  the  GreenJ 
wicb.  Funds.  They  said  they  could  see 
no  reason  for  the  transfer  of  the 
pensions  to  the  Consolidated  Fund 
long  as  the  Greenwich  Hospital  fundii 
were  not  insufficient  to  meet  the  chafg<*J 
I  have  examined  into  the  funds  of  the 
HfDspital  to  see  how  far  they  are  sutfi- 
cient  to  meet  those  charges;  but  through 
the  reduction  in  the  interest  in  Consols, 
and  other  matters,  I  see  that  the  balance 
of  income  over  exj>enditure  is  now  ex- 
tremely small.  If  it  should  appear,  as  " 
thijak  it  possible,  in  looking  into  thfl 
matter,  that  the  charges  on  the  Fund 
such  as  almost  to  exceed  the  in  come  J 
looking  at  the  liabilities  which  may 
placed  upon  them,  in  that  case 
Treasury  would  consent  to  transfer  soin 
of  the  pensions,  namely,  those  payable  J 
to  men  between  50  and  55  to  the  Nav 
Fund,  and  so  far  to  relieve  the  Hospiti 
from  that  charge. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLT— NAVY  SUPPLEMENTARY 

ESTIMATES,  18S9-90. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

1.  X350,000»    Supplementary,    NavalJ 
Armaments, 

*(5.480      Mr.    ROBERT   W.    DUFl 
(BanfFshire) :    I   wish    to  ask  the  Firsli 
Lord  of  the    Admiralty  what  course  hoi 
intends  to  pursue — whether   we    are  ta 
have   a    discussion    on    Vote    1,    and 
discussion  on    the    Supplementary  Esti-J 
mates? 
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Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  I  think  it 
woald  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
Committee  if  we  had  a  general  discussion 
on  Vote  1.  I  thought  it  would  be  more 
convenient  if  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates were  discussed  as  usual. 

•Mr.  DUFF:  A  discussion  of  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  will  not  be 
precluded  ? 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  No. 
(5.49.)  Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  : 
Sir,  I  have  one  or  two  general  remarks 
to  make  on  this  Estimate,  which  it  is 
very  clear  was  made  by  the  Admi- 
ralty at  the  last  moment.  We  have  the 
statement  issued  by  the  First  Lord  in 
regard  to  the  Estimates  for  the  coming 
year,  and  it  is  clear  that  at  that  time  the 
Department  had  no  idea  whatever  that 
this  specific  Estimate  would  have  to  be 
presented.  He  begins  his  statement  by 
saying  that  the  expenditure  for  the 
coming  year  would  exceed  the  Estinwte 
for  last  year  by  £110,000.  Well,  if  he 
knew  at  that  time  that  a  £350,000  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  was  to  be  asked  for, 
clearly  that  was  not  accurate.  Therefore, 
it  is  clear  that  it  came  to  the  knowledge 
even  of  the  First  Lord  so  late  as  the  first 
week  in  March,  that  this  extra  amount 
would  have  to  be  asked  for  this  Ord- 
nance Vote.  That  points  to  one  or  two 
conclusions  in  my  mind.  In  the  first 
place  it  shows  pretty  clearly  that  the 
way  in  which  the  Admiralty  give  these 
orders  to  the  Ordnance  factories  is  not 
very  satisfactory.  It  shows  that  the 
Admiralty  does  not  at  the  beginniog  of 
the  year  make  a  definite  statement  of 
what  guns  it  requires.  It  trusts  merely 
to  chance,  and  takes  what  the  War 
Office,  which  has  control  of  this  Vote, 
may  give  it.  Only  at  the  last  moment 
is  it  found  that  the  War  Office  is  able  to 
find  guns  and  ammunition  to  the  extent 
of  £350,000  more  than  anticipated. 
That  is  not  a  satisfactory  way  of  doing 
business  as  between  the  Admiralty 
and  the  War  Office.  Another  thing  is 
this — and  it  is  what  ought  to  be  com- 
plained of — it  shows  that  the  Admiralty 
knows  nothing  of  how  its  guns  are  to 
be  supplied ;  it  simply  has  to  take  from 
time  to  time  what  the  War  Office  may 
give  it.  It  is  a  point  to  which  the 
Treasury  have  called  attention,  and  I  did 
hope  that  by  this  time,  at  any  rate,  they 
would  have  got  things  on  a  more  satis- 
factory footing.     There  has  been  a  very 


curious  correspondence  between  the 
Admiralty  and  the  Treasury ;  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty^  writing  on 
the  18th  May,  1889,  said  there  was 
great  distrust  of  the  figures  respecting 
the  expenditure  by  the  War  Office,  of 
which  no  account  had  yet  been  received. 
Have  they  had  any  account  now  of 
this  money  for  which  they  are  asking 
the  Supplementary  Estimate  ?  They 
are  asking  for  this  extra  money  in  March, 
1890 ;  and  yet  last  year,  even  in  May, 
they  did  not  know  what  had  been  the 
expenditure  by  the  War  Office,  or  how  it 
was  to  be  accounted  for,  up  till  March  of 
the  preceding  year.  The  Treasury  says 
the  Admiralty  ought  to  insist  on  having 
every  information  from  the  War  Office, 
month  after  month,  week  after  week,  of 
how  the  Navy  is  being  supplied  by  the 
Ordnance  factories.  The  Treasury  says 
the  Ordnance  factories  stand  in  the  same 
relation  to  the  Admiralty  as  ordinary 
contractors,  and  there  should  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  obtaining  the  requisite  informa- 
tion as  to  the  progress  of  the  work  being 
done.  The  Admiralty  ought  to  treat  the 
War  Office  and  the  Ordnance  factories 
exactly  as  it  would  any  private  con- 
tractor, and  ascertain  exactly  whether  its 
orders  are  being  supplied  or  are  not. 
The  wording  of  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate is  rather  peculiar.  It  says  the  War 
Office  "  expects  "  that  during  the  year 
they  will  exceed  the  Estimate.  When  is 
it  expected  ?  Only  three  weeks  before 
the  end  of  the  year.  Surely  the  War 
Office  ought  to  be  able  to  say  exactly 
bow  much  they  can  supply  the  Admiralty. 
Although  it  only  "expects"  to  exceed 
the  Estimates,  yet  the  amount  of  the 
Supplementary  Estimate,  £350,000,  is 
almost  a  fourth  of  the  original  Estimate. 
It  is  a  very  loose  way  of  doing  business, 
and  we  have  some  right  to  ask  how  the 
War  Office  and  the  Admiralty  really  do 
carry  on  the  public  business.  Again,  are 
the  Admiralty  satisfied  that  they  are 
going  to  get  value  for  this  £350,000 
during  the  current  year?  We  do  not 
think  they  got  it  last  year.  These  March 
payments  are  always  very  suspicious,  and 
they  always  are  larger  than  the  payments 
for  the  preceding  quarters  of  the  year.  A 
great  deal  more  work  is  turned  out  that  more 
money  may  be  claimed  in  the  last  quarter 
than  in  the  three  previous  quarters.  Last 
year,  for  instance,  the  charge  for  work 
done  in  the  first  three  quarters  was 
2  P  2 
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£213,000;  and  during  the  last  quarter 
it  was  £103,000.  What  is  the  Admi- 
ralty actually  to  receive  in  return  for 
this  J&35Q,6001  What  c^marantee  is 
there  that  this  ordnance  will  actually 
be  supplied  during  the  current  financial 
year  ?  I  have  some  doubts  whether  this 
is  not  really  to  meet  another  difficulty. 
The  Ordnance  Factories^  Vote  is  entirely 
distinct,  1  understand,  from  the  Army 
Estimates.  Inasninch  as  the  Ordnance 
Factory  Vote  has  not  btren  pix)poBed, 
they  have,  of  course,  U^  get  money  to 
carry  on  the  OKlnance  Factories.  I  am 
afraid  that  this  £350,000  is  not  actually 
being  taken  to  pay  for  matt-rid  supphed 
to  the  Admiralty,  but  that  it  is.  practi- 
cally, a  Btirt  of  Vote  on  Account  to  carry 
on  the  Ordnance  Factories  during  a  por- 
tion of  the  coming  year.  If  that  be 
so,  we  ought  to  have  it  told 
us  very  distinctly.  I  am  sure  that  just 
as  confusion  arose  in  the  past  so  it  will 
arise  in  the  futuie  if  the  Admiralty  and 
the  War  Office  are  allowed  to  muddle  up 
their  accounts  in  this  way.  I  should 
like  to  have  an  explanation  of  the  very 
large  increase  under  the  heading  **  Small 
Arms  and  Miscellaneous/'  I  find  that 
the  Supplementary  Vote  is  almost  as 
large  as  the  original  Vote,  1  should 
like  a  little  more  information  on  that 
point.  Another  question  I  wish  to  ask 
is  whether  out  of  the  special  fund  set 
aside  for  ordnance,  the  ctni  tractors 
liave  supplied  sufficient  guns  and  mate- 
riel for  the  amount  taken  out  of  tlie 
fund  ?  I  want  to  know  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  special  fund  is  lieing  starved 
in  order  that  this  additional  amount  may 
be  found.  I  have  no  further  remarks 
to  make  upon  this  point.  I  am  simply 
trying  to  get  these  accounts  between  the 
War  Office  and  the  Admira.lty  placed  on 
a  more  business-like  footing  than  they 
occupy  at  present,  and  in  trying  to  do 
that  I  am  sure  I  liave  the  supjiort  of  the 
Treasury, 

%5.59.)  Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  Sir, 
my  hon.  Friend  is  quite  right  in  calling 
attention  to  the  large  amount  of  the 
Supplementary  Estimate,  and  in  asking 
for  additional  information.  When  we 
took  over  the  Vote  for  m*val  ordnance 
from  the  War  Office  two  years  ago  we 
were  informed  that  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  financial  year 
we  would  bo  responsible  for  all  the 
liabilities  as  to  naval  ordnance. 
Mr.  Hanbtiry 


We  had  to  commence  with  half  a  millioij 
of  liabilities  more  than  we  anticipated, 
watched  the  expenditure  closely,  feeling 
it  to  be  of  primary  importance   that  ihm 
ships   should   not  be    kept   waiting   for" 
guns  or  ammunition.     Little  by  little^  as 
the  year  went  on,  the  prospect  of  requir 
ing   a  Supplementary    Estimate    dimit] 
ished  until  ultimately  there  was  an  actua 
surrender    of    £100,000.     So    that,    \t 
addition  to  the  half  million  of  liabilitie 
we   had  taken  over  from  the  preceding 
year,      we     had     another     liability     o^ 
£100,000,  on  account  of  the  surrende 
in  a  subsequent  year.     In  framing  mj 
Estimate,  I  had  great  difficulties  to  faca 
Some    of    the     contractors    liavo     onlj 
recently  increased  their  plant,  and  car 
not  say  how  it  will  work,  consequentH 
they  are  unable  t-o  give  anythtng  like  i 
reliable  forecast  as  to  the  amount  of  thef^ 
output.     And  in  the  second  place,  thei 
business  is  [peculiarly  liable  to  strikes 
Thci'e     have    been     during     the 
two      years     a      number     of      strikea 
We  have  a  large  order  with  the  Maxi 
Nordenfelt  Company,  but  owing  to  tliJ 
difficulties   they    have   had    with    theii 
workmen,   they  are  very  much  behind 
hand  with  the  contract.   We  have  not  al 
the  information  to  hand  with  regard  ta 
these  matters  that  we  could  desb^e,  bul 
there  has  been  a  marked  improvemenl 
this  year  over  last  year,  and  I  hope  tha 
aft?r  further  consultation  ^ith  the  Wa 
Office,  and,  if  necessary,  by  the  appoint 
ment  of   a    Committee   to  go  into  thes 
questions,   we   shall    get  u|xjn   a   mor 
satisfact<3r}^  footing,     The   nation  in  on| 
sense  is  better  off,  owing  to  the  arranga 
ments   which  have  been  made,  becaus^ 
we    have    saved    the    interest    on    th| 
£600,000    to   which    I    have    referred 
and    are    only    now     called     upon     t^ 
pay     for      oi'dnance,      which,     if      the 
contractors  had  only  been  up  to  time,  wa 
should  have  had  to  pay  for  some  montlii 
ago.     The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  HanburyJ 
asked    if    we  should  get  value  for  ou 
money  this  year.      Well,  wo  only    pal 
on  receiving  certificates  that  the  good 
have  iK^eu  jxissed,  and  we   are  informed 
that  tliere  is  no  doubt  wliatover  that  th^ 
contractors  will  earn   the   whole  of  tl 
£350,000  before  the  close  of  the  present 
financial  year,     T  have  shown  that  thi 
large  Supplementary  Estimate  is  caused 
by  tlie  surrender  of  two  years*  back,  and 
if  the  Committee  wUl  consider  that  th 
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two  Departments  had  to  undertake  a 
large,  difficult,  and  complicated  business 
it  will  admit  that  we  have  succeeded 
better  than  coald  have  been  anticipated ; 
and  though  we  shall  have  to  face 
difficulties  from  time  to  time  until 
the  "contractors  have  mastered  the 
processes  of  manufacture,  I  am  sure 
we  have  broken  the  backbone  of  our 
difficulties.  I  believe  that  in  the  future 
we  shall  have  reliable  information,  and 
shall  not  be  obliged  to  ask  the  House 
for  a  large  Supplementary  Estimate. 

(6.8.)  Mr.  HANBURY  :  The  noble 
Lord  has  spoken  a  great  deal  about 
contractors,  but  they  were  not  so  much 
in  my  mind's  eye  as  the  Ordiiance 
Factory  itself.  We  want'  to  have  a 
check  upon  the  officials  there.  We  want 
to  know  distinctly  what  check  the 
Admiralty  has  on  the  work  of  the 
Ordnance  Factory,  so  as  to  know  that 
it  is  being  done — and  done  up  to  date. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  Last  year  a 
special  Naval  officer  was  appointed  to 
inspect,  on  behalf  of  the  Admiralty,  the 
materials  supplied  by  the  Ordnance 
Department.  In  that  way,  independ- 
ently of  the  information  the  War  Office 
^ves,  we  have  reliable  information  of 
everything  the  Ordnance  Factory  has  in 
hand. 

(6.10.)  Sir  W.  PLOWDEN  (Wol- 
verhampton, W.) :  With  regard  to 
the  question  just  put — as  to  our  getting 
full  value  for  the  money  laid  out — I  wish 
to  say  that  I  have  been  reading  the 
Report  of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General,  and  I  find  it  there  stated  that  a 
large  claim  was  made  by  the  War  Office 
for  guns  and  warlike  stores,  and  was  not 
supported  by  any  certificate  from  the 
Commissary  General.  Possibly  a  change 
may  have  been  made  in  the  method  of 
arranging  thes3  things  since  the  accounts 
were  presented,  but  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General  certainly  draws  atten- 
tion here  to  the  fact  that  payment  should 
be  made  on  production  of  certificate. 
A  letter  was  addressed  by  him  to  the 
Admiralty  on  the  19th  December,  1889, 
but  uo  reply  was  received. 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
BALTr  (Mr.  Forwood,  Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  :  The  course  of  practice  between 
the  War  Office  and  the  Admiralty  in 
reference  to  payments  for  work  done  by 
the  War  Office  for  the  Admiralty  is  that 
the  Admiralty  are  satisfied  with  a  cer- 


tificate that  the  work  has  been  done, 
and  it  is  not  the  province  or  the  duty  of 
the  Admiralty  to  examine  the  books  of 
the  War  Office.  That  is  ,  done  by  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  in  due 
course.  We  have  no  option  but  to  take 
the  certificate  from  those  responsible 
that  they  have  received  the  goods  or 
expended  the  money  on  account  of  the 
Admiralty. 

Sib  W.  PLOWDEN  :  Perhaps  I  have 
not  made  myself  sufficiently  clear.  I  can 
understand  that  these  certificates  are 
required ;  but  in  the  case  I  have  referred 
to,  the  statement  of  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General  is  that  no  certificate 
was  given. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  When  the  hon. 
Gentleman  talks  about  the  War  Office 
being  a  responsible  Department,  and  its 
word  being  taken  without  a  certificate,  is 
it  to  be  understood  that  that  is  to  be  the 
definite  policy  in  the  future  ?  The 
Treasury  have  laid  it  down  as  their 
opinion  that  the  War  OflBce  and  the 
Ordnance  Department  should  be  treated 
like  private  contractors,,  and  should  have 
their  accounts  scrutinised  as  carefully. 
Is  the  Admiralty  in  its  dealings  with  the 
War  Office  going  to  treat  the  War  Office 
as  a  privileged  Department,  whose 
accounts  are  not  to  be  looked  into  as 
thoroughly  as  those  of  private  contractors? 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  We  pay  on 
certificates  which  are  given  by  officers 
of  the  War  Office  as  in  the  case  of  other 
contractors.  We  require  to  see  the 
certificates  relating  to  work  in  the 
Ordnance  Factory  as  we  do  certificates 
from  other  contractors.  That  seems  to 
me  the  only  possible  course  to  take.  As 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Forwood)  has 
pointed  oat  we  do  not  inspect  or  audit 
the  accounts.  That  is  done  by  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General. 

*(6.15.)  Mr.  CAMPBELL  BANNER- 
MAN  (Stirling,  &c.) :  Are  the  War 
Office  certificates  given  by  the  officers 
of  the  Ordnance  Department,  or  by  the 
Inspector's  Department  in  the  War 
Office? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  By  those  who  pass  the 
goods. 

*Mr.  DUFF:  I  have  not  heard  an 
answer  given  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  who  has  referred  to  a 
case  where   money  was   paid  for   g^ns . 
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witliout  a  certificate.  It  will  be  found 
on  page  168  of  the  Appropriation 
Account,  £10,000  waa  paid  before  the 
contract  was  entered  into.  ITiat  seems 
to  me  a  bad  principle,  and  it  is  one 
wbicK  the  Public  Accounts*  Committee 
has  frequently  rep:)rted  against.  Accord- 
ing t?:>  the  Report  of  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General,  no  one  seems  to  know 
what  has  become  of  this  £10,000.  It  is 
in  dispute  between  Messrs.  Armstrongand 
the  Admiralty  at  the  present  moment,  I 
believe.  We  ought  to  have  some  nnder- 
Btanding  from  the  War  Office  or  the 
Admiralty  that  Isefore  money  is  advanced 
in  this  way  the  contract  shall  be  signed, 
and  that  money  will  not  be  advanced  ex- 
cept on  the  certificate  of  a  responsible 
officer. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  There  are  special  cir- 
cumstances  cnnnected  with  this  £10,000 
which  I  think  I  can  explain  to  the 
satisfaction  of  hon.  Members.  An 
arrangement  was  entered  into  ^th 
Messrs.  Armstrong  to  construct  certain 
4^7  guns.  At  the  time  the  arrangement 
iTte  made  the  4*7  guns  were  a  new 
weapon  just  introduced  into  the  service, 
and  the  precise  fiirm  it  would  take  before 
it  was  completed  could  not  be  determined 
at  the  time.  It  could  only  be  determined 
by  experience,  and,  therefore,  the  final 
specification  was  not  driiwn  up  at  the 
time.  Meanwhile,  Messrs.  Armstrong 
were  entitled  to  advrvnces  when  they  had 
in  their  works  steel  or  material  equal  to 
a  larger  amount  than  the  amount  ad- 
vanced. The  £10,000  was  advanced  on 
account  of  miteruJ  in  the  hands  of 
Messrs.  Armstrong. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

NAVY  ESTIMATES,  1800-91. 

2.  68,800  men  and  lx>ys. 

(6.22.)  CoMHANDEE  BETHELL  (York, 
E.  R.,  Holderness)  :  On  this  Vote  it  will 
be  in  order  to  raise  a  general  discussiou 
on  the  Naxy,  I  have  received  a  large  num- 
ber of  letters  respecting  the  0]x»nitions  of 
last  year»  and  some  of  my  correspondents 
tell  me  that  during  those  operations  the 
newer  vessels  showed  grave  signs  of 
weakness  in  construction.  I  am  afraid 
that  in  some  of  these  ships  the  tendency 
to  lighten  the  hull  has  been  carried  too 
itkv.  My  noble  Friend  will  see  that  a 
grave  error  has  been  committed  if  iron- 
clads have  been  bnilt  bo  lightly  that 
Mr.  Duff 


they  are  unable  to  use  their  full  power, 
I  am  glad  to  see    the  Admii^lty  have 
recognised   tliat  it  is   a   very   essential 
matter  to  have  largo  boilers,  and  boiler 
of  Yerj  considerable  weight.     With 
gard  to  trials  of  speed,  the  noble  Lor 
has  verj^  properly  decided  tlyit  he  wilj 
have  trials  at  sea  extending  over  a  i 
siderable   period.      It  is  quite  manife 
that  unless    yon    have    these    extended 
trials   you   cannot  have   satisfactory   in- 
formation   about   your    ships.     At    the 
same    time,    it    is    essential    thac     the 
measured  mile  trials  should  be  continuedpi 
because  by  that   means  alone    can  yox] 
obtain  a  common  denominator  by  whick 
to  compare  all  the  ships.      One  canno 
help  observing  that  the   noble  Lord 
not  able  to  say  for  certain  whether  ih^ 
amount  of  money  vot^d  last  year  will 
sufficient  to  meet  all  the  charges  in  conJ 
nection  with  the  additions  to  the  fleet  J 
Of  course,  one  can  understand  the  diffiJ 
culties  there  are  in  estimating  how  mncll 
money  will  be  required,  but  1  think  tc 
small  a  value  has  been  attached  to  th« 
probable  cost  of   materials  if  the  largfl 
sums  voted  turn   out    to    be,  after  v\\ 
iusuffieient    for    the    purpose   inteude 
Something  will,  no  doubt,  be  said  abou^ 
the  big  guns.     I  have*  year  after  yea 
pointed  out  that  none  of  these  big  gnni( 
have  ever  yet  been  truly  tested,  and  the 
noble  Lord  and  his*  officers  do  not  knov 
what  is  the  duration  of  the  life  of  thes 
large  guns  under  the  conditions  i)f  rapid 
firing.     ^Tien  a  gun   is  fired  as  rapidlj 
as    possible    time    after    time    a    great 
amount    of   heat   is  developed   and    thfl 
condition  of  the  metal  is  altered.     Ther 
is  a  theory  on  the  subject,  no  doubt,  but 
that  theory  is  based  on  a  very  old  experiJ 
ment   made    vith   guns    of    completely 
different  construction  and  of  complete!) 
different  metal.     I  am  very  strongly  oJ 
opinion  that  we  ought  to  test  the  dur 
tion  of  the  life  of  one  of  our  big  gur 
Let  U8  know,  once  for  alU  whether  thesfl 
enormous  weapons  can  be  trusted  to  fir 
a  good  many  consecutive  rounds  without 
playing   false   to   those    who  use  themi 
My  noble  P>iend  has  always  urged  thnf 
the  cost  would  be  t^>i  great.     But  is  it 
not  worth  while  considering  whether 
might  not  advflfntageovisly  risk  something 
in  connection  with  one  of  thtse  guns  in 
order  to  get  valuable   information  with 
regard  to   the   lines  to   be    followed  in 
making   guns  in   the  future,     I  would 
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urge  those  who  are  interested  in  the 
subject  to  support  me  in  this  protest 
against  the  construction  of  enormous 
guns,  as  to  the  value  of  which  under  the 
conditions  of  actual  warfare  we  know 
nothing,  and  can  know  nothing  until 
these  experiments  are  undertaken.  I 
notice  that  my  noble  Friend  is  very  fond 
of  introducing  little  theories  into  his 
statements.  He  very  justly  remarks  in 
connection  with  these  great  guns,  that 
we  do  not  really  know  very  much  about 
their  destructive  effect.  He  tells  us  it  is 
generally  assumed  that  the  destructive 
effect  of  shells  varies  as  the  squares 
multiply.  What  he  means  is,  that  20 
tons  of  powder  will  have  400  times  the 
destructive  effect  of  one  ton.  Well, 
everybody  knows  that  there  are  really 
no  means  of  estimating  what  is  the 
destructive  effect  of  great  shells,  and,  I 
am  certain,  there  is  no  ratio  which  can 
be  established  a«  satisfactory.  I  would 
like  to  make  now  an  observation  or  two 
upon  torpedoes.  Very  little  information 
is  given  in  the  noble  Lord's  statement 
about  torpedoes.  1  am  one  of  those  who 
have  always  had  great  faith  in  the  future 
of  torpedoes,  and  1  would  like  my  noble 
Friend,  if  he  speaks  later  on,  to  tell  us 
what  advance  has  been  made  in  torpedo 
manufacture,  what  is  their  speed  and 
their  range,  for  example — what  altera- 
tion has  been  made  in  the  charge  they 
carry?  I  believe  in  torpedoes,  for  the 
reason  that  they  seem  to  me  to  be  the 
answer  that  science  has  given  to  the 
ever  expressed  wish  to  be  found  right 
through  history,  that  some  means  should 
be  foand  of  wounding  our  adversary 
below  the  water.  I  believe  the  tor- 
pedo is  a  weapon  that  must  be'  im- 
proved, and  become  more  dangerous  as 
years  go  by .  We  have  all  heard  of  certain 
sub-marine  guns.  Whether  they  will 
ultimately  be  a  success  it  is  impossible 
to  say  ;  but  I  think  we  ought  to  spend 
some  money  in  experiments  in  improving 
torpedoes.  I  have  said  before  I  do  not 
believe  that  a  torpedo  school  is  a  place 
where  we  got  much  invention :  invention 
comes  from  other  quarters ;  and  I  am 
desirous  of  seeing  invention  in  sub- 
marine guns  or  torpedoes  cherished  and 
nursed  by  a  wise  system  of  expenditura. 
I  very  much  regret  the  tendency  there 
has  bden,  both  in  the  Admiralty  and  in 
the  House,  and  in  the  Press,  to  substitute 
guns  of  a  very  large  calibre  for  those  of 


a  moderate  calibre,  and,  on  the  other  hand^ 
to  attach  too  little   importance   to   the- 
mes t     effective     weapon — the    torpedo^ 
I  pass  from  matters  connected  with  ships- 
and  guns  to  what  is  known  by  the  hybrid 
word    of    personnel.       Why    my  noble 
Friend  has  departed  from  the  use  of  the- 
good    old    Saxon    word     for  the  word 
personnel,  which  is  certainly  not  Saxon  ^ 
but  a  sort  of  bastard  French,  I  do  not 
know.      One  would   suppose   from   the- 
noble  Lord's  Memorandum  that  there  are- 
no    blots    in     the     manning     of     the- 
Fleet  to  be  removed.      Speaking  from 
many  years    experience,   I    assure    the- 
First  Lord   that  the  great  blot  in  the 
manning  of  the  Fleet  is,  that  while  we 
educate  boys  for  the  Service  there  comei^ 
a   period    when     the    country   loses    a 
large   percentage    of    the    boys     it  hast 
educated.       This  is  owing  'to  the  want 
of  proper    overlooking   and  proper  dis- 
cipline.    From    18  to  24  years    of  age 
young  fellows  whose  discipline  is  relaxed 
are  rather  inclined  to  go  wrong.     In  the- 
boys  up   to  18   the  country  have  some- 
very  valuable  stuff ;  but  at  that  age   a 
great  part  of  the  discipline  is  removed,, 
and  numbers  of  the  boys  go  rapidly  to- 
the  bad,  and  become  valueless   in  the- 
Service.     I  am  sure  they  might  be  im- 
proved   if    a  little  consideration    were 
given  to  the  snbject.      We  might  easily 
exercise   stronger  and  better  discipline 
on  the  youths   when  they  are  emanci- 
pated  from  the   condition  of  boys,  and- 
thus  save  a  good  many  of  them  from 
going  to  the  bad.       Some  years   ago   I 
served  in  one  of  the  training  vessels,  and 
I  was  much  struck    with   the  physique 
and  the  general  behaviour  of  the  large- 
number  of  boys  there.      Year  after  year- 
I  have  seen  this  excellent  material  de 
stroyed,  or,  if  not  destroyed,  at  any  rate- 
lessened  in  value  by  the  want  of  proper 
discipline  and  care  when  they  are  trans- 
ferred to    sea-going    ships.       I  do  not 
think  it  is,  on  the  whole,  quite  the  fault 
of  the   captain  and  oflBcers  of  the  sea- 
going ships,  because  they  have  no  power 
to  employ  the  means  that  are  necessary- 
to  grapple  with  the  evil.     I  wish  I  could 
urge  more  strongly  and  more  usefully  on 
my  noble  Friend  the  necessity   of    in- 
quiring  into  this  matter.      Will  he   not 
consult  his  Naval  advisers  ?     I  hope  it  is- 
not  disrespectful  to  my  colleagues  in  the 
Service^!  who  hold  higher  positions  than  I 
do  to  say  that  they  have  not  the  same- 
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means  of  finding  out  defects  m  discipline 
as  those  wlio  come  in  daily  contact  with 
the  men.  Officers  who  attain  high  rank 
are  not  drawn  into  contact  with  the  men 
of  the  lower  ranks  :  it  would  not  be 
right  thej  should  be.  Information 
comes  to  them  second-hand ;  it  has 
been  passed  through  a  sieve.  Per- 
haps mj  noble  Friend  will  be  good  enough 
wiien  lie  replies  to  notice  what  I  have 
said  on  this  subject.  I  have  only  one 
other  criticism  to  make,  and  that  is  in 
connection  with  signalling.  It  has 
been  repeatedly  urged  in  the  House 
during  the  last  three  or  four 
years — by  Lard  Charles  Beresford 
and  by  other  hon*  and  gallant  Friends  of 
Tnine-— that  it  is  above  all  essential  in 
modem  fleets  that  there  should  be  a 
v^ry  rapid  system  of  signalling.  At 
present  our  signalling  is  done  entirely 
with  flags,  except  at  night,  when  the 
semaphore  is  used.  When  there  is  wind, 
aignalling  with  flags  occupies  consider- 
able time.  1  have  tried  it  over  and  over 
again,  and  I  have  always  found  tiiat  in 
wind  three  or  four  minutes  is  occupied 
in  sending  a  message.  In  these  daysw 
when  fleets  move  with  great  rapidity,  it 
is  certain  that  the  commander  of  a  fleet 
will  require  to  make  almost  instantaneous 
sigiiaLi ;  and  it  is  equally  certain  that  if 
he  has  no  better  means  of  signalling 
than  are  at  present  at  hand^  many  a 
golden  opportunity  will  be  lost.  1  do 
not  profess  to  have  any  special  cure  for 
this  particular  grievance  ;  but  I  have 
always  thought  we  might  very  easily 
establish  a  semaphore  at  the  mast-head. 
That  system  has  never  been  satisfactorily 
inquired  into  nor  properly  tried.  It  has 
been  tried ;  but  owing  to  the  arrange* 
ments  on  the  ships  on  which  it  was 
tried  not  being  sufficient  to  enable 
mechanicfil  contrivances  to  be  fitted,  the 
system  was  considered  to  be  only  a 
partial  success.  1  do  not  pretend  that 
this  system  is  the  best ;  but  surely  this  is 
a  matter  for  inquiry.  Why  does  not  ray 
aoble  Friend  appoint  a  Committee  of 
Officers  to  inquire  into  the  metms  uf  im- 
proving the  signalling  in  the  Fleet  ?  I 
know  there  has  been  a  Committee  sitting 
in  connection  witli  signalling,  but  I 
understand  that  Committee  had  not  this 
particular  question  under  consideration. 
As  you  increase  the  rapidity  of  move- 
ment, 80  you  increase  the  necessity  for 
rapid  signalling.  No  man  can  fail  to 
Commandei'  Btthelt 


see  the  enormous  importance  of  thiA 
subject.  I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the 
Committee  longer,  and  I  am  grateful  to 
hon.  Members  for  the  attention  they 
have  been  good  enough  to  give  me. 

(6.45.)  Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  : 
I  desire  to  make  some  observations 
on  these  Votes,  and  especially  in 
connection  with  their  financial  aspect. 
In  tlie  first  place,  I  must  enter 
my  protest  at  being  called  on  to 
discuss  the  Estimates  without  having 
liad.  the  detailed  information  respecting 
ships  under  contract  which  is  usually 
provided.  It  is  true  that  the  informa- 
tion has  been  placed  in  my  hands  since 
the  House  met  this  evening  ;  but  it  is  i 
alj^olutely  imjx>ssible  for  any  hon.  Mem* 
ber  to  have  read  through  the  enormously 
bulky  volume  in  which  it  is  contained, 
and  to  have  formed  any  opinion  upon  it 
in  the  short  time  during  which  it  has 
been  available.  I  do  not  recollect  the 
Navy  Estimates  having  ever  been  dis- 
cussed on  any  previous  occasion  without 
fuller  information  being  in  the  hands  of 
Members.  It  is  especially  necessary  on 
this  occasion  that  we  should  have  all  the 
details  before  us,  because  this  year  a 
large  sum,  which,  under  oniinary 
circumstances,  would  appear  on  the 
Estimates,  has  been  provided  for  out  of 
other  funds.  We  contended  last  year, 
when  the  Naval  Defence  Bill  was  before 
us,  that  the  effect  of  that  measure  would 
be  entirely  to  destroy  the  responsibility 
of  this  House,  and  to  make  absolutely 
useless  any  comparison  between  the 
past,  the  present,  and  the  future.  Any-  j 
one  who  looks  at  the  Main  Votes  wMch 
appear  on  the  Estimates  would  suppose 
that  the  total  amount  now  provided  for, 
namely,  £13,780,000,  being  an  increase 
of  £100,000  on  that  of  the  previous 
year,  represented  what  may  be  called 
the  normal  Naval  Estimates,  apart 
from  the  sums  provided  for  under 
the  Naval  Defence  Act.  But  I  believe 
I  am  right  in  saying  that  is  not 
the  case,  and  that  if  there  had  been  no 
abnormal  increase  of  ship-building  by 
contract  under  the  Naval  Defence  Act, 
the  Estimates  would  be  increased  this 
year  by  a  very  much  larger  sum  than  { 
appears  on  the  Votes.  Advantage  has 
bc'on  taken  of  the  Naval  Defence  Act  to 
transfer  that  larger  sum  to  the  sj:»ecial 
fund  under  the  Naval  Defence  Act,  The 
real  increase  of  what  may  be  called  the  , 


1041  Sujyply — Navy 


{March  17,  1890} 


Estimates. 


1042 


normal  expenditure  has,  I  believe,  been 
£300,000  above  what  it  appears  to  be. 
This  is  an  illustration  of  the  unfortunate 
efEect  the  Naval  Defence  Act  has  had  on 
the  finance  of  the  Navy.  I  have  been  at 
some  trouble  to  ascertain  what  has  been 
the  real  expenditure  on  the  Navy  in  the 
coming  year,  and  I  think  it  will  be 
abbut  £5,000,000  more  than  is  repre- 
sented by  the  Votes.  The  total  amount 
will  be  £18,780,000.  The  increase  of 
£5,000,000  is  almost  wholly  due  to  the 
ship-building  by  contract.  The  amount 
provided  for  in  the  Estimates  for  new 
ships  and  their  armaments  is  about 
£3,500,000,  which  is  about  40  per  cent, 
more  than  the  normal  amount  which  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  For- 
wood)  told  us  recently  in  a  public  speech 
would  be  sufl&cient  to  repair  the  waste  of 
the  Navy. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  What  I  said  was 
the  cost  of  the  Fleet  as  it  would  be  when 
completed. 

*Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  Yes,  the 
cost  of  the  Fleet  as  it  would  be  when 
completed.  Of  the  £5,000,000  I  have 
referred  to,  £4,700,000  is  provided 
for  under  the  Naval  Defence  Act  of 
last  year,  £128,000  is  the  amount  not 
spent  last  year,  but  which  will  be 
spent  th"s  year  without  having  to  be 
re- voted,  and  the  remainder  will  be  spent 
on  ships  for  the  Australian  station, 
under  the  Imperial  Defence  Act  of  1888. 
These  facts  prove  that  the  Navy  Estimates 
are  now  in  such  a  confused  state  that  it 
is  almost  impossible  for  anyone  to 
ascertain  what  the  real  expenditure  on 
the  Navy  will  be  in  the  coming  year. 
The  expenditure  provided  for  by  the 
Naval  Defence  Act  will  be  on  about  55 
vessels,  of  which  46  have  been  laid  down 
under  the  Act  of  last  year,  within  the 
pi*esent  year,  namely,  21  in  the  dock- 
yards and  25  by  contract,  including  eight 
first-class  battleships,  eight  first-class 
cruisers,  23  second-class  cruisers,  and 
other  smaller  vessels.  Last  year  several 
of  us  made  a  protest  against  laying  down 
at  the  same  time  such  a  large  number 
of  vessels,  and  paying  for  them,  to  a  large 
extent,  out  of  borrowed  money.  The 
time  has  not  yet  come  for  appreciating 
the  soundness  or  otherwise  of  this  policy  ; 
but  I  must  point  out  that  some  of  the 
predictions  which  some  hon.  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House  made  have  been 
already  verified.     Among  the  principal 


objections  which  I  raised  to  what  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  Admiralty  has 
himself  described  as  the  spasmodic  policy 
was  that  it  would  give  a  great  stimulus 
to  other  Powers,  and  especially  to  France, 
to  follow  our  example  and  to  add  to  the 
number  of  their  war  vessels,  and  that  in 
the  end  we  might  find  our  relative 
positions  much  the  same.  I  pointed  out 
from  the  experience  of  the  past  40  years, 
that  it  has  been  the  settled  policy  of 
successive  Governments  in  France  to 
maintain  their  Navy  in  a  certain  definite 
proportion  to  our  own,  namely,  in  the 
proportion  of  about  two  to  our  three,  and 
that  any  advance  on  our  part  is  invariably 
followed  by  a  relative  advance  on  their 
part.  We  were  told  that  this  was  most 
improbable  in  the  future;  that  France 
was  already  overwhelmed  by  its  great 
military  and  naval  expenditure,  and 
would  find  it  impossible  to  make  any 
further  increase.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
within  a  few  weeks  after  the  passing  of 
the  Naval  Defence  Act  the  Minister  of 
Marine  in  France  went  down  to  the 
French  Assembly  and  asked  for  an 
immediate  credit  of  over  70,000,000f., 
of  which  58,000,000f .  was  to  be  expended 
on  new  ships,  and  he  gave  as  a  reason  the 
immense  increase  of  expenditure  on  new 
ships  in  this  country. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  The  Minister  of 
Marine  never  mentioned  England. 

*Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  Well,  I 
certainly  underatood  ho  did.  At  all 
events,  it  was  generally  understood  in  the 
Assembly  that  the  real  motive  for  this 
great  expenditure  was  the  corres- 
pondingly increased  expenditure  in 
England.  The  Assembly  voted  the 
credit  demanded  without  a  single  objec- 
tion, and  the  money  was  raised  by  loans. 
I  believe  I  am  right  in  saying  that 
further  large  sums  will  be  expended  in 
the  same  direction  in  1891,  and  that  six 
new  ironclads  and  several  large 
cruisers  have  been  laid  down  in 
order  to  keep  pace  with  the  efforts 
being  made  in  this  country.  I 
need  hardly  point  out,  also,  that  across 
the  Atlantic  the  Secretary  to  the  Navy 
of  the  United  States  has  submitted  to  . 
Congress  proposals  for  a  large  increase 
in  the  Navy  of  that  country,  and  it  is 
generally  understood  the  reason  for  that 
large  increase  is  the  great  increase  in 
our  naval  expenditure  last  year.  I  am 
also  informed  that  Russia  has  increased 
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her  naval  expenditure^  and  that  the 
Husslan  Government  have  laid  down 
two  additional  ironclads  of  the  largest 
type.  These  facts  show  that  the  effect 
of  onr  entering  on  this  large  naval 
expenditure  has  been  a  great  stimnlus 
to  other  Powers  to  proceed  in  a  similar 
course*  and,  probably,  in  a  very  short 
time  our  relative  pisition  to  the  Navies 
of  other  Powers  will  not  differ  from  the 
position  we  were  in  before  this  great 
outlay.  Another  point  which  I  brought 
under  notice  during  the  discussions  on 
the  Naval  Defence  Act  was  the  inadvisa- 
bility  of  putting  on  the  ship-building 
market  so  many  contracts  for  new  ships  at 
one  time.  I  said  the  probable  effect  would 
be  to  raise  prices  in  the  ship-building 
market  against  ourselves.  So  far  as  I 
can  ascertain,  the  total  amount  of  con- 
tracts for  new  ships  represent  something 
like  eight  miUious ;  but,  in  addition, 
Iv^rge  contracts  have  been  placed  on  the 
market  for  armour  plates  for  the  ships 
building  in  the  Dockyards,  and  also  for 
stetd,  iron,  and  other  materials.  I  think 
contmcts  for  £3,000,000  have  been 
entered  into  on  this  account  in  the 
financial  year,  making  altogether  contracts 
tothe  amountof  about £11,000, 000.  Ji'ow, 
these  contracts  have  b3en  entered  into  at 
a  time  when  the  large  ship-building  yards 
on  the  Tyne  and  the  Clyde  are  full  of 
work.  There  has  been  an  immense 
expansion  in  trade,  and  prices  have  gone 
up  considerably,  the  increase  being,  I 
should  think,  from  25  to  30  per  cent.,  or 
even  more,  in  the  mercantile  ship-build- 
ing  trade ;  and  it  is  certain  that  the 
vessels  built  under  the  Naval  Defence 
Act  have  been  already  largely  in  excess 
of  the  amount  anticipated  at  the  end  of 
last  year.  What  the  excess  has  been  1 
csannot  say,  but  there  is  an  ominous  pas- 
sage in  the  statement  laid  before  us  by 
the  noble  Lord  which  bears  on  this^ — 

*'Di^riDff  the  fin  uncial  year  1889-90  the  ex- 
traordinury  activity  diaplayed  in  shipbuilding 
Jind  other  industries  for  the  mercftnlilo  murine 
has  oiused  a  remarkable  riaf*  in  tbe  price  of 
the  tnatenala  employed  in  ahipbuildintif  and  of 
labour  OD  contract -built  ships.  Under  tho 
Naval  Defence  Act  the  estimtttes  of  thtj  coat  of 
the  work  to  be  don©  were  sa  framed  as  to  allow 
a  margin  for  rise  in  prices  and  other  contin- 
gencies.  This  margin  ha^,  in  many  of  the 
contracts  made  for  hulls  and  machinery*  been 
more  than  absorbed  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
flation €f  prices  during  the  past  year.** 

I  gather  from  this  that  the   expenditure 
will  be  largely  in  excess  of  what  was  con- 
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tem plated  in  the  scheme  in  the  NaW 
Defence  Act,  and  we  shall  probably  find 
that  the  £10,000,000  proposed  for  the 
building  of  new  ships  will  not  be  any- 
thing like  sufficient  for  the  purpose,  and 
further  demands  will  be  made  upon  Pai*^ 
liament  for  the  completion  of  the  vessels. 
To  what  extent  that  may  be  I  do  not 
know  ;  but,  at  all  events,  it  must  bring: 
home  to  us  that  we  have  not  been  very 
\^'ise  in  throwing  these  large  contracts  on 
the  shipbuilding  trade  all  at  once  on  the 
top  of  the  market  when  prices  are  liigh* 
As  it  is  matter  of  knowledge  that  ships 
built  within  the  last  few  years  have  been 
built  at  much  lower  prices  than  thos© 
now  contracted  for,  so  we  may  assume 
that  in  a  short  time  prices  ts  ill  fall  again. 
In  point  of  fact,  the  effect  of  the  present' 
prices  in  the  shipbuilding  trade  has  been 
to  stop  all  new  orders;  and,  altbougb 
the  shipbuilding  yards  are  now  full  of 
work,  and  will  continue  so  for  a  few 
months,  the  outlook  for  the  trade  after- 
wards is  extremely  bad,  and  we  may  an 
ticipate  a  great  fall  in  prices  and  that 
many  men  will  l>e  thrown  out  of  work* 
Present  prices  are  not  a  little  due  ta 
these  large  contracts  being  pot  cmt 
all  at  once,  and  it  is  said  they 
have  had  considemblo  effect  on  the 
prices  of  steel  and  iron  as  well  aa 
wages.  Ahhough  it  is  matter  for 
satisfaction  that  work  is  plentiful 
and  wages  good,  yet  it  is  probable 
that  at  no  distant  date  this  will  be  detri- 
mental to  the  people,  and  may  n*6ult  in 
one  of  those  violent  alternations  of  work 
and  want  of  work  so  much  to  be  depre- 
cated. Experience,  I  think,  ^as  shown, 
that  the  course  pursued  was  not  a  wisa 
one,  and  that  it  would  have  been  wiser] 
to  have  spread  these  contracts  over  a 
longer  period,  both  from  the  shipbuilding 
point  of  view  and  the  financial  poiut  of 
view.  Another  objeetiou  is  founded  on 
the  impolicy  of  laying  down  an  immense 
number  of  vessels  of  the  same  t\^pe  all 
at  once.  Ko  one  lias  ever  stated  the  ob- 
jections to  such  a  policy  more  clearly, 
more  soundly,  or  more  fully  than  the 
noble  Lord  himself  and  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  in  1888,  when  defending 
the  Admiralty  against  the  pressure  put 
upon  them  to  enter  upon  such  a  poUcy. 
Speaking  in  a  previous  year  in  reply  to 
Lord  Charles  Beresford,  who  we  regret 
is  no  longer  able  to  take  part  in  those 
debates,  the  noble  Lord  said — 
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'*  The  GoYommont  was  opposed  to  any  whole- 
sale building  of  ships  at  one  time ;  so  rapid  was 
the  change  of  designs  and  in  the  development 
of  speed  that  they  would  probably  be  obsolete 
and  useless  in  10  years." 

He  then  deprecated  any  hasty  and  spas- 
modic expenditure,  with  the  certain 
knowledge  that  a  part  of  the  expenditure 
would  be  wasted  by  the  very  haste  re- 
quired, and  he  added — 

y  There  is  no  single  instance  in  which  ships 
laid  down  by  the  score  have  not  shown  defects 
common  to  all,  which  would  have  been  avoided 
if  they  had  been  laid  down  gradually  and  con- 
tinuously over  a  term  of  years." 

The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  in  many 
speeches  in  the  House  and  outside,  spoke 
in  the  same  sense.  These  were  words  of 
wisdom  and  prudence;  but  the  noble 
Lord  threw  them  over  the  next  year  and 
gave  way  to  the  alarmists.  The  time 
has  not  yet  come  when  it  is  possible  to  test 
the  predictions  they  made  in  1888  ;  but 
already  there  are  indications  that  two  of 
the  classes  of  ships,  of  which  we  have 
built  many  samples  in  the  last  three  or 
four  years,  are  unsatisfactory  —  the  M 
class  of  second-class  cruisers  of  the 
Medusa  type  and  the  Sharpshooter  class. 
There  is  also  of  late  a  distinct  change  of 
professional  opinion  against  the  use  of 
the  largest  guns ;  and  if  that  is  right, 
there  seems  reason  to  believe  that  the 
largest  class  of  ironclads,  of  which  we 
have  laid  down  eight,  will  be  of  question- 
able value.  It  has  always  seemed  to  me 
that  the  wise  course  is  to  lay  down  a 
certain  number  of  vessels  in  each  year, 
availing  ourselves  of  the  best  experience 
of  the  moment,  and  not  committing  our- 
selves to  Idrge  numbers  of  the  same  type. 
Before  sitting  down  I  must  remind  the 
Committee  that  the  Naval  expenditure 
ought  to  be  considered  in  connection 
with  our  expenditure  on  the  Army. 
Taking  the  two  together,  it  will  be  seen 
that  there  is  a  corresponding  great  and 
growing  expenditure  in  both  Depart- 
ments. For  the  10  years  preceding  1884 
the  average  of  Naval  and  Military  expendi- 
ture was  £25,000,000.  In  1884  it  rose 
to  £26,700,000.  The  total  of  the  Esti- 
mates on  the  Army  and  Navy  in  1888-89 
wto  £29,790,000  ;  for  1889-90, 
£31,024,000  ;  and  for  1890-91, 
£31,503,000 — an  increase  of  nearly  two 
millions  in  three  years,  and  of  six  and 
a  half  millions  as  compared  with  the 
average  of  1874  to  1884.  But  the  ex- 
penditure is  not  by  any  means  repre- 


sented by  the  figures  I  have  given. 
During  the  last  three  years  there  haa 
been  a  large  expenditure  out  of  moneys . 
raised  by  loan.  Including  the  sum 
of  £4,000,000  now  proposed  for  the 
barracks,  there  were  four  different  trans- 
actions of  this  kind.  For  the  purpose 
of  fortifications  and  coaling  stations 
£2,600,000  was  borrowed  ;  for  the  build- 
ing  of  the  Australian  squadron  £800,000, 
spread  over  12  years;  under  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  of  last  year,  £10,000,000, 
also  spread  over  a  number  of  years  ;  and 
lafltly,  for  building  barracks,  £4,000,000 
in  the  present  year.  Thus  £18,000,000 
in  all  will  have  been  raised  during  the  last 
three  years  over  the  ordinary  expendi- 
ture, which  itself  has  been  increased  by 
the  annual  sum  of  £1.800,000.  Taking 
the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates  together 
for  the  coming  year,  and  assuming  the 
£4,000,000  to  be  raised  for  the  barracks, 
the  real  expenditure  will  be  £37,870,000, 
and  of  this  only  £31,503,000  appear  on 
the  Votes  for  the  Services ;  £1,800,000  is 
borne  by  the  Consolidated  Fund,  the 
remainder  being  raised  by  loans  payable 
in  future  years.  Well,  I  must  say  these 
facts  raise  matter  for  most  serious  con- 
sideration. In  a  time  of  profound  peace 
not  only  are  Estimates  being  raised  but 
money  is  being  borrowed  to  the  extent  of 
£18,000,000  in  three  years. 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  cannot  speak 
about  the  Army  Estimates  now,  but  I 
entirely  dispute  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's figures. 

4  •Mr.  SHAWLEFEVRE  :  I  have  taken 
considerable  pains  to  ascertain  the 
amounts.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  not  deny  that  £4,000,000  for 
barracks  are  to  be  raised  by  loan  ! 

•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  cannot  discuss 
an  Army  Estimate  on  a  Navy  Vote. 

•Mr.  SHAWLEFEVRE:  I  take  the 
two  Services,  as  I  think  I  am  justified  in 
doing,  and  estimate  the  total  expendi- 
ture. I  believe  these  £4,000,000  are  to 
be  raised  by  loan,  and  we  have  four 
transactions  in  the  last  three  years  for 
raising  an  enomious  sum  by  loan  in 
addition  to  the  large  increase  in  the 
Army  and  Navy  Estimates. 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  Not  by  loan. 

•Mr.  SHAWLEFEVRE:  In  the  case 
of  the  money  for  A)rtifications  and  coaling 
stations  it  was  distinctly  raised  by  borrow- 
ing, because  it  wAs  not  paid  in  the  year. 
The  money  may  be  raised  by  annuities 
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spread  over  a  number  of  years,  but  that 
is  essentially  the  st^rae  thing.  You  may 
not  call  it  a  loan  in  the  ordinary  sense, 
but,  at  all  eventSf  it  is  not  expenditure 
paid  within  the  year  ;  it  Is  tipread  over 
several  years.  It  is,  I  say^  a  very  serious 
state  of  things  to  throw  this  lai'ge  ex- 
penditure on  future  years.  If  itiquiry 
was  made  I  believe  that  it  would  be 
found  that  in  the  European  contest  of 
military  and  naval  expenditure  Great 
Britain  is  not  the  least  offender.  The 
expenditure  of  this  country  for  the 
coming  year  oq  the  Army  and  Navy  will 
be  larger  than  the  expenditure  of  any 
other  European  country. 

An     hou.     Membee  ;    So    much     the 
better. 

♦Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE;  I  do  not 
think  that^  for  I  do  not  believe  the  neces* 
eity*  While  we  are  prc^ tending  tab©  econo- 
mists and  to  set  example  to  other  nations 
we  are  encouniging  others  by  our  increas- 
ing and  spasmodic  expenditure.  ,  I  have 
always  understood  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Excliequer  to  be  a  purist  in  these  matters, 
but  apparently  he  has  given  his  assent  to 
this  practice  of  spreading  payments  over 
coming  years.  For  my  part,  I  be- 
lieve the  only  real  check  upon  ex- 
travagant naval  and  military  expenditure 
is  the  principle  tliat  the  expenditure 
for  the  year  sdall  be  met  within  the 
year.  Depart  from  that  principle,  and  I 
see  no  limit  to  the  expenditure.  Tliree 
times  within  the  last  three  years  have 
we  departed  from  that  principle.  Against 
this  policy  I  nnike  my  protest  and  hope 
the  day  is  not  distant  when  we  shall 
revert  to  the  principle  of  tme  finance 
and  a  sound  economic  policy. 

(7,15.)  Mr.  H.  F.  KNATCHBIJLL- 
HUGESrfEN  (Kent,  Faversham)  :  I 
wish  to  express  my  entire  approval  of  the 
genend  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  up<in 
the  naval  administration  for  the  year, 
and  I  wish  also,  on  belmlf  of  my  con- 
fit  itu  en  ts,  to  thank  the  Admiralty  for 
having  fulfilled  their  promises  to  supply 
sufficient  work  for  the  dockyards.  I  am 
glad  to  say  there  is  not  only  plenty  of  work 
now  but  the  prospect  of  plenty  of  work 
in  the  immediatB  future.  I  think  all 
those  who  are  interested  in  dockyard 
work  will  agree  we  liave  nothing  to 
complain  of.  I  congratulate  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  reductions  made  in  some 
lugh  salaries  of  officials,  and  I  believe 
several  more  steps  might  lie  taken  in 
Mr,  iShaw  Le/hvre 


that  dii'ection  with  good  effect^  and  in 
this  way  I   hoi>o  the  Admiralty  will  find 
it  in  their  power  to  afford  some  increase  in 
the  pay  of  labourers  and  skilled  workmen  in 
the  dockyards^  who  perform  most  arduoufl 
duties   and   have  great  reason  to  be  dis- 
satisfied  with  their  present  i*ates  of  pay. 
But  while    I  am    genendly  able  to  con- 
gratulate the  noble  Lord  on  the  success 
of   his  policy,    I    think,  perhaps,  it  will 
conduce  more  to  the  furtherance  of  busi- 
ness, and  I  shall  best  discharge  my  duty, 
if    I    call    attention    to    some    of    tlie 
grievances  in  the  dockyards  es  the  parti- 
cular Votes  come  on,  and  especially  to 
the   cases  of  the  shipwrights  and  smiths, 
their  rates  of  pay,  and  also  the  system  of 
payment  by  cheque  on  tonnage,  which 
creates  great  dissatisfaction,  and  also  to 
the   question   of    pensions,  about  which 
there  is  -great  complaint.   Then  there  are 
other   grievances   connected  with    dock- 
yard work,  and   I  hope  the  noble  Lord 
will  give  some  attention  to  the  position 
of  writers    in    dockyards,       I   mention 
these   matters  in   the   hope  that  when  I 
raise    these  points  the  noble  Lord    will 
have   given    them    consideration.       But 
there  are    two   points  to   which  I  wish 
to   call  attention  at  the  moment,  and  to 
one  of  these  I  would  respectfully  ask  the 
noble    Lord   to   give  his  attention  as  a 
matter  of  urgency  and  of  a  serious  nature, 
and  this  is  as  regards  the  hospital  accom- 
modation at  Sheerness.     I   may  connect 
this   with    the    accident    thiit    recently 
happened  on  board  the  Jiarracotita.     I 
i>m    told   that   there    is  at  Sheerness   a 
lar^e  military  htjspital  hardly  ever  used, 
and   yet    will    the    Committee    believe 
that     whenever     an    accident    happens 
the    injured  men  are  absolutely  carried 
to       Chatlmm.       When       tlioso      poor 
fellows  were  so  fearfully  burned  by  the 
accident  on  the  Jiarracouta,    instead  of 
proper     hospital    accommrxiation    being 
found   for    them    at   Sheerness,     when  | 
they  came  in,  they  were  landed  and  taken 
to  the  hospital  at  Chatham^a  state  ol  j 
things  I  think  absolutely  shocking.     If  1 
there  is  not  hospital  accommodation  at 
Sheerness,  it  ought    at   once  to  be  pro- 
vided.    I  had  occfision  also  to  refer  to  the^ 
case  of  a  man  suffering  from  influemsa, 
who    was  conveyed  to  Chatham  in  a  cold 
east  wind  ;   and  the  answer  I   got  waftn 
that    the    wnrd    was    full,  but,    if    myJ 
information  is  correct,  there  is  the  mill- 1 
tary  hospital  at  Sheerness  rarely  used,   I  j 
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hope  the  noble  Lord  will  make  inquiiy 
into  this  matter,  and  that,  if  it  is  as  it  is 
represented  to  me,  he  will  make  such 
arrangements  as  to  make  it  impossible 
such  things  can  occur  again.  One  other 
point  I  wish  to  ask  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to,  is  a  grievance  to  which 
attention  has  often  been  called,  and 
which  I  hope  may  be  adverted  to  by 
some  of  my  hon.  Friends  who  may  follow 
me ;  and  Naval  men  are  more  able  to 
touch  upon  it  than  I  am.  I  mean  the 
position  as  to  rank  and  pay  of  the 
engineers  of  the  Royal  Navy.  It  is  a 
very  great  grievance,  and,  speak- 
ing generally,  it  is  a  matter  of 
astonishment  to  me  that  the  claims 
of  these  gentlemen  have  been  so 
long  ignored.  All  they  ask,  and  all  we 
urge,  is  that  their  rank  and  pay  shall  be 
equivalent  to  the  duties  they  are  called 
upon  to  discharge.  I  need  not  remind  the 
Committee  that  the  duties  of  an  engi- 
neer officer  are  very  different  to  what 
they  used  to  be  ;  they  are  very  much 
more  onerous  and  complex  ;  in  fact,  there 
is  scarcely  anything  in  connection  with 
the  management  of  an  ironclad  with 
which  engineer  officers  have  not  duties 
to  pei'form.  They  have  under  their 
charge  the  engines  and  boilers,  all  the 
machinery  used  for  various  purposes, 
gun  mountings,  torpedo  carriages,  <fec., 
and,  in  fact,  on  bosid  a  large  ironclad 
there  are  over  a  hundred  engines  per- 
forming every  sort  of  function.  The 
position  of  these  officers  is  something 
very  different  to  what  it  used  to  be 
when  seamanship  was  everything  and 
standing  machinery  nothing  ;  that  posi- 
tion is  now  reversed.  When  this  ques- 
tion came  before  the  Committee  last  year 
several  reasons  were  given  by  the  First 
Lord,  or  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
against  the  consideration  we  asked  for 
being  granted.  One  reason  was  that 
there  were  plenty  of  candidates  from 
whom  the  ranks  of  engineer  officers 
could  be  filled.  No  doubt  this  is  the 
case,  no  doubt  the  supply  always  ex- 
ceeds the  demand  in  matters  of  this 
kind,  but  I  do  put  it  to  the  noble  Lord 
— is  that  an  answer  quite  worthy  of  a 
Minister  of  this  great  country  ?  Surely 
if  these  gentlemen  perform  duties  that  are 
worthy  of  more  consideration  in  regard 
to  rank  and  pay,  to  allege  competition 
as  a  reason  for  ignoring  their  claims  comes 
very  near  to  that  much  condemned  and 


pernicious  system  of  "sweating."  We 
have  been  told  also  that  the  pay  is 
higher  than  in  the  Mercantile  Marine, 
and  that  may  be  the  case.  I  have,  how- 
ever, been  supplied  with  one  instance  to 
the  contrary.  I  am  informed  that  on 
the  Cil/y  of  Paris,  a  vessel  of  10,000 
horse  power,  the  pay  of  the  engineer 
branch  is  £300  per  month  more  than  the 
pay  for  the  same  branch  on  H.M.S* 
Trafalgar^  a  vessel  of  11,000  horse 
power. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  Surely  that  is  not 
so. 

Mb.  H.  KNATCHBULL  HUGES- 
SEN  :  So  I  am  informed — that  on  tte 
Atlantic  liner  City  of  Paris,  £300  per 
month  more  is  paid  to  the  engineer 
branch  than  on  the  Trafalgar,  Of 
course,  if  that  is  not  so,  my  remark  is 
beside  the  point.  However  that  may  be, 
can  it  be  supposed  there  is  a  comparison 
between  the  duties  of  the  engineers  in 
the  two  cases  ?  Where  in  the  Mercantile 
Marine  is  an  engineer  officer  called  upon 
for  such  important  and  responsible  duties 
as  on  board  one  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  ? 
Upon  the  grievance  in  respect  to  rank  I 
will  not  dwell,  leaving  that  to  hon.  and 
gallant  Members  more  conversant  with 
the  Service.  I  understand  their  special 
objection  is  to  the  rating  which  is  called 
"  with  but  after."  It  is  unfair,  and  it  is 
unwise,  that  these  repeated  representa- 
tions should  be  ignored,  for  I  do  not 
think  the  best  men  will  be  attracted  to 
the  Service  if  this  is  the  way  they  are 
treated. 
*(7.25.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
ampton)  :  With  reference  to  the  point 
upon  which  the  hon.  Member  has  just 
addressed  the  Committee,  I  should  like 
to  point  out  that  when  last  year  the 
case  of  engineer  officers  and  engine- 
room  artificers  was  discussed,  the 
noble  Lord,  answering  Lord  Charles 
Beresford,  then  Member  for  Marylebone, 
said  the  Admiralty  could  obtain  any 
number  of  men  for  these  branches,  and 
that  under  the  circumstances  he  was  not 
justified  in  listening  to  what  was  urged 
by  Lord  Charles  Beresford  and  other 
Members.  But  I  think  the  noble  Lord 
has  had  some  experience  during  the 
past  year  that  does  not  quite  support 
the  view  he  then  took.  I  think  the 
need  for  engine  -  room  artificers  has 
induced  the  noble  Lord  to  send  out .  a 
recruiting  party  to  obtain  men  for  this 
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branch  at  a  cost  of  sometHitig  like  ^10  a 
day.  1  think  it  \s^as  so  stated  in  one  of 
the  organs  of  the  Government  only  a  day 
or  two  ago,  and  that  this  recruiting 
party  had  only  succeeded  in  getting  one 
engine-room  artificer,  who  could  not  pass 
the  medical  examination.  Such  is  the 
atatemenfc  th:it  appeared  in  t\mGIoh€^  and, 
if  true,  I  think  it  requii^es  a  word  of 
explanation  from  the  Admiralty.  One 
other  matter  I  desire  to  mention,  and  it 
came  under  my  personal  experience.  I 
tmvelled  back  from  India  on  board  the 
Britannia  from  Malta  with  a  young 
gentleman  who  liad  only  been  sent  uut 
to  join  a  ship  there  wit  Inn  the  pre  Won  b 
fortnight,  and  had  been  then  ordered 
back  to  join  another  ship.  Now,  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  with  a  little  care  the 
expense  to  the  country  of  transport  by 
P.  *k  0,  steamer  both  ways  might  have 
been  saved  to  the  countr}\  1  would 
also  like  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  the  grievance  urged  by 
petty  officers,  who  eomplain  that  they  are 
liable  after  long  service  auii  just  as  they 
are  becoming  entitled  to  a  pension  to 
be  disrated,  even  by  lieutenants  com- 
manding, though  tlie  rating  was  con- 
ferred by  higher  officers;  while  in  the 
Army  officers  of  equivalent  rank  would 
be  entitled  to  appcat  to  the  judgment  of 
a  court  martial  from  that  of  one  who  is 
at  the  same  accuser  and  judge.  There 
seems  to  me  there  is  a  real  gri^\"TincL  in 
this,  especially  when  we  rememl>er  the 
extremely  summary  way  in  which  com- 
manding officers  exercise  their  power, 
the  exercise  of  which  in  one  instance 
was  attended  with  some  cost,  I  mean  in 
the  case  of  the  deserter  Thompson,  I 
do  not  feel  that  in  reference  to  engineer 
officers  I  have  sufficient  knowledge  t«:> 
express  myself  with  any  degree  of  cer- 
tainty upon  the  p:»ints  urged,  but  I  do 
think  that  seeing  the  development  of 
machinery  on  lx)ard  our  ships  has  Ixsen 
such  that  the  amount  of  skill  and  know- 
ledge required  in  the  Service — that  some 
parts  of  the  machinery  are  as  delicate 
and  complex  as  those  of  a  watch  and  as 
liable  to  get  ont  of  order — implies 
technical  instruction  of  a  very  high 
order,  some  consideration  should  be 
flhown  to  the  complaints  of  these  men,  at 
least  to  the  extent  of  inquiry  l>eing 
promised  into  their  representations.  On 
these  points  I  should  be  glad  to  have  an 
ana  we  r,  and  especially  I  should  like  to 
Mr,  Bradlaugh 


know  how  it  is  that  a  young  man  can  be  I 
sent  to  Malta  and  recalled  in  10  dayal 
without  it  being  known  that  he  was  to] 
be  transferred  to  another  ship  ? 
♦(7.300     SiE     J,     COLOMB     (Towerl 
Hamlets,  Bow,  etc.)  :  I  think   there  haaj 
been  some  confusion  between  stokers  and 
engine   room  artificers ;  there    has  been 
some  want  of  stokers  in  the  Nrtv^%  not  of] 
engineer  artificers   The  engineer  question 
must  be  looked  at,  not  by  itself,  but  aa 
part  and  parcel  of  the  m  hole  organisation 
of  the  Navy.     If  approached  from  thai  I 
point  of  view,  the  engineers  have  really  I 
not  so  very  much  to  complain  of.     I  think  I 
tliat  is  proved  by  their  warmest  advocate, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Faversham,  for  he 
said  their  strongest  grievance,  in  point  oj 
fact,  was  that  they  nro  ranked  "  with  but 
after."     Well,  what  do  they  want  ?     Do  ^ 
they    wish    to    be    ranked    ^'  with    but 
before  ?  "     The  whole  conditions  of  the  | 
Naval  Service  depends  upon  this — thatl 
the  executive  of  the  ship  must  have  the! 
command  of  all  ranks  in  the  ship.    With. J 
regard  to  the  speech  of  the   right   hcm^ 
Memljer  for  Bradford,  the  first  part  of  it 
should   have   been   delivered   U}x>n    thoj 
Second  Reading  of  the  Naval  Defencej 
Bilh    With  regard  to  the  second  part, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  the  Com- 1 
mittee  to  understaud  that  he  had  madoj 
an     extimjrdinary    discovery  —  namelyyl 
that  if  the  sums  spent  u|X)n  the   Navyl 
under  the  Naval  Defence  Act  were  on 
the   Nav}^    Estimates,    these  Estimates, 
would  have  been  heavier.     That  is  a  dia 
covery  which  I  do  not  think  of  any  grea^ 
importance.     My  own  opinion  is  that  the 
Navy   Estimates    laid   upon    the    Table' 
this  year  are  the  clearest  the  House  has 
had  for  many  a  year.     The  last  part 
the    right   hon.    Gentleman  s   argumenti 
was  as  to  the  undesirability  of  incrc:asin£ 
our  Fleet,  because  if  we  did  increase  it 
the  result  would  be  to  stimulate  otheif 
nations  to  increase  theirs.    The  conversia 
of  that  argument  is  that  we  should  givol 
up  our  Fleet  aUoo:ether  in  the  hope  thai! 
other  nations  would  give  up  theirs.    The 
strength   of   our    Fleet   must   be   mea^i 
sured  by  our  geographical  necessities*     It 
is  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  Fleet  ha 
been   so  much  neglected   by   the   right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  friends  that  it" 
ha^  fallen  to   the    Government  now   in 
power  to  retrieve  what  lias  been  so  long | 
mismanaged.      It   is    perfectly   naturalj 
and    was  expected,    that     the     Uniteil 
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States  should  increase  their  Fleet  in 
order  to  get  rid  of  a  great  part  of 
their  surplus.  Whatever  other  Powers 
do,  the  standard  of  our  naval  strength 
must  be  our  geographical  position 
and  our  commercial  necessities.  I  will 
not  dwell  further  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech,  but  I  have  no 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
undertake  almost  anything,  including 
the  command  of  the  Channel  Fleet,  but 
I  am  certain  if  he  hoists  his  flag  on  the 
good  ship  "  Self  Satisfaction "  he  will 
not  find  much  of  a  crew.  With  regard 
to  the  proposal  that  guns  should  be 
tested,  as  suggested  by  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Commander  Bethell), 
it  is  too  late  to  make  such  an  experi- 
ment as  he  proposes .  now,  and  there 
would  be  no  advantage  in  doing  it. 
As  to  torpedoes  and  the  observation 
he  made,  I  would  remark  that  the 
autumn  manoeuvres  are  placing  the 
torpedo  at  its  true  value;  you  can- 
not give  the  torpedo  additional  value 
by  appeals  to  history.  The  argu- 
ment my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  used, 
that  torpedoes  shoxdd  be  lifted  into  the 
position  of  the  principal  armament  of  the 
Navy,  in  order  to  give  effect  to  an 
historic  aspiration  to  make  a  hole  in  the 
V>ttom  of  an  enemy's  ship,  is  of  no 
avail,  for  the  gun  is  to  give  effect  to 
the  historic  aspiration,  descended  from 
Cain,  that  you  should  give  your  enemy 
a  blow  on  the  head.  But  I  would 
rather  discuss  these  matters  from  a 
broader  point  of  view.  I  must  con- 
gratulate the  First  Lord  upon  the 
"business-like  character  of  his  Memo- 
randum, and  the  total  absence  from  it  of 
the  claptrap  which  appeals  only  to  outside 
ignorance.  This  Government  will  live  in 
Mstory  for  having  inaugurated  the  policy 
of  contributions  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  Navy,  not  only  from  India  but 
from  the  colonies ;  but  at  present  the 
contribution  is  very  small.  The  total 
annusd  value  of  British  commerce  is 
1,100  millions  sterling.  Of  that,  650 
millions  belong  to  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  450  millions  to  the  remainder  of  the 
British  Empire,  consisting  of  indepen- 
dent colonial  interchange  or  commerce 
direct  with  foreign  countries.  Under 
the  present  arrangement  the  United 
Kingdom  pays  for' naval  protection  £\ 
for  every  <£46  of  her  commerce,  while 
the  outlying  parts  of   the   Empire  pay 


only  £\  for  every  £4,000  of  indepen- 
dent commerce.  I  cordially  approve  of 
giving  docljyard  built  ships  a  suitable 
start  over  contract  built  ships,  for,  as  the 
noble  Lord  says,  the  fact  of  experience 
being  gained  in  the  dockyard  will  save  a 
large  sum  of  money  in  fitting  and  alter- 
ing ships  of  the  same  type  built  by 
contract.  I  entirely  agree  that  the 
designs  for  boilers  and  engines  must 
largely  depend  on  the  service  for  which 
a  ship  is  intended,  and  neglect  of  this 
has  been  a  weakness  in  our  past  policy. 
I  should  like  to  know,  however, 
whether  the  boilers  of  the  ships 
building  for  the  Australian  Squadron 
are  adapted  to  the  burning  of 
Australasian  coal?  As  to  the  rise 
in  prices,  I  do  not  think  that  is  a 
reason  for  carping  criticism.  Rather,  I 
think,  we  should  rejoice  that  the  trade  of 
the  country  is  so  good  under  the  confi- 
dence produced  by  the  present  Govern- 
ment, and  we  are  in  a  better  position 
to  bear  the  carrying  out  the  Naval 
Defence  Act.  I  am  very  glad  indeed 
that  the  arming  of  the  Fleet  proceeds 
satisfactorily.  The  Committee  need  not 
debate  the  question  of  ordnance  when 
they  know  that  the  naval  officers  using 
the  guns  are  satisfied  with  them ;  but  I 
do  not  think  we  should  be  satisfied  until 
there  is  a  sufficient  reserve  of  guns,  not 
merely  at  home,-  but  on  every  foreign 
station.  Our  strength  used  to  be 
in  our  reserve  of  stores  and  ordnance. 
I  know  that  changes  have  made  it  diffi- 
cult to  keep  up  our  old  standard,  but  I 
hope  the  Admiralty  will  not  relax  its 
efforts  in  this  direction  and  provide 
an  ample  reserve.  My  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  near  me  has  taken  great 
interest  in  the  question  of  a  dock  at 
Bombay,  so  I  will  not  touch  upon  that 
beyond  saying  that  it  is  one  more  proof 
of  our  unsatisfactory  arrangement  for 
meeting  a  war  that  we  have  a  great 
Imperial  necessity  like  this  which  every- 
body admits,  and  yet  there  is  no 
system  of  co-operation  for  carrying  out 
the  work.  And  now  a  few  words  on 
mobilisation  and  personnel.  It  is  most 
creditable  that  the  Naval  Intelligence 
Department  has  rendered  such  great 
services  at  so  small  a  cost ;  but  it  is 
not  satisfactory  that  only  £9,000  should 
be  expended  upon  that  Department  and 
naval  attach^,  while  the  Military 
Intelligence    Department    and   attach^ 
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cost    £14,000    a    year.      1    trnst    that 
the  First   Lord   of   the  Admiralty   will 
look    into   the    question    of    the   I^'aval 
IntelligeDce  Department,  and  will  not  be 
ftfraid  to  press  for  an  increase  of  that 
Department,    even    if    it    entails   some 
diminution  of  the  Vote  for  tlie  Military 
Intelligence  Department.     I  congi-atulate 
the   Admiralty  also   on   looking  ahead, 
and  on  the  increase  of  officers  and  men 
proved   to   be   necessary  by  the   actual 
experiments  of    the    naval  manceu^T^s. 
Practicallyt  however,   that  inci^ease  will 
only  meet  the  necessary  requirements  of 
the  ships  now  building ;   and  1  cannot 
see   where   the   reserve  of    officers  and 
men    is     to     be     found     sufficient     to 
provide     for     the     casualties    of     war. 
I  do  not  think  we  have  the  margin  we 
ought  to  have,  and  I  beg  the  noble  Le>rd 
to  consider   that  when  we  have  the  full 
complement   of  officers  and  men  for  the 
additional    ships,   there  is  still  wanting 
the  numl^er  to  make  up  for  losses  in  war 
time.  The  defect  of  the  existing  organisa- 
tion   of   the  personnel   is   the    want   of 
power  of  rapid  expansion.     There  is  no 
reserve   of  officers  and  men  on  foreign 
stations*     I  think  that  on  every  foreign 
station  there  sheuld  be  a  reserve  of  officers 
and  men.     There  ought  to  be  on  every 
station  behind  the  Fleet,  on  shore  or  in 
harbour,  a  sufficient  reserve  of  officers  and 
men.   But  it  may  be  said  that  there  is  the 
Royal  Naval  Reserve.     I  do  not  think  it 
should  be  simply  a  question  of  changing 
from   a   peace   establishment   to  a   war 
establishment  on  the  basis  of  calling  in 
the   Royal   Naval   Reserve.     The  Navy 
should  have  some  expanding  power  of  its 
own  before  callings  on  the  Royal  Naval 
Reserve ,  Naval  Rese r ve  men ,  for  th e  m  ost 
part,  belong  to  the  best  ships  of  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine,  and  if  you  take  them,  you 
take  away  at  the  beginning  of  a  war  men 
from  ships  which  are  most  wanted.     In 
one   instance     you    count    your   Naval 
Reserve  men  twice  over,  for  you  provide 
a  subsidy  for  armed  mercliant  steamers, 
and  you  couple  tliis  with  a  condition  that 
these     steamers    shall   have    a    certain 
number  of  Naval  Reserve  men,  so  then 
in    the  event  of   wnr   you  must  deduct 
these  from  the  number  of  Naval  Reserve 
men    available  for    service     men-of-war 
ships.     Til  en  you  may  say  there  is  the 
Royal   Marine   Forces,    and   there    is   a 
reserve.     But  half  this  force  is  serving 
on  board  ship  as    an    integral    portion 
iSVr  J.  Cdoinh 


of    the     complements     of    war     ships. 
Therefore,  the  only  ijossible  reserve  is  the 
number  of  men  on  shore  ;  but  they  will 
be  absorbed  by  the  increase  of  the  Fleet 
by   commissioning  the  ships  in  reserve,! 
so     that     you     have   nothing    left    but 
untrained  men.      T  do  tliink,  therefore, 
that    the    expansion     of    the    arrange- 
ments    for     the     Navy    proper     is     a 
matter  well  deserving  the  serious  atten- 
tion of  the  Admiralty.     There  is  another 
matter.     If  you  take  the  Marine  Forces 
as   part   and  parcel  of   your  Navy,  you 
Imve  there  a  number  of  officers  who  ar9 
not  naval  officers.       And  yon   have     a 
corps    of  Marine   artillery  with    highly 
trained  officers,  but  you  do  not  use  them^l 
Ever}^  Marine  artillery  officer  of  captain** 
riink  has  cost  the  country  £4,000.     I  say, 
when  you  approach  the    question  of  the] 
organisation  of  the  personnel  of  the  Navy,,^ 
you  certainly  will  have  to  deal  with  thai 
branch  of  the  Service.     You  have  3,000 
artillery    under    the   Admiralty   of    ^I 
ranks,    and  you    are   misapplying   that 
force.     Yon  are  keeping  them  on  board 
ship ;  you  do  not  use  them  as  artillery 
and  my  position  is  that  these  are  the  me 
to  keep  more  in  reserve  at  head  qi 
ters   of    naval    stations.       The    M^ini 
Force,  if  it   is   to   be  used  as  a  reserve^ 
should    be    placed  under  the  Admi 
at  head  quarters,  and  at  naval  stations 
and    that    would    provide     your 
reserve    in   war.     Is   it  not  possible   to 
have  a  system    of  more   naval  training 
for    Marine    and    Marine    artilleiy   oflB- 
cers,  so   that    they    might  be    usefull^ 
employed   on  Ixmrd  sliips,  and  in  navi 
service  when  they  are  wanted  ?     In  the 
exigencies  of  war,  I,  myself,  would  rather 
liave  Marine  artilleiy  and  Marine  officers 
al>le    to   handle   boats    than    that    they 
should,  as  manvof  them  have  dono»  take 
the  highest  places  at  the  Staff  College.  In 
respect  of  the  organisation  of  the  p^raot^ 
nd  ol    the  Navy — since  1852  when  co: 
tinuous    service   was    established — yoi 
have  gone  on  tinkering  the  machine,  am 
you    are     tinkering   at    it  now.     Take 
the  simple  matter  of  keeping  the  men^ 
accounts.       You    will    find    it  a    ve 
expensive     affair.       If     you    refer     to 
the     Navy    Estimates,      and    take   theL 
Accountant     General's     Department 
the     Admiralty,     you    will     find     tt 
costs      £51,000,        I   am   dealing  wi 
nothing  but  the  Accountants*  branch 
of    the    Navy*     If   you  take  the   pa 
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the  half-pay,  and  the  retired  pay  of  the 
eecretaries,  paymasters,  and  clerks,  for 
the  service  of  the  Fleet,  you  will  find  that 
this  costs  .£162,000  a  year,  and  thus 
actually  for  only  58,000  men  the  cost 
is  £213,000.  The  cost  of  the  Accoun- 
tant services  of  the  Fleet  costs  nearly 
a  quarter  of  a  million  a  year.  1  think 
that  is  a  very  serious  matter  indeed. 
The  pay  and  retirement  alone  for  the 
Accountant  services  absorbs  nearly  a 
quarter  of  a  million  of  money  for 
keeping  the  accounts  of  58,000  men. 
The  total  number  on  the  Estimate  is 
65,000,  but  6,000  or  7,000  of  these  are 
marines  on  shore.  If  you  take  the  pay 
and  retirement  of  the  officers  charged 
with  keeping  the  accounts  of  the  6,000 
marines  on  shore,  you  will  find  it  is  under 
X9,000  a  year.  That  is  at  the  rate  of 
,£1  10s.  per  head  of  the  men  whose 
accounts  are  to  be  kept.  But  when  you 
turn  to  the  Navy  proper,  and  add  to  that 
part  the  marines  emtarked,  you  will  find 
that  you  are  spending  at  the  rate  of 
,£2  15a.  per  head,  a  difEerence  of  £1  5s., 
or  83  per  cent.,  as  compared  with  the  cost 
in  connection  with  the  accounts  of 
niarines  on  shore.  You  are  then 
spending  £70,000  a  year  more  than  I 
think  you  need. 

Commander  BETHELL  :  Does  not  that 
include  the  accounts  of  stores  in  all  the 
ships  and  war  materiel  ? 

♦Sir  J.  COLOMB :  The  figures  apply 
only  to  the  pay  of  the  officers  of  the 
Accountant  branches  of  the  Navy.  No- 
thing more.  I  do  not  include  the  petty 
officers.  It  is  merely  a  calculation  of 
the  pay,  half-pay,  and  retirement  for 
Accountant  officers,  commissioned  and 
subordinate,  on  the  one  hand  in  the 
Navy,  and  on  the  other  hand  in  the 
Marine  Forces.  But  in  the  Marine 
Forces,  I  do  include  certain  other  officers 
engaged  in  the  account  keeping  of 
stores;  in  the  Navy  I  do  not.  I 
tnist  the  First  Lord  will  really  look  into 
this  question  of  the  organisation  of  the 
Navy,  and  that  he  will  keep  his  thumb 
well  down  upon  the  Accountant- 
General's  Department,  and  the  account- 
ant branches  of  the  Royal  Navy. 

*(8.10.)  Mr.  CHANNING  (North- 
amp  ton,  E.) :  I  do  not  intend  to  enter 
into  the  many  details  of  the  somewhat 
business-like  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  but  I  wish  to  challenge 
one  point  on  which  he  contradicted  my 
VOL.  CCCXLII.    [third  series.] 


right  hon  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradford,  namely,  as  to  the  predicted 
results  which  would  follow  in  other 
countries  of  our  naval  scheme  launched 
last  year.  Our  contention  has  always 
been  that  to  launch  the  scheme  in  such 
an  ostentatious  way  would  be  to 
provoke  the  competition  of  other 
countries.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  entirely  denies  that.  What 
are  the  facts  ?  We  have  in  America 
not  a  scheme  to  build  70  vessels 
at  a  cost  of  £21,000,000,  but  227 
vessels  at  a  cost  of  £70,000,000.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  says  this 
is  simply  due  to  the  fact  that  the  United 
States  of  America  has  a  vast  surplus  to 
spend.  That  is  true.  But  anyone 
acquainted  with  America  will  know 
that  the  result  of  our  naval  scheme  has 
been  to  put  a  powerful  weapon  into  the 
hands  of  the  Protectionist  Party  in  the 
United  States  by  enabling  them  to  us  3 
for  10  years  to  come  the  gigantic  sur- 
plus of  the  United  States  in  adding  to 
their  Navy.  Our  contention  is,  that  we 
should  have  a  Navy  adequate  to  our 
Imperial  necessities  of  defence  and  pro- 
tection of  our  ever-spreading  commerce. 
But  we  maintain  that  such  a  relative 
proportion  of  naval  strength  should 
always  be  maintained  by  the  unosten- 
tatious policy  of  rsing  our  resources  for 
rapid  ship-building  without  challenging 
the  competition  of  other  countries — 
quietly  stealing  on  and  keeping  ahead 
of  the  armaments  of  other  countries.  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  weapon  which 
we  have  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Pro- 
tectionist Party  in  America  has  enabled 
them  to  appropriate  those  surpluses,  part 
of  which  might  have  gone  to  lowering 
the  American  iarifE,  and  so  have  bene- 
fited the  hard-working  artisans  of  this 
country.  I  think  everyone  will  be 
inclined  to  compliment  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  on  his  exceedingly 
clear  and  impai*tial  statement  in  expla- 
nation of  the  Navy  Estimates.  But  in 
this  statement  we  find  the  strongest 
confirmation  of  the  points  raised  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford last  year,  and  again  this  year,  as  to 
the  unwisdom  of  teking  two  or  three 
typep  and  building  a  large  number  of 
vessels  according  to  each  of  those  types 
at  one  time.  Again  and  again  we  discover 
in  this  statement  that  even  since  last 
year  the  Admiralty  have  been  obliged  to 
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modify,  ae  a  resnlt  of  the  manoenvres 
and  to  alter  their  proposals.  For  instance, 
they  have  introdnced  modifications  with 
respect  to  coal  transport,  and  the  Tentila- 
tiou  of  engine-rooms  beneath  the  pro- 
tected decks.  There  is  a  still  more 
irai>ortant  point,  that  the  new  cruisers 
are  to  have  their  speed  increased  to  their 
full  capacity*  I  ventured  last  year  to 
draw  attention  to  the  defects  in  the 
speed  and  coal  capacity  of  the  new 
cruisers  ;  and  it  cannot  escape  the 
observation  of  anyone  interested  in  the 
matter  that  the  alterations  made  in  the 
designs  of  the  cruisers  of  last  year  are 
maioly  directed  to  the  increase  of  boiler 
and  coal  capacity.  At  the  bottom  of 
page  7  of  the  statement  issued  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  AdmiiYilty  we  are  told 
that — ► 

**  Id  the  cruiftera  of  the  lat  and  2nd  clf^ss  now 
building  under  the  Naval  DefeDce  Act,  Ihe 
weights  of  the  boilers  huve  been  iacreagiad  by 
from  1(5  to  25  per  cent,  Tbi»  will  give  inereHsed 
boiler  capacity  and  admit  of  beneficial  altera- 
ationfl  iu  design.'* 

Again,  on  the  next   page,  we  are  told 
that— 

*'The  present  policy  is  to  inorease  the 
veightfl  and  tbe  dimensions  of  the  boilerB,  m 
that  the  higher  powers  occaaionalty  required 
may  be  more  readily  developed  and  maintained.'* 

I  hava  called  atti*ntion  to  these  points 
especially  becaustj  I  wish  to  express 
my  Batisf action  at  the  alterations  that 
have  been  made  in  the  cruisers. 
According  to  the  view  of  many  of  the 
most  experienced  men  in  the  Merchant 
Service,  fast  cruisers  constitute,  perhaps, 
the  most  important  brrmch  of  the  Naval 
Service  at  the  dijsposal  of  the  Admiralty 
for  the  defence  a: id  protection  of  our 
commeiM3e.  I  call  attention  to  these 
point  1  in  order  to  emphasise  the  fact  that 
experience  is  coming  in  month  by  month 
and  year  by  year,  and  that,  therefore, 
the  safest  policy  for  our  Naval  Authorities 
to  pui'sue  is  to  utilise  that  experience  as 
it  is  acquired  ;  not  to  adopt  at  once  and 
for  all  one  particular  type  for  the  con- 
fitmction  of  a  large  number  of  vessels  ; 
but*  having  first  constructed  one  or  two, 
and  having  seen  what  are  the  advantages 
and  defects  of  that  type,  U^  adapt  the 
designs  for  the  next  vessel  or  two- to 
the  experience  so  gained.  The  enormous 
pirpgraramo  laid  down  by  the  United 
States  Government,  and  the  rumours  we 
hear  as  to  the  proceedings  of  other  Naval 
Mr,  Channinff 


Powers  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other  the  proofs  we  have  in  this  very- 
statement,  that  experience  is  necessary 
in  deeiding  the  designs  of  the  Govern- 
ment, seem  to  me  amply  to  justify  the 
attitude  which  we  on  this  side  of  the 
Hons?  assumed  last  year. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

3,     £3,31 2,500,  Wages,  kc.  of  Officets, 
Seamen,  Boys,  Coast  Guard,  and  Marines. 

(8.20.)    Lord   G.   HAMILTON:    In 
reply    to    the    various     questions    that 
have    been    put   to    me  in    the    eofurse 
of     the     discussion     on     the    previans 
Vote,   I    may  say    that    I    quite    a^ree 
with    the    hon.    Member   who   haa  just 
sat    down,    as    to  the    advantages  that 
would  result  from  the   increase   in   the 
boiler  power  and  coal-carrying  capacity 
that  has  been  given  to  the  new  cruisers^ 
and  I  can  assure   the   hon.    Gentleman 
that  these  advantages  have  not  entailed 
any  additional  cost  in  the  construction  of 
the  vessels,  inasmuch  as  they  formed  part 
of  the  orij^nal  designs.     The  discussion 
generally  has,  I  think,  been  favourable  to 
the    policy  of   the   Admiralty  ;  but   my 
hon*  Friend  the  Member  for  Holderness 
(Commander  Bethell),  who  spoke  about 
the  guns,  most  rememlx^r  that  I  am  not- 
responsible  for  the  110-ton  guns,  which 
wex*e  ordered  at  a  time  when  I  was  not 
in  office'.    When,  however,  an  attack  was 
made  ufM>n  those  guns,  and  I  saw  that 
they  had  been  unfairly  attacked,  I  thought 
it  riirht  to  state  the  facts  with  regard 
t)    tiiem.      It    is    an    undoubted     fact 
that  if    the  vesst^ls,  armed  with  these 
guns,  get  within  certain  range,  and  shot 
from  the   1 1 0-ton  guns  strike  a  hostile 
ship^  she  will  not  be  very  likely  to  give 
much  t  re  I  u  bl  e  afte  r  wards ,  The  Admiral  ty, 
however,  have  thought  it  advisable   to 
limit  the  supply  of  these  guns  to  certain 
ships.     Tlie  hon.   Gentleman  went  on  to  ' 
suggest  that  we  should  test  one  of  thes» 
guns  by  firing  it  continuouisly  for  some 
hours  in  order  to  see  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  rapid  firing  upon  the  interior  of 
the  weapon  ;   but  the  ert:>sion  which  ia 
caused  by  the  gases  acting  on  the  baek 
part   of    the   gun    whtle   they  are  in   a 
heated   condition    is   so   great,    and    the 
tempeniture  caused  by  the  explosion  is 
BO  high,  that  I  do  not  think  ia^ny  advBmtage 
would  be  derived  from  such  a  test.     In 
designing  these  guns  there  were  two  con- 
siderations to  which  Bcientisis  specially 
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applied  themselves.  They  tested  the 
temperature  and  pressure  of  the  gases, 
and  by  these  means  ascertained  the 
strength  of  metal  required  and  the  tem- 
perature it  would  stand.  As  far  as  the 
Admiralty  know,  our  guns  are  as  strong — 
I  believe  they  are  really  stronger  than 
any  guns  made  by  a  Foreign  Power,  and 
they  are  also  unequalled  for  accuracy, 
rapidity  of  firing,  and  endurance.  As  I 
have  shown  in  my  statement,  the  total 
number  of  heavy  breech-loading  guns  of 
8-inch  calibre  and  upwards,  mounted  in 
English  ships,  is  88,  22  of  those  being 
13  inches  and  upwards,  while  66  are  of 
from  8  to  13  inches,  whereas  the  French 
have  mounted  only  20  of  13  inches  and 
upwards,  and  22  of  from  8  to  13  inches. 
I  have  been  asked  questions  with  refer- 
ence to  the  personnel  of  the  Navy,  and 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
East  Kent  has  called  special  attention  to 
the  position  of  the  Engineer  Oflficers  of 
the  Fleet.  I  gave  an  answer  on  this 
subject  last  year,  and  have  since  most 
carefully  considered  the  matter,  with  the 
result  that  I  can  see  no  reason  for  chang- 
ing the  opinion  I  then  expressed.  It  is 
quite  true  that  the  Engineer  Ofl&cers 
133rform  most  responsible  duties,  but  it 
must  also  be  remembered  that  there  is 
an  almost  unlimited  supply  of  material 
for  making  such  oflficers  throughout  the 
country.  The  Admiralty  can  obtain  any 
'number  of  candidates  for  the  engineering 
branch  of  the  Navy,  the  advantages  of 
that  service  being  exceptional.  They 
receive  a  most  expensive  education, 
three-quarters  of  the  cost  of  which  is 
defrayed  by  the  country,  and  when 
once  they  become  commissioned  oflficers 
they  are  almost  always  upon  full  pay, 
while  their  promotion  is  not  retarded 
from  one  grade  to  another  by  an  ex- 
C3ptional  block.  Therefore,  I  do  not  think 
the  engineer  oflficers  have  established  a 
case  that  would  justify  me  in  increasing 
the  pay  at  present  attached  to  their  rank 
in  the  Navy.  I  am,  however,  anxious,  as 
far  as  I  can  fairly  do  so,  to  improve  their 
status ;  but  I  believe  that  the  profession 
of  Naval  Engineer  is  one  to  which  people 
of  any  station  in  life  would  like  to  send 
their  sons,  and  that  when  the  advantages 
of  this  branch  of  the  Service  are  known 
we  shall  get  quite  as  good  candidates  as 
we  have  had  for  other  branches  of  the 
Naval  Service.  Well,  Sir,  another  hon. 
Gentleman   has  stated  that  during  the 


recent  Naval  Manoeuvres  certain  vessels 
developed  signs  of  weakness ;  and  in  reply 
to  that   charge   I  may   say  that  every 
officer     commanding    a    ship    at    those 
manoeuvres  had  to  send  in  a  Report,  and 
to  answer  a  large  number  of  categorical 
and  searching  questions  which  were  sent 
round  by  the  Admiralty.     The  result  was. 
that  although    a  number  of  complaints- 
were  made  of  want  of  boiler  power  and 
engine  power,  and  so  forth,  in  no  case  did 
any  oflficer  state  that  his  ship  showed  any 
signs    of    structural    wealaiess.      It    is 
not  for    the    Naval  Board  to  interfere- 
with  the  designs,  the  responsibility  for 
which  must  be  thrown  upon  the  designers; 
but,  at  all  events,  no  reduction  has  been 
made   in   the   standard  of  constructive 
strength    of  our  modern   ships   of  war. 
Then    the   hon.    Member  for  Bow  and 
Bromley  (Sir  J.  Colomb)  suggested  that 
oflficers  and  men  of  the  Marines  should  be 
more  utilised  for  the  purpose  of  forming  a- 
Naval  Reserve  ;  and,  while  I  quite  agree 
with  him — though  I  only  express  my  own 
opinion — as    to     the    ability    of     these- 
oflficers,  and  the  desirability  of  giving  so 
qualified  a  body  greater  chances  of  dis- 
tinguishing themselves,  I  think  we  must 
rely  for  reserve  in  time  of  war  upon  our- 
Mercantile  Marine.     We  have  the  ques- 
tion  of   pensions  to  consider  ;   and  it  is  • 
impossible  to  think  that  the  people  of 
this  country  would  tolerate  a  large  es- 
tablishment of  reserves  in  excess  of  our 
requirements     for    ships     in    existence 
simply  in  order  that  in  time  of  war  we 
might  have  a  full  supply  of  oflficers  and 
men.      The  cost  of   maintaining  such  a 
large  number  of  men  on  the  Active  List 
would  be  considerable  ;  and,  in  addition, , 
there  would  be  such  heavy  non-effective 
charges  that  I  do  not  think  the  proposi- 
tion one   that   any   Government  would" 
care  to  make,  or  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons would  be  likely  to  assent  to.      The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the   Member  for 
Bradford  made  to-night  by  no  means  his 
first  speech  against  the  Naval  Defence 
Act  of  last  year.     I  am  bound  to  say  he 
said    nothing    very  .  new.      He   always 
maintained  that   the  probable  result  of 
the   measure   would  be  to  increase  the 
Naval   expenditure  of    other  countries. 
Other  countries,  no  doubt,  have  increased 
their  Naval  expenditure;    but,    havings 
watched  the  matter  very  closely,  I  have  not 
been  able  to  trace  any  increasa  in  the  case 
of  America  or  France  in  consequence  of 
2  Q  2 
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what  we  have  done.  For  years  past 
Amoricans  have  called  for  an  increase  of 
their  N'avy,  and  very  naturally,  looking 
at  the  extent  of  the  seaboard  of  their 
country  and  the  extent  of  their  com- 
merce.     They   have    a    large     surplus 

their  treasury  just  now,  and 
rtsonld  not  put  it  to  better  pur- 
pos3  than  the  development  of  ship- 
building and  the  rehabilitsition  of  their 
Fleet.  As  to  France,  I  read  very  care- 
fully  the  speech  of  the  French  i[inister, 
and  what  he  pointed  out  was  that  Ger- 
many and  I^ly  had  largely  increased 
their  expenditure,  and  therefore  he 
thought  it  necessary  there  should  l)e  some 
increase  of  the  French  Kav5^  The 
addition  is  not  very  alarming.  It  amounts 
to  ftl>nut  £2,300,000,  and  tliis  is  to  be 
spread  over  fivi^  or  six  years.  The  right 
hon.  Memix?r  said  that  the  French  Navy, 
as  comimrfd  with  the  British,  stands  in 
the  ratio  of  two  to  three  ;  but  I  have  seen 
the  French  Estimates,  and  find  a 
Tery  slight  increase — nothing  to  sustain 
the  ratio  upon  which  tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  founded  his  argument.  I  do 
not  want  to  re -state  the  many  arguments 
that  may  be  urged  on  behalf  of  the  prin- 
ciples that  are  era lx)died  in  the  Naval  De- 
fence Act  of  last  Session.  The  House 
assented  to  the  mensure  by  a  large 
majority.  With  r^ird  to  the  question 
of  Naval  adraiuistration,  I  dismiss  the 
financial  objections  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  put  them  aside ;  but  when 
the  complaint  is  made  that  the  head  of 
the  Navy  is  a  civilian,  whose  knowledge 
of  Naval  matters  must  necessarily  be 
small  I  must  say  that,  though  that  fact 
may  have  something  to  do  with  Naval 
administration,  my  experience  is  that  a 
•  civilian  of  common-sense  and  industry 
can,  if  he  properly  selects  technical  ad- 
visers, discharge  the  duties  satisfactorily. 
The  great?8t  difficulty  a  civilian  has  to 
contend  with  is  that  imposed  by  Parlia- 
mentary administration.  He  has  to  be 
in  constant  attendance  in  the  House ; 
day  by  day  questions  are  put  down  ;  and 
I  suppose  there  is  hardly  a  day  in  which 
the  Director  of  Naval  Construction,  the 
Engi?\eer-in'Chief,or  the  Director  of  Dock- 
VJtrds  is  not  taken  away  from  most 
imix>rtant  work  in  order  to  devote  half 
an  hour  or  an  hour  to  the  answering  of  a 
question  put  to  a  Minister  in  this  Housed. 
I  do  not  dispute  the  right  of  Members  to 
put  questions  t«i  Ministers.      So   long  as 

Zofid  G,  Bamiltcn 


the  present  system  continues  it  is  only 
reasonable  thnt  full  information  should 
be  given  by  Ministers. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

♦Ii0Bi>G,  HAMH^TON:  When  I  waa 
interrupted  I  was  about  to  point  out  that 
under  the  old  system  of  preparing  the 
Estimates  the  time  of  the  ofhcials  whs 
occupied  continuously  for  ab'ut  three 
months.  Numbers  of  small  questions 
crop  up  time  after  time — such  tLS  the  type 
of  ships  to  be  built,  the  number  of  ships, 
and  matters  affecting  stores.  All  these 
things  have  to  be  considered,  and  the  per- 
manent officials  have  no  standard  up  to 
which  to  work.  In  the  futnre  it  will  be 
possible  to  compress  the  consideration  of 
the  annual  l^^stiraates  into  at  least  one- 
fourth  of  the  time  required  under  the 
old  system.  The  time  saved  can  be 
devoted  to  the  consideration  of  great 
questions  of  principle,  and  to  the 
establishment  of  a  system  under  which 
the  various  departments  of  the  Navy  can 
work  up  to  a  fixed  standard.  As  the 
advantages  of  this  system  became  more 
and  more  apparent  I  am  certain  that 
everybody,  including  even  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  will  prefer  it,  and  will  admit 
that  it  promotes  economy,  organisation, 
and  method,  whereas  the  old  system 
undoubtedly  led  to  waste  and  confusion 

Vote  agreed  to. 

4.  XI,  103,200,  Victualling  and  Cloth- 
ing for  the  Navy. 

5.  £125,200,  Medical  Establishments 
and  Services. 

6.  i:il,900.  Martial  Law,  &c. 


t»e 


7.  Motion    made,   and   Question   pro- 
posed» 

'*Tbat  n  Sam,  not  exceeding  £71,800, 
gmnted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expi 
of  EducatioDtil  Services,  which  wHl  come  in 
course  of  payment  durinic  the  year  eading  oa 
the  Slat  day  of  March,  1891/* 

♦(9.15.)  Mr.  duff  (Banffshire):  I 
rise.  Sir,  to  move  that  you  report  Pro- 
gress. I  do  so  for  the  purpose  of  a^iking 
the  Government  what  course  they 
intend  to  take  with  regard  to  thu 
remaining  Naval  Votes?  I  think  the 
Committee  has  been  taken  somewhat  by 
surprise.  I  have  been  here  myself  the 
greater  part  of  the  evening ;  but  at  10 
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minutes  past  8  o'clock  I  went  away  to 
have  my  dinner,  under  the  impression 
that  Vote  1  would  continue  to  occupy 
the  Committee,  and  that  we  should  be  able 
to  discuss  any  questions  we  wished  to  raise 
on  that  Vote.  I  knew  that  two  hon.  Mem- 
bers intended  to  speak.  When  I  came 
back  I  found  that  the  House  had  voted 
£5,000,000  of  money.  It  really  looks 
as  if  the  House  took  no  interest  in  the 
Navy — that  would  be  a  false  impres- 
sion. Strictly  speaking  I  ought  to  have 
been  here,  but  one  generally  relies 
on  someone  to  keep  the  debate  going. 
I  hope  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
do3S  not  propose  to  go  on  with  the  Ship- 
building Vote  to-night,  ccmsidering  that 
the  enormous  volume  dealing  with  it 
was  not  presented  to  the  House  until 
4  o'clock  this  evening. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr,  JOuff.) 

*(9.18.)  Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex, 
Eastbourne)  :  1  wish  to  say  I  thoroughly 
echo  the  sentiments  of  my  hon.  Friend 
opposite.  I,  like  him,  have  been  taken 
entirely  by  surprise.  I  do  not  desire  to 
criticise  tho  action  of  Ministers.  Pro- 
bably, they  are  perfectly  justified  in  the 
course  they  have  taken ;  but  I  think  I 
may  say  that  such  a  course  is  most 
unusual.  My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Pembroke  (Admiral 
Mayne)  and  mysslf  had  given  way  with 
great  good  nature  to  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bow  and  Bromley 
(Sir  J.  Colomb),  who  had  to  take  the 
chair  at  a  meeting  in  the  East  End,  and 
during  the  dinner  hour  a  snatch- Vote 
was  taken.  ["  Oh,  oh  ! "]  Well,  I  will 
not  call  it  a  snatch- Vote  ;  but  it  certainly 
is  not  usual  to  take  a  Vote  of  this  kind 
during  the  dinner  hour.  There  was  no 
desire  on  the  part  of  any  of  us  to  inter- 
fere with  the  Government  in  getting  the 
Vote  to-night.  We  are,  however,  not 
made  of  cast-iron,  and  cannot  do  without 
food.  I  hope  no  charge  will  be  brought 
against  us  of  having  failed  in  our  duty  to 
the  country  in  not  having  discussed  these 
Votes. 

•(9.21.)  LOED  G.  HAMILTON :  There 
hais  been  no  snatch- Vote,  and  no  attempt 
on  the  part  of  anyone  to  unduly  push  the 
Vote  through.  Very  few  Members  were 
present  in  the  House  when  the  first 
Vote  was  put.      A  number  of  questions 


had  been  put  to  me,  and  I  felt  bound  to 
answer  them,  although  not  one  of  the 
speakers  was  then  present.  I  am  sorry 
that  the  speech  which  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Admiral  Field)  intended 
to  make  was  not  made,  and  I  shall  be 
very  glad  to  assent  to  any  reasonable 
proposition.  What  I  propose  is,  not  to 
take  the  Shipbuilding  Vote,  the  Naval 
Armament  Vote,  or  the  Admiralty 
Vote. 

*(9.23.)  Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I 
think  my  noble  Friend  has  proposed  a 
very  reasonable  thing.  I  entirely  acquit 
the  noble  Lord  of  any  desire  to  snatch  a 
Vote.  I  hope  he  will  also  acquit  me  of 
any  want  of  courtesy  in  not  having  been 
here  when  he  answered  the  remarks  I 
had  made.  I  left  the  House  at  10 
minutes  past  8  for  the  same  purpose  as 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Admiral 
Field),  and  I  was  surprised  when  at 
half-past  8  I  returned  and  found  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  finished  his  observa- 
tions. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

*(9.25.)  Mb.  duff  :  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  noble  Lord  what  policy  the 
Board  intend  to  pursue  in  regard  to  the 
Britannia  ?  Some  time  ago  a  very  impor- 
tant Commission  concerning  Naval  Educa- 
tion held  an  inquiry,  which  was  presided 
over  by  Admiral  Luard  and  consisted  of 
very  able  men.  After  the  Commission  had 
rc^ported  I  took  occasion  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  noble  Lord  to  the 
Report.  Since  then  I  do  not  think  the 
Admiralty  have  given  any  attention 
whatever  to  the  Report  with  the  ex- 
ception of-  having  made  some  altera- 
tions with  regard  to  age  of  entry 
of  naval  cadets.  After  the  trouble 
that  Commission  took,  I  think  it  is  due 
to  them  that  some  reasons  should  be 
given  by  the  Admiralty  for  not  having 
carried  out  their  recommendations.  At 
present,  naval  cadets,  after  going  to  the 
Britannia  at  a  very  early  age,  are  sent 
to  sea  generally  for  four  years.  While 
on  board  a  man-of-war  they  have  no 
opportunity  of  pursuing  the  most  scien- 
tific part  of  their  education.  It  is  quite 
impossible  to  teach  the  higher  branches 
of  mathematics  on  board  a  man-of-war, 
and  the  Commission  lay  down  the 
general  principle  that  you  ought  to 
separate  the  technical  from  the  scientific 
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education.      When    tliese    young    men 
pass  into  the  College  at  Greenwich,  after 
having  been  four  years  at  sea,  they  are 
not  able  to  pasa  the   examination  they 
passed   when   they   left  the  Britannia  ; 
iind  consequently,  for  all  scientific  pur- 
poses, the  four  moat   valuable  yeai's   of 
their  life — those  between  IG  and  20^ — 
are  absolutely  thrown  away.     I  do  not 
think  much  can  be  said  in  defence  of 
that    system.       In     these     days    naval 
officers   are   required  to  have  a  far  more 
scientific    education     than     in     former 
years.   The  Commissioners  recommended 
that      you      ought      to      enter      your 
cadets       at       a      much       later      age. 
Your  cjideta  ought   to   be  entered  at  a 
later  age,  say  batween  16   and  17.     At 
the  present  moment  first-class  boys  from 
Greenwich  d(t  not  go  to  sea  until  they 
are  17,  and  I  do  not  see  it  is  too  late  for  I 
officers  to  get  their  sea  legs  any  more 
than   for   the    men.      For   four   months  | 
they   should   go   to  sea  and   learn   the 
atricily  nautical  part  of  their  profession, 
and  after  that  they  should  proceed  with 
their    higher    studies,  mathematics   and 
foreign  languages,  in  some   place  where 
there  is  opportunity  for  acquiring  them, 
which  we  know  there  is  not  on  board 
ship.      You    do    not    find   any  foreign 
nation  following  our  system,  and  it  stands 
•condemned  from  the  fact  that  four  years 
afterwards  the  lads  cannot  pass  the  ex- 
amination they  passed  on  entering.     The 
present   system    deprives    them   of   the 
opportunity  they  should  have  of  acquii'- 
ing  a  scientific  education  and  knowledge 
of  languages,  which  they  cannot  get  with 
equal    advantage    from    a    professional 
crammer.     After  this  ranture  considera- 
tion they  have  given  to  the  subject  I 
should    like    to    know    what   steps   the 
Admiralty  propose  t<:)   take  with    refer- 
ence   to    the    recommendations    of    the 
Commission?     I   am    quite    aware    that 
naval  men  are  not  at  one  in  their  opinion 
of  the  Rep<:>rt,  but  I  know  no  naval  men 
are  satisfied  mth    the    present  system. 
Some    of    my    late    Colleagues    at    the 
Admiralty  were  not  prepared  to  go  so 
far  as  the  Report ;  but  the  naval  Lords 
admitted  that  the  present  system  is  un- 
satisfactory, and  there  is  no  remedy  in 
simply  raising  the  age  by  a  year. 

♦(i),35.)    Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  I  have 

looked  very  closely  iuto  the  Report  of 

the  Commission  which  sat  some  four  or 

five  years  ago,  and  I  and  my  Colleagues 

Mr.  Duff 


are  unanimous  in  our  opinions  of  it** 
recommendations.  The  proposition  is  that 
these  cadets  shall  be  selected  at  local 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  examination*  in 
the  country  at  the  age  of  15,  and  that 
after  that  they  shall  be  put  through  a 
special  course  of  ^jreparation  for  a 
further  examination  for  another  year, 
and  at  about  the  age  of  16i  they  should 
begin  their  professional  duties.  Now, 
as  for  entering  the  Service  at  a  later  age, 
if  there  is  one  thing  clearer  than  another 
it  is  that  there  are  considerable  di«- 
comf orts  associated  with  a  sea  life,  which 
boys  do  not  feel,  but  which  to  a  young 

man  would  be  most  disagreeable 

•Mb.  R.  W.  DUFF :  At  17^ 
•Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :   A  young  man 
sent  to  sea  and  compelled  to  sling  his 
hammock  among  scores  of  others,  with 
no    aceommodation    but    his    sea-chest, 
fvould  find  his  lot  so  disagreeable, as  com- 
pared with  that  of  his  brothers  and  rela- 
tives on  shore,  that  he  would  not  take 
kindly  to  it*       Experience  is  conclusiTe 
against  the  proposaL       At  one  stage  of 
their  lives  Ixiys  are  gregarious  in  their 
habits,  and  it  is  then  that  they  should  lie 
sent  to  sea,  when  almost  any  surround- 
ings will  be  enjoyable.     But  three  yeara 
later,  when    the   boy  is  dawning    into 
early     manhood     and     appreciates    the 
advantages  of  privacy,  this  life  without 
early  training  becomes  intolerable.     The 
age   of   entering  for  the  Britnnnia  has 
been  raised  to  1 4i  years,  and  the  entrance 
examination     is     made    as    general   as 
possible,  80   that   any  boy  of    ordinary 
ability  and  of  good  training  can  pass  it. 
It  may  well  be  that  a  cadet  cannot  pass 
again    the   more  difficult    part    of    the 
examination  which  he  passed  four  years 
before  ;  but  the  same  thing  can   bo  said 
of  a  senior  wrangler.      The  c^idets  while 
at     sea     receive     an     excellent    moral 
training,  together  with  enough  educa- 
tion te»  keep  their  minds  open.      Other 
nations    would    be    ready     enough     to 
adopt  this  country's  system  if  they  could 
thereby  obtain  officers  as  good.     To  have 
the  men  well  trained  it  is  necessary  to 
have  them  at   an  early  age  ;    and   the 
present  system  has  resulted  in  producing  . 
a    number   of  highly-trained,    scientifiol 
officers,  while  never    were    the    lower 
grades  of  officers  so  good. 

(0.40.)  Cafiain  PRICE  (Devonpori)  : 
The  expense  of  training  a  ca<let  is  to  a 
very  lax^e  extent  at  present  borne  on  the 
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Naval  Votes,  and  I  do  not  see  why  that 
training  should  not  be  supplied  by  the 
public  schools.  I  am  quite  aware  that  the 
naval  cadets  are  assisted  by  their 
parents,  but  the  expense  does  to  a  very 
appreciable  extent  fall  upon  the  Votes. 
The  Commission  recommended  that  boys 
should  be  selected  at  the  age  of  16,  and 
then  sent  to  a  crammer  for  a  year. 
I  do  not  think  that  this  is  necessary,  as 
any  boy  of  good  public-school  education 
is  quite  capable  of  going  to  sea  at  once. 
When  I  entered  the  Navy  (in  1856) 
boys  were  entered  at  the  age  of  16,  and 
no  difficulty  was  found  in  getting  them. 
I  entered  very  young,  and,  like  most 
youngsters,  I  was  mad  to  go  to  sea,  but 
I  very  soon  had  the  enthusiasm  knocked 
out  of  me,  and  the  first  two  years  of  my 
^ea  life  were  about  as  miserable  as  any 
period  of  my  life.  It  is  only  about  the 
age  of  16  that  a  lad  begins  to  understand 
the  romance  of  the  Service  and  to  like 
the  life.  If  a  boy  goes  to  sea  at  16,  he 
should  not  be  called  upon  to  go  in  for 
scientific  subjects  until  entering  the 
Naval  College.  Let  him,  from  16  to  19, 
add  seamanship  and  navigation  to  his 
public  school  education,  and  then  he 
could  spand  at  least  two  years  in  the 
Naval  College,  and  thoroughly  study  all 
those  scientific  subjects  which  a  Naval 
officer  is  expected  to  understand.  I 
have  no  sympathy  with  the  present 
system  of  training  cadets,  and  I  hope,  in 
i^t,  that  the  Britannia  m&j  soon  be  done 
away  with. 

•(9.43.)  Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex, 
Eastbourne)  :  I  do  not  share  the  views 
of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  I  am 
thoroughly  in  harmony  with  the  view  of 
the  First  Lord.  I  am  not,  however, 
opposed  to  raisinsT  the  age  for  entering 
the  service  to  15  years  as  a  maximum. 
If  you  abolish  the  Britannia,  as  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  recommends,  your 
choice  will  ba  between  sending  the 
lads  to  sea  straight  from  school 
or  having  a  college  on  shore.  Well, 
I  think  there  would  be  consider- 
able difficulty  in  keeping  good  discipline 
among  some  200  yoang  men  of  the  ages 
from  16  to  19  in  a  college  on  shore.  It 
would  be  far  better  that  they  should 
go  to  sea  straight,  and  be  brought 
under  strict  naval  discipline.  But  the 
answer  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site is  that  the  system  he  •  proposes 
has. been  tried  and  has  failed,  the  present 


system  being  established  in  lieu  of  it. 
The  lake  Sir  Alfred  Byder,  when  he  was 
private  secretary  to  the  Duke  of  Somer- 
set, prepared  a  Betum  for  the  Admiralty, 
showing  what  became  of  the  lads  who 
entered  at  the  age  of  16,  in  comparison  * 
with  those  who  joined  the  Britannia  at 
an  earlier  age.  The  result  was  remark- 
able. I  will  not  quote  it  from  memory, 
but  the  Returns  showed  that  a  much 
larger  percentage  of  those  who  joined 
the  Britannia  remained  in  the  Service.  I 
myself  joined  at  the  age  of  16  and  found 
the  life  a  most  disgusting  one  for  the 
first  six  months.  It  was  most  difficult  to 
acquire  any  knowledge  of  my  profession 
except  seamanship,  because  there  was  no 
one  to  teach  it.  I  remember  my  experi- 
ence very  well,  but  I  need  not  trouble 
the  House  with  it,  I  am  entirely 
opposed  to  any  drastic  change,  and  I 
think  the  noble  Lord  is  quite  right  in 
resisting  it.  If  there  should  be  any 
change  this  is  not  the  time  for 
making  it.  While  you  have  ships 
of  the  type  you  have  at  present,  better 
adhere  to  the  present  systen^  until  you 
can  invent  a  better.  Have  Foreign 
Navies  got  a  better  stafE  of  officers? 
No,  I  am  sure  they  have  not.  Ours  is 
not  a  perfect  system  any  more  than  any 
human  system,  but  it  has  worked  well ; 
it  has  supplied  us  with  talented  young 
officers,  and  I  do  not  think  yon  will 
readily  find  a  better  system. 
•(9.45.)  Commander  BETHELL  :  It  is 
amusing  to  see  how  hon.  and  gaUant 
Gentlemen  will  yield  to  the  influence  of 
myth.  It  would  be  well  if  attention 
were  given  to  the  explosion  of  some  of 
the  myths  connected  with  the  naval  Ser- 
vice. I  believe  there  is  no  greater  mis- 
take than  to  suppose  a  boy  cannot  be- 
come accustomed  to  sea  life  at  a  later 
age  than  16.  Some  distinguished  men 
have  gone  to  sea  long  after  16.  For 
instance.  Captain  Cook  first  went  to 
sea  at  the  age  of  19.  I  agree  with  my 
hon.  Friends  the  Members  for  BanfE  and 
Devonport  in  the  main,  but  1  concur  with 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  near  me  that 
tlus  is  not  a  suitable  occasion  to  raise  a 
regular  educational  discussion.  The 
system  has  been  arranged  by  my  noble 
Friend,  and  whatever  views  we  hold  we 
have  very  little  chance  of  impressing 
them  on  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty.  I .  maintain,  however,  that 
of  recent  years  the  Admiralty  have  given 
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undue  value  to  what  is  called  high 
mathematical  and  scientific  training'. 
Personally  I  never  had  any  objection  to 
the  Be 'branches  of  study  ;  they  were  never 
distasteful  to  me  ;  but  it  is  undoubtedly 
true  of  the  officers  who  received  hi^b 
training  on  the  Briktnnia  and  the  Ex- 
edlent  that  of  a  hundred  not  five  could, 
six  months  after  entrance,  work  out  the 
problems  they  did  when  they  passed  their 
examination,  without  the  assistance  of 
bookis  and  formula.  The  simple  reason 
is  this,  knowledge  is  not  required  in  the 
profession.  If  my  noblu  Friend  believes, 
as  I  think  he  does,  that  the  officers  of  our 
Xaval  Service  are  men  of  high  scientific 
attainments^  he  is  labouring  under  a 
complete  delusion.  No  body  of  officers 
in  the  Service  ever  have  been,  and  I 
might  say  ever  will  be,  men  of  high 
scientific  training,  simply  because  it  is 
not  required,  and  a  man  w*ill  not  fit  him- 
self with  attainments  not  required  in 
the  course  of  his  profession.  For  my 
part,  I  should  like  to  63e  the  whole 
system  altered,  and  to  seo  boys  having 
bad  an  ordinary  education  on  shore 
proceed  to  sea.  I  believe  they  would 
readily  accustom  themselves  to  the  hard- 
ships of  sea  life,  for,  after  all,  it  is  stuff 
and  nonsense  talked  aljout  this,  there  is 
no  real  iiardship.  There  was  in  the  days 
when  my  bon.  and  gallant  Friend  entered 
the  Service,  but  I  am  quite  sure  that 
judging  by  the  wav  in  which  young  men 
crowd  into  the  Navy,  they  are  not 
considered  hardships, 

♦(9,50.)  Admiral  MA  YNE  i  I  feel  very 
strongly  on  this  subject*  and  I  entii-ely 
agree  with  the  last  speaker.  I  ha|»pen 
to  be  one  of  the  few  examples  of  public 
schoolboys  in  the  Navy,  and  I  am  con- 
vinced that  it  has  been  of  the  greatest 
advantage  to  me  to  have  had  two  years 
at  Eton  before  g^>ing  to  sea.  I  am 
opposed  to  the  Britannia  system  from 
beginning  to  end.  The  necessity  of 
entering  boys  at  a  vary  early  j^  has 
been  somewhat  emphasised,  but  I  believe 
if  we  entered  boys  in  the  Navy  direct 
from  the  public  schools  they  would  turn 
out  equally  good  officers  as  those  we 
have  now.  As  to  what  has  been  said 
about  the  disgust  that  arises  at  tlie 
discomforts  of  sea  life,  that  applies  as 
much  to  the  age  of  12  as  it  does  to  the 
age  of  16,  and  alt  that  a  la^  has  to 
learn  can  be  equally  well  learned  if  he 
Joing  the  Service  after  receiving  the 
Commander  Bethdl 


ordinary  education  of  a  gentleman's  son. 
It  is  prolmble  that  all  the  officers  except 
those     who    join    the    toq>edo     service 
or     special     scientific    branches     know 
nothing  about  the  subject  they  jmssed  in 
two   years    before.     In   fact,  when  they 
leave  college  they  close  their  books  never  i 
to  open  them  again.     I  would    suggest  \ 
that  for  any  real  advantage   the  educa-  \ 
tion   should  be    carried  on  for   a    much  , 
longer  period.     I  should  like  them  not^l 
to  drop   their  books  until,   at   any   rate, 
they  became  captains.     I  do  not  see  why 
you  should  not  have  fiome  such  system 
as    the    stafl:  college,  where  officers  may 
continue    their     education.      It    is    my 
opinion   that  we    learn   little  worth  re-  | 
membering  until  we  aio  gnn^vn  up. 

♦(9.55.)     Mr.  duff  :  1  think  it  must  j 
be  pretty  evident  there  is  a  difference  of 
opinion  on  this  point  among  Naval  offi- 
cers.    We  have  what  may  be  called  the 
old  school  represented   by   the  hon.  and  ' 
gallant   Admiral    (Admiral    Field)    whf>  \ 
think  that  the  old  system  is  perfect  and 
incapable  of  improvement. 

*Ar»MiEAL  FIELD  ;  I  condemned  it. 

*Mk.    IJL7FF:    The    preponderance  ofj 
opinion    certainly  among  Naval  offieera-j 
is  in  favour,  if  not  exactly  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commission,    at  any 
rate  in  favour  of  very  great  alterations 
in  the  system.     1  do  not  think  the  noble 
Lord   quite   remembers   the   recommen- 
dations  of    the   Commission.     There   is| 
nothing   in   those    recommendations    to 
prevent    Ixjys   going   back    to   a    pubba 
scliool   alter    the   preliminary    examina- 
tion ;    it    is     not    necessary    that    they 
should  go  to  crammers.     The  proposal  of 
the   Commission   was    that    we    should 
do  away  with  the  rank  of  midshipman 
afloat;  that  the  lads  should  go  for  a  cruise- 
for    three     or   four    months,    and    then 
return    to    a    naval   college    on    shore,  i 
My  hon.    and   gallant   Friend    opposite 
has     pointed     out    the     falsity    of   the  i 
assumption    that   young    Jtatn   did    not| 
^et   on   when  they   Joined   the   Service 
late    in    life,     and    he     mentioned    the 
case    of    Captain     Cook,      who     joined 
late.     I  can  mention  another  case  of  a  \ 
celebrated  officer,  Lord  Dundonald,  with 
whom       I      served,     who,     I      believe, 
did     not     enter      the       Service       until 
he      was     18.        Those     familiar     with 
ih^  AutQbio(iraphy  of  a  Seanmn  will  re- 
member  the   description  of  Lord  Dnn- 
donald  when  in   the   command  of  the  ^ 
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Speedy,  trying  to  shave  himself,  his  legs 
in  the  cabin,  his  head  on  deck.  He,  as 
ayoung  man,  had  to  undergo  considerable 
discomforts,  but  these  in  no  way  daunted 
his  ardour  for  a  sea  Hfe.  The  First  Lord 
entertains  a  good  John  Bull  opinion  of 
British  officers  as  the  best  in  the  world, 
and  it  is  quite  right  that  a  First  Lord 
should  have  that  opinion,  but  as  to  the 
possession  of  scientific  acquirements  I 
should  just  like  to  mention  the  evidence 
of  Captain  £[ane,  of  the  CaUiope,  who 
says  that  unquestionably  foreign  naval 
officers  have  a  better  scientific  education 
than  ours,  and  he  has  also  stated  that  he 
does  not  believe  that  one  English  officer  in 
a  hundred  speaks  any  language  but  his  own. 
1  do  not  go  as  fcir  as  that,  but  I  think 
you  do  not  give  your  young  officers  the 
opportunity  for  learning  that  amount  of 
science  which  is  necessary  in  the  Service, 
and  which  they  ought  to  have  in  the 
same  proportion  as  foreign  officers  have. 
I  agree  with  a  great  deal  that  has  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Pembroke.  K  you  do 
not^have  special  training  the  best  thing  is 
to  have  naval  officers  educated  like  any- 
one else  up  to  a  certain  age,  and  then 
take  them  on  board  ship  and  let  them 
get  their  professional  education  there. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

8.  ^57,900,  Scientific  Services. 
•(10.2.)  Admiral  FIELD  :  I  should  like 

to  know  whether  instructions  have  been 
sent  out  to  specially  survey  that  part  of 
the  Torres  Straits  where  it  is  reported  a 
rock  has  been  discovered  on  which  the 
Qtietta  was  lost  ? 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  I  have  no  infer- 
mation  on  that  point,  but  I  will  make 
inquiries. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

9.  £152,100,  Boyal  Naval  Eeserves. 
•Me.  duff  :  I  notice  that  some  years 

ago  the  reserve  number  of  stokers  was 
1,000.  It  was  reduced  to  600,  and  now 
the  number  is  nominally  800 ;  last  year 
you  only  succeeded  in  obtaining  about 
600.  1  do  not  know  whether  the  noble 
Lord  will  be  able  to  get  the  number  of 
men  which  he  expects,  because  at  the 
present  moment  the  position  of  the 
naval  stokers,  as  regards  pay,  is  not  so 
good  aa  that  of  the  stokers  in  the  mer- 
cantile marine.  It  is  quite  true  that  a 
naval  man  con  look  forward  to  a  pension, 


but  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Admiralty 
whether  they  think  what  they  are  now 
offering  is  a  sufficient  inducement  for 
men  to  enter  the  reserve  Service  1 

(10.5.)  LordG.  HAMII/rON  :  When  I 
first  came  to  the  Admiralty  the  system  in 
force  was  to  ofEer  a  refcsCiner  of  £5  a  year ; 
that  is  to  say,  a  man  of  good  character  and 
of  certain  experience  as  stoker  could  in- 
crease his  wages  by  £5  a  year,  simply 
by  becoming  a  man  of  the  Royal  Naval 
Reserve.  I  thought  we  should  be  able 
to  obtain  any  number  we  wished,  but  the 
anticipation  has  not  been  fulfilled. 
Whether  it  is  from  want  of  knowledge 
on  the  part  of  the  men  I  do  not  know. 
If  this  system  does  not  answer  we  shall 
have  to  try  other  means.  Whether  we 
shall  get  more  this  year  than  last  I  can- 
not say,  but  my  impression  is,  judging 
from  the  state  of  the  labour  market,  we 
shall  not  get  them. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

10.  £445,800,  Works,  Buildings,  and 
Repairs,  at  Home  and  Abroad. 

•(10.8.)  ADMiRALFIELD:OnthisVoteI 
beg  to  call  the  noble  Lord's  attention  to  a 
very  grave  deficiency,  which  he  knows 
exists  and  has  existed  for  many  years, 
and  which  I  know  he  and  his  Colleagues 
are  anxious  should  be  rectified — I  allude 
to  the  want  of  a  dock  at  Bombay.  The 
want  of  a  dock  at  Bombay  is  a  public 
scandal.  The  noble  Lord  in  his  Memo- 
randum very  properly  refers  to  it.  He 
says — 

"Plans  for  the  proposed  naval  dock  at 
Bombay  have  been  prepared  by  Sir  J.  Coode, 
under  instructions  from  the  India  Office,  but 
no  funds  have  ^s  yet  been  allotted  for  the 
purpose,*' 

Whose  fault  is  it  ?  I  am  told  it  is  the 
fault  of  the  Treasury.  Everything,  I 
believe,  waite  for  the  approval  of  the 
Treasury.  But  if  the  Treasury  will  not 
grant  this  money,  surely  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  which  is  all  powerful  in 
these  times,  can  bring  pressure  on  the 
Indian  Government  and  make  them  do 
what  they  ought  to  do.  The  Indian 
Government  spent  close  on  £400,000  on 
a  floating  iron  dock.  That  dock  was 
sent  across  to  Bombay,  but  I  believe 
that  not  more  than  one  man  of  war  has 
ever  been  docked  in  it.  The  money  has 
been  entirely  wasted.  The  dock  has  now 
been  handed  over  to  the  Peninsula  and 
Oriental  Company  at  a  nominal  rent,  and 
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I  do  mot  suppose  anything  has  been  done 
to  reserve  the  right  to  dock  our  ships 
in  it.  Another  matter  I  wish  to  call 
attention  to  is  the  construction  of  the 
dock  at  Gibraltar.  I  am  told  that  in  his 
Memorandum  the  noble  Jjord  speaks  of  a 
site  haying  been  selected.  Are  we  to 
understand  that  plans  are  in  course  of 
preparation,  and  that  the  work  will  be 
undertaken  before  the  summer  passes  ?  1 
should  like  ti?  know,  tix>,  whether  the 
lengthening  of  the  dock  at  Malta,  which 
was  agreed  upon  by  the  Tr^jasury,  has 
been  carried  out?  The  work  was 
approved  of  in  May,  1888  ;  it  was  to  be 
undertaken  in  July,  1888,  but  I  have  not 
yet  heard  it  has  been  finished.  I 
earnestly  trust  the  noble  Lord  will  be 
able  to  gire  us  an  assurance  that  the 
dock  at  Bombay  will  l»e  built ^that  if 
the  Treasury  will  not  make  a  grant,  the 
Government^  who  have  the  piwer,  will 
<3omp?l  the  Indian  Government  to  do 
their  dutv  in  the  matter, 

•(10.U0  Ai^MiRAL  MAYOT?:  I  should 
like  to  know  whether,  in  selecting  the  site 
of  the  dock  at  Gibraltar,  regard  lias  been 
had  to  its  hAn;^  placed  out  of  the  range 
of  firt3  from  the  Spanish  heights  on  the 
opposite  side.  I  should  like  to  know, 
aliio,  the  exact  spot  decided  upon,  its 
length,  and  general  particulars,  and 
whether  it  is  !»  be  a  first-lass  dock, 
which  will  receive  the  largest  ships  of 
this  country  in  the  Mediterranean,  and 
fhfford  them  the  greatest  amount  of 
protection.  Perhaps  the  First  Lord  will 
flay  whether  the  Mole  is  to  be  lengthened 
with  the  ground  taken  out  of  the 
excavations  for  the  dock,  and  also 
whether  the  question  of  fitting  up  or 
rebuilding  the  stores  at  Gibraltar,  so  as 
to  house  the  men  who  now  live  all  over 
the  town,  has  b^en  considered  by  the 
Government.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
observations  of  my  gallant  Friend  about 
the  dock  at  Bombay,  but  my  hon,  and 
gallant  Friend  suggests  more  drastic 
m^ethods  of  dealing  with  Governments 
ftud  others  who  do  not  find  all  the  money 
required  than  I  imagine  could  be  carried 
out,  I  desire  also  to  ba  informed  whether 
anything  is  being  done  at  Pembroke.  If 
proper  works  were  undertaken  and  com- 
pleted, there  would  be  an  annual  saving  to 
the  country  of  much  more  than  the  annual 
interest  on  the  money  expended,  besides 
making  the  dockyard  far  more  efficient. 
I  believe  the  First  Lord  and  all  his 
Admiral  Field 


Colleagues  are  strongly  in  favour  of  thd 
work  being  undertaken.  It  ia,  I  under 
stand,  merely  a  question  of  money.  Tb€ 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  whom  I  aee 
in  his  place,  will,  1  am  sure,  raise  no 
objection  if  it  is  properly  put  before  him 
that  the  saving  will  be  in  excess  of  the 
interest  of  the  money  expended. 

♦(11X16.)     Mr.  duff  :    I   should  l^ 
some   information    as    to    the    item    it 
the    Vote     for     the    coaling     arrange 
ments    at     Portsmouth    and     Portland 
I     presume     the      it^'m     is     taken 
carry  out  the   recommendations  of  thd 
Committee   as  to  the   necessity   of    ii 
proved  coaling  facilities  for  the  Fleet, 
am  certain    I  shall   have    all  the    Navi 
Authorities  with  me  when  I  say  that  th 
coaling    arrangements  for  the  Fleet 
cases  of  emergency    are    very    nnsat 
factory.     My   hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
Opposite  (Admiral    Field    and    Adt 
Mayne)  have  alluded  to  the  construetio 
of  a  dock  at  Gibraltar.      That  is  a   wt 
proper  question  to  ask,  because  the  nubtl 
Lord  in  his  Memorandum  says— 

"The  Admiralty  have  been  carefully  cooJ 
Bidering  the  provision  of  a  dock  at  Qibraltar^  aQa_ 
have  selected  a  site  for  it.  'Jhdvhave  every 
hope  that  the  dock  will  soon  be  ttad^^rtaken  by 
private  enterprine,  with  help  and  encourage* 
ment  from  the  Imperial  Governmet." 

I  understand  the  Civil  Lord  has  recentlj 
been  to  Gibralter,  and  I  hope  he  wil 
give  tbe  Committee  the  benefit  of  lu 
investigation*  The  importance  of 
dock  to  the  Navy  it  is  imi)ossible 
overrate,  and  therefore  I  trust  tl 
Government  will  ^ive  every  pL>ssibl( 
encouragement  to  private  enterprise 
carry  out  the  object. 

(10/20.)  A  CIVIL  LORD  or 
ADMlilALlT  (Mr.  AsHMEAO-BjiRTlxr 
Sheffield,  Efcleshall)  :  The  Admiralt 
have  recently  had  the  question  of  a  doo| 
at  Gibraltar  under  their  close  consider 
tion»  and  it  has  Ijeen  decided  to  make 
dock  at  that  very  important  station, 
has  practically  been  decided  to  make  thi 
dock  on  the  New  Mole  Parade,  and  if  the 
dock  is  made  there  it  will  enable  the 
Mole  to  be  lengthened  as  the  Nwal 
Authorities  desire.  Of  course,  if  the 
Mole  is  lengthened  it  will  be  possible  to 
devote  a  great  portion  of  it  to  coaling" 
The  site  of  the  dock  is  protect 
from  sea  fire,  but  it  is  practically  im- 
posftible  to  obtain  a  site  which  would  be 
altogether     sheltered    from     land    fire. 
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The  question  of  the  construction  of  the 
dock  hy  a  commercial  company  has  not 
jet  been  settled.  There  is  a  consultation 
now  going  on  between  the  Admiralty 
and  the  Colonial  Office,  and  it  is 
possible  the  two  Departments  may 
undertake  the  construction  of  the  dock 
between  them.  As  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  will  understand,  there  is  some 
objection  to  a  dock  being  constructed  by 
a  commercial  company.  I  did  not  quite 
catch  the  object  of  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend's  (Admiral  Mayne's)  observations 
with  regard  to  the  stores  at  Gibraltar, 
but  the  stores  houses  are  of  a  very 
superior  character — very  large  and 
commodious.  With  regard  to  the  dock 
at  Bombay,  I  quite  agree  with  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Admiral  Field)  that 
there  has  been  an  unfortunate  delay  in 
the  construction  of  the  dock.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  has  observed  very 
truly  that  it  is  due  very  largely  to  the 
difficulty  of  the  allocation  of  funds,  a 
difficulty  which  I  hope  will  be  removed 
before  very  long.  I  quite  agree  with 
xny  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  as  to  the 
importance  of  a  dock.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Banffshire  referred  to  the  coaling 
arrangements  at  Portsmouth  and 
Portland.  The  item  in  the  Vote  con- 
cerning Portsmouth  is  merely  a  re-vote 
for  the  completion  of  the  coaling 
arrangemente  there.  As  to  Portland, 
the  coaling  arrangements  are  unsatis- 
factory. An  entirely  new  scheme  has 
been  adopted,  which  involves  the 
construction  of  a  jetty,  so  that  the 
coaling    may    be   carried  out    in   deep 

•(10.26.)  Mr.  SHAW  LEFE!VRE:  It 
was  my  intention  to  raise  the  whole 
question  of  Ascension  Island  under  this 
"Vote,  but  I  did  not  imagine  that 
the  Vote  would  be  taken  to-night, 
and  therefore  I  have  not  my  notice 
with  me.  I  hope  some  inquiry  will 
be  made  before  further  expenditure 
is  sanctioned  with  regard  to  Ascen- 
sion Island.  I  believe  I  am  right  in 
saying  that  Ascension  Island  is  rated 
as  a  ship  ;  that  it  is  not  considered  as  an 
ordinary  shore  establishment,  but  that 
the  officers  and  men  who  are  there  are 
rated  as  if  on  board  ship,  and  are  paid 
out  of  Vote  1 .  What  is  the  cost  of  main- 
taining the  island  is  extremely  difficult 
to  make  out,  in  consequence  of  the  ex- 
penditure appearing  under  various  Votes. 


It  is  very  questionable  whether  the 
island  is  of  any  real  value  to  the  Naval 
Service.  No  doubt,  in  former  days,  the 
position  was  an  important  one ;  but  in 
these  days  of  steam,  the  use  of  the  island 
for  any  purpose  is  very  small  indeed. 
I  know  a  very  large  number  of  Naval 
officers  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  perfectly 
useless  now,  and  that  the  Naval  establish- 
ments there  might  be  given  up,  or  that 
only  a  very  small  force  might  be  kept 
there.  The  island  is  nothing  more 
i^n  a  cinder.  The  vegetation  is  not 
sufficient  to  support  cattle  or  sheep, 
and  the  attempt  at  cultivation  was 
made  at  very  considerable  cost.  What 
I  would  like  the  noble  Lord  to  do,  is 
seriously  to  consider  whether  it  is  worth 
while  retaining  the  establishmente  there 
any  longer,  or,  at  all  evente,  whether  the 
force  should  not  be  reduced  ? 

(10.30.)  Sir  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN : 
I  wish  to  ask  a  question  with  regard  to 
the  item  for  storehouses  and  buildings 
for  the  reception  of  Naval  ordnance 
stores,  for  which  there  is  a  charge 
of  £49,000  for  the  coming  year,  and 
a  further  expenditure  of  £13,000 
debited  to  the  year  1888-89.  I  ask  on 
what  ground,  without  the  consent  of  thii^ 
House,  the  noble  Lord  has  consented  to 
the  building  of  these  storehouses  ?  Surely 
there  was  already  in  existence  sufficient 
accommodation  for  Naval  stores.  Is  it 
due  to  the  effect  of  placing  stores  under 
Navy  control  which  were  formerly  under 
that  of  the  War  Office  ?  At  any  rate,  I 
see  no  reason  why  separate  stores  should 
be  built  for  the  Navy  if  the  existing 
stores  were  sufficient. 

*LoRD  G.  HAMILTON:  These  store- 
houses were  rendered  necessary  in  con 
sequence  of  the  increased  quantities  of 
stores  provided  for  the  Navy.  One  point, 
I  may  mention,  has  reference  to  the 
storage  of  powder.  The  existing  accom- 
modation for  powder  was  not  very  good. 
The  matter  was  discussed  between  the 
War  Office  and  the  Admiralty  as  to 
which  branch  should  undertake  the 
necessary  buildings,  and  the  Treasury,  to 
whom  the  question  was  referred,  decided 
that  the  cost  should  be  borne  by  the 
Admiralty.  With  regard  to  the  question 
put  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
as  to  the  Isle  of  Ascension,  I  can  assure 
him  that  the  expenditure  referred  to  was 
not  sanctioned  until  the  Government 
were    satisfied    as    to    the    desirabiliiy 


1079  Supply — Navy 


(COMMONS} 


Esthnateff, 


of  rataining  that  island.  It  it;  deemed  a 
mofit  suitable  place  for  a,  Naval  station, 
and  as  the  climate  is  salubrious  it  is 
regarded  us  an  excellent  sanatorium. 
Of  all  our  Naval  stations  in  the  neigh- 
liourhcxxl  of  North- We  St  Africa  that  of 
Ascension  is,  perhaps,  the  most  impor- 
tant. 

♦(10.35.)  ADMiRja  FIELD:  I  do  not 
think  many  hon.  Members  are  quite  satis- 
fied with  the  answer  given  by  the  Firsf 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  in  refeionce  to  the 
Bonilmy  dock.  We  know  that  the  Indian 
Goveramcnt  refuses  to  pay  more  than  a 
moiety  of  the  cost,  and  wa  ask  that  the 
Government  should  press  the  Indian 
Government  to  i>ay  the  whole.  I  there- 
fore hope  we  shall  receive  a  more  assuring 
answer  on  this  subject  than  has  already 
been  given  by  the  Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty. 

^♦U*BD  G.  HAMILTON  :  I  hope  we  may 
ore  long  be  able  to  arrive  at  a  satisfactory 
conclusion  with  the  Indian  Government 
as  U>  the  ccratributiou  they  should  nrnkcy 
but  ill  the  meantime  a  commercial  com- 
pany has  underta^ken  to  build  a  dock  at 
Bombay. 

♦(10.38.)  Mr.  SHAW  LEFEYRE :  I 
should  like  to  ask  a  further  question 
with  regard  to  Ascension.  The  noble 
Lord  has  said  it  is  a  satisfactory 
Naval  station  and  useful  as  a  sana 
torium.  As  a  Naval  station  I  would 
point  out  that  it  is  not  a  coaling 
station,  and,  moreover,  the  sea  is  often 
go  rough  that  it  is  difficult  to  land 
for  Naval  purposes.  Mort»over,  I  would 
aak  whether,  in  point  of  fact,  a  consider- 
able number  of  men  are  sent  there  for 
sanitary  purposes  ?  but  as  I  have  made 
some  notes  on  the  subject,  and  should 
like  to  go  into  the  matter  more  folly 
than  I  can  do  to-nigh t*  I  will  endeavour 
to  obtain  another  opportunity  of  raising 
the  question  in  a  moi*e  formal  manner. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

IL  XI  33,400,  Miscellaneous  Effective 
Services. 

12.  £703,500,  Half  Pay,  Reserved, 
and  Retired  Pay. 

13.  X933,400,  Naval  and  Marioe 
Pensions,  Gratuities^  and  Compassionate 
Allowances. 

♦(10.44.)    Admiral    FIELD:    I    wish 
to  call  attention   to  the  great  dissatisfac- 
tion which  is  felt  among  the  chief  petty 
Lord  G\  Hamilton 


officers  in  the  Service  vntli  regard 
their  pensions.  It  is  a  great  hardshij 
on  the  senior  petty  officers  that  the! 
receive  no  cxtnt  retiring  pensions 
acknowledgment  of  their  rank.  The 
chief  petty  officer  has  no  rcoognition  ii 
the  way  of  extra  pension  when  he  retii 
from  the  Service,  and  that  is  a  vet 
serious  grievance.  The  staff-sergeant  in 
the  Army,  who  occupies  similar  rank  to 
the  chief  petty  officer  in  the  Navy,  di'aws 
extra  pension  when  he  retires.  The 
chief  petty  officer,  selected  because  of  hia 
knowledge  and  seamanship,  gets  no  extra 
recognition  for  extra  rank.  Such  a 
faithful  body  of  men  as  these  chief 
petty  officers  are  deserving  of  recogni- 
tion, and  I  hoj^e  their  grievance 
receive  prompt  remedy. 

(10.46.)   Commander    BETHELL  : 
support  my  hon.  and  gallant   Friend 
drawing  attention  to  this  grievance,  fq 
it  does  seem  wrong  that  the  chief  pett 
officers  should  get  no  more  reooguifc" 
on  retiring  than  first  class  petty  office! 
who  are  of  lower  rank  and  inferior  i 
sition.     I  hope  the  noble  Lord  will  gi^ 
this  matter  his  attention. 

(10.47.)  CAmiN  PRICE:  I  add 
voice  in  support  of  my  hon.  and  gall 
Friend,  for  it  is  a  practical  grievanc 
which  ha-s  been  pointed  out,  that  officei 
of  similar  rank  to  these  chief  pet" 
office i-s  should  receive  full  pension  whil^ 
the  latter  Ao  not. 

♦(10,48)     Admirai.   MAYNE  :  I 
for  the  puqiose  of  supporting  the  appejf 
in  favour  of  the  chief  petty  officers. 

♦(10.49.)     LoRH  G,  HAMILTON  :  Th^ 
matter  is  well  deserving    consideratioa 
The  chief  petty  officers   are   au    admil 
able  body  of  men,  and  I  am  quite  pr 
pared  to  give  the  matter  my  consider 
tion. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

14,  ^330,700,     Civil     Pensions    ai] 
Gratuities, 

15.  £1,200,   Additional    Naval  Foro© 
for  Service  in  Australasian  Waters. 

♦Mr.  SHAW   LEFEVRE  :    I    nnde 

stand  the  colony  of  Queensland  baa  d|j 
clined  to  make  any  contribution  in  aid  i 
this  particular  Service.     I  wish  to  know 
whether,  if  that  be  the   case,  it  will  i^ 
any  way  affect  the  contributions  of  th 
other  Au8trala.sian  Colonies.     I  wish 
know  w  hether  the  £67,000  includes  th 
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proposed  contribution  of  Queensland,  or 
if  it  does  not  ? 

*L0RD  G.  HAMILTON:  The  original 
arrangement  was  that  for  certain 
services  rendered  the  colonies  should 
paj  certain  sums  in  return.  Queens- 
land has  not  sent  a  contribution :  there- 
fore, it  only  remains  to  distribute  the 
expenditure  amongst  those  who  havie 
assented  to  the  scheme.  The  money  is 
not  payable  until  the  ships  are  in  com- 
mission in  the  autumn.  Communications 
are  being  addressed  to  the  colonial 
Governments  in  the  meanwhile,  so  that 
there  is  reasonable  prospect  that  before 
the  close  of  the  year  some  appropriation 
will  be  made. 

•Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  What  will 
be  the  contribution  of  Queensland  ? 

♦Lord    G.    HAMHiTON :     I  do    not 
know.      The   colonies   will    supply  the 
money  themselves.      They  will    decide 
pro  ratd  what  they  shall  bear. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

ARMY    (ORDNANCE    FACTORIES) 
SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATE,    1889-90. 
.     16.  £15,000,  Supplementary,  for  Army 
Ordnance  Factories. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  to-morrow  ; 
Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednesday. 

INFANT  LIFE  PROTECTION  BILL.— 
(No.  142.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

*(10.50.)  Mr.'  H.  H.  FOWLER:  I 
would  suggest  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  allow  the  Bill  to 
be  read  a  second  time  to-night  that  we 
may  put  down  our  Amendments.  Pos- 
uibly,  the  Bill  might  go  to  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee. 

•The  first  LORD  op  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster)  : 
If  it  is  the  desire  of  the  House,  I  have 
no  objection  at  all.  My  hon.  Friend  who 
has  charge  of  the  Bill  was  not  present, 
and  I  thought  it  desirable  to  postpone  it. 
It  is  a  Bill  which  obviously  requires 
amendmenii  in  Committee. 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  A  fair  time 
will  be  allowed  for  putting  down  Amend- 
ments? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Certainly. 


•(10.52.)  Mr.  J.  R.  KELLY  (Camber- 
well,  N.) :  Sir,  this  is  one  of  the 
strangest  Bills  that  was  ever  brought 
before  the  House.  The  object  of 
it  is  the  protection  of  infant  life,  and 
we  all  know  the  worst  cases  are  those  in 
which  a  lump  sum  is  paid  by  the  mother 
to  get  rid  of  the  child.  Now,  by  the 
Ist  clause,  you  find  that  no  person  shall 
take  »any  infant  under  the  age  of  five 
years  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  or 
nursing  it  for  a  longer  period  than  24 
hours,  except  in  a  house  which  has 
been  registered.  I  want  to  know 
what  poor  people  would  do  if  that 
became  the  law.  Why,  Sir,  if  this 
Bill  pskssed  in  anything  like  its  present 
shape,  the  working-man  who  had  a  child 
stricken  with  fever  could  not  hope  to 
get  some  kind  neighbour  to  take  tem- 
porary charge  of  his  other  young 
children,  so  that  the^  might  be  removed 
from  the  danger  of  ir  fection  ;  if  his  wife 
were  in  the  greatest  danger  and  his 
doctor  told  him  that  her  condition  was 
such  that  it  was  necessary  that  her 
young  child  should  be  sent  a^ay  for  the 
mother's  sake  for  a. few  days,  Le  would 
look  in  vain  for  some  friend  ready  to 
take  care  of  the  child  for  him.  The  poor 
cannot  afEord  to  keep  the  children  of  theii 
poor  neighbours,  and,  if  anything  at  all 
were  paid  in  such  cases,  the  payments, 
however  small,  would  at  once  convert 
such  neighbours  into  "baby-farmers." 
People  must  know  little  indeed  of  the 
feelings  of  our  working  classes,  if  they 
suppose  for  one  moment  that  they  would 
ever  consent  to  having  to  choose  between 
registering  their  humble  homes  as  baby- 
farms,  or  being  dragged  before  a  magis- 
trate, simply  because  they  might  be 
anxious  to  help  some  poor  neighbour  with 
a  fever-stricken  home.  And  what  about 
our  relatives  in  our  Dependencies  ?  We 
know  what  a  tremendous  wrench  it 
is  to  parents  to  deprive  themselves  of  the 
pleasure  of  being  with  their  chil- 
dren, and  that  there  is  probably  scarcely 
a  parent  in  India  who  has  not  to  leave 
some  child  with  a  friend  or  relative  in 
this  country.  But  no  clergyman  in  the 
country  would  be  able  to  take  the  child 
of  an  Anglo-Indian  except  his  house  was 
registered  as  a  baby  farm.  Or  take  the 
case  of  a  married  servant  whose  husband 
dies.  Is  her  former  mistress  to  be  able, 
as  now,  to  come  to  her  rescue  and  help 
her  and  keep  her  while  her    child  is 
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placed  with  a  neighbtinr  ?  Or  is  this 
to  bs  made  iini)08sibl©  bec-atise  the 
neighbour  is  to  be  fiammoned  before  the 
magistrate  if  be  has  not  his  house  regis- 
tered as  a  l)aby  farm.  Are  we  to 
make  it  so  imjiossible  for  parents  to 
get  their  friendly  neighlxiErs  to  take 
charge  of  their  ehildron  that  they  will 
be  unable  to  earn  their  living  as  they 
now  earn  it  1  I  venture  to  think  that 
this  clause  is  wrotig  from  beginning 
to  end.  You  want  to  prevent  baby 
fej*niing,  but  you  do  not  want  to  prevent 
a  poor  girl  who  ba«  slipped  and  had  a 
child,  from  being  able  to  put  the  child 
out  with  somebc3dy  who  can  take  care  of 
it.  A  married  friend  could  not  take  cai*e 
of  the  child  for  her  without  having  her 
husband  registered  as  a  baby  farmer. 
I'he  one  thing  this  House  should  wish  to 
do  is  to  make  it  impossible  t*)  carry  on 
what  is  known  as  bjiby- farming ;  to  do 
this  we  should  ^eek  to  pri?vent  lump 
sums  l:>eing  paid  to  people  who  will 
starve  to  death  the  cViildren  entrusted  to 
them.  The  position  of  such  wi'etchea 
would  not  be  altered  in  any  way  by  this 
BilL  There  never  was  a  title  which 
gave  a  worse  idea  of  the  contents  of  a 
Bill  than  that  of  the  Infant  Life  Protection 
BilL  It  is*  a  Bill  for  the  persecution  of 
honest  poor  parents,  and  the  greatest 
injustice  will  ba  done  if  the  1st  clause 
passes.  May  I  say  that  even  the  Found- 
ling Hospital  will,  under  this  Bill,  liave  to 
be  registei*od  as  a  baby  farm  ?  The  Hos- 
pital puts  a  numl^r  of  children  out  to 
nnrsj  with  respectable  pO{>r  people,  and 
every  single  one  of  thes3  people  will  have 
to  be  registered  as  a  baby  farmer.  The 
2nd  clause  provides  that  where  au  infant 
is  registered,  the  person  by  whom  it 
IB  registered  shall  truly  state  the  name 
and  sex  and  age  and  place  and 
time  of  birth  in  his  or  her  own  name 
and  the  place  or  places  in  which  he  or 
she  has  resided  during  the  six  months 
immediately  preceding.  Then  a  girl  who 
has  once  tripjjed  is  to  have  no  chance  or 
hope  of  concealing  hor  shame  and  leatling 
a  good  life  because  the  fiugcr  of  shame 
can  be  pointed  at  her  by  anyone  who 
knows  anything  about  the  register  1 
That  is  tlie  last  thing  which  Christian 
people  would  wish  to  see.  I  would 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Matthews)  to  postpone  the  Second  Read- 
ing. 1  am  sure  there  is  scarcely  anyone 
in  the  country  who  knows  what  the  real 
Mr,  J,  R,  Kelly 


operation  of  the  Bill  will  be,  I  hsi\ 
seen  but  one  notice  of  it,  which  appeare 
in  the  Timca  newspaper,  and  there  wa 
no  attempt  made  to  state  there  except  id 
the  words  of  the  Bill  what  its  object  wa 
I  invite  the  House  t^i  consider  not  wha 
the  object  of  the  Bill  is,  but  what  its 
effects  will  inevitably  be.  1  beg  formalli 
to  move  that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  Does  anyone  second 
the  Motion  ? 

Mr.   TOMLINSON   (Preston);  I  beg 
to  second  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed^ 
"  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned."^ 
{Mr.  Kelly.) 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed, 

♦(ILIO.)  Mr.  M^LATIEN  (Chesli 
Crewe)  :  This  Bill  will  act  so  injuriousK 
on  thos?  persona,  who  will  nndoubb 
Ixj  brought  under  its  operation^  that 
think  the  Homo  Secretaiy  or  one  of  th 
other  Members  of  the  (jovernment  ongh 
to  make  a  distinct  promise  that  it  will 
modified.  Of  course,  I  am  anxious  th 
the  evils  of  Imby  farming  should 
checked  ;  but  1  think  that  may  be  don 
very  well  without  the  stringent  provision 
of  this  mejisure.  In  regard  to  the  1| 
ckuse,  it  is  perfectly  clear  that,  as  til 
Bill  stands,  if  a  working  man  who 
a  widower  removes  in  search  of  wo« 
and  leaves  his  child  with  his  motJier 
married  sister  or  some  other  relative, 
even  a  friend,  his  relative  must  hav 
his  or  her  house  registered  aa  a  bal 
farm.  This  is  a  provision  which  ongti 
not  to  be  enforced.  There  ought  to  I 
some  exception  in  the  Bill  in  favour  * 
relatives  and  real  friends.  I  can  hardl| 
imagine  that  the  inti^ntion  of  the  Home 
Office  was  to  produce  such  a  clause  as 
this.  I  should  imagine  that  the  section 
has  been  drafted  by  some  no  doubt  well- 
meaning  person  who  is  ignorant  of  the 
way  in  which  it  would  operate,  and  who 
lias  had  very  little  experience  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  poor  live.  The 
point  is  one  on  which  1  hope  we  shall 
have  an  explicit  assurance  from  the 
Government.  Then,  under  the  2nd  clause 

if  any  unfortnnate  woman,  who  has  had 
an  illegitimate  child,  leaves  her  child 
^\nth  some  other  person  to  be  maintained 
while  she  goL-s  out  to  service,  she  must 
leave  her  name  and  address,  and  describe 
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where  she  has  been  for  the  previous  six 
months.  If  it  is  to  be  purely  private 
information,  there  will  probably  be  no 
great  harm  in  it ;  but  the  poor  woman, 
whose  only  hope  is  to  conceal  the  mis- 
fortune that  has  fallen  upon  her,  has  to 
register  the  information,  and  I  presume 
it  will  become  the  property  of  some 
public  official.  I  should  not  object  so 
much  if  the  names  of  both  the  father 
and  mother  were  to  be  registered ;  but 
I  object  to  the  name  of  merely 
the  poor  woman  being  given.  If 
the  Bill  ever  reaches  Committee  I  shall 
try  to  amend  it  on  this  point. 
We  all  know  that  when  a  Bill  has  been 
read  a  second  time  and  these  general 
sweeping  provisions  have  been  endorsed 
by  the  House,  it  is  impossible  to  remedy 
any  defects  of  principle  in  Committee. 
AiVhen  we  reach  the  Committee  stage  we 
find  the  Members  interested  in  such 
points  as  these  a  mere  handful;  and 
when  Divisions  are  taken,  Members  who 
know  nothing  of  the  merits  of  the 
question,  come  in  by  the  hundred  and 
vote  us  down.  I  trust  that  the  Govern- 
ment, as  they  are  anxious  to  pass  the 
Bill,  will  do  what  they  can  to  render  it  a 
really  good  workable  measure,  and  that 
they  Tnll  give  me  an  assurance  in  the 
direction  I  have  indicated.  There  must 
be  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
who  have  not  studied  the  Bill — ^probably 
fewr  Members  present  read  a  word  of  it 
before  to-night;  therefore,  it  is  desirable 
that  the  Government  should  not  unduly 
force  it  upon  us.  1  would  urge  the 
Government  to  give  us  an  assurancs 
that  the  Bill  will  not  be  pressed  forward 
in  its  present  form.  I  also  specially 
urge  that  it  should  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  as  the  only  chance  of 
its  being  put  into  a  proper  shape. 

•(11.21.)  Sib  R.  FOWLER  (London) : 
The  points  raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  and  my  hon. 
Friend  on  this  side  of  the  House,  are 
really  matters  for  discussion  in  Com- 
mittee. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
leader  of  the  House  has  admitted  that 
the  measure  requires  amendment  in 
Committee  ;  therefore  I  trust  the  House 
will  take  the  Second  Reading  to-night, 
on  the  understanding  that  the  Bill  is  to 
be  thoroughly  discussed  either  in  the 
Grand  Committee  or  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee.    The  Bill  is  a  good  one,  and  I  do 


not  think  tim^  should  be  lost  in  passing 
it.  • 

•(11.22.)  The  UNDER  SECRE- 
TARY OF  STATE  FOR  THE  HOME 
DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Stuart  Wort- 
ley,  Sheffield,  Hallam) :  The  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  came  on  rather 
unexpectedly,  owing  to  the  progress 
made  with  business.  The  Bill  is  aimed 
solely  at  cruelty  to  and  the  maltreatment 
of  infants,  and  the  necessity  for  it  has 
been  shown  by  a  certain  class  of  cases 
which  have  recently  been  before  coroners* 
courts.  The  Act  of  1872  has  been  evaded 
by  baby-farmers  not  having  more  than  one 
child  at  a  time.  The  practice  is  to  hand 
the  children  on  to  others,  without  giving 
names  or  any  information  as  to  parentage, 
on  the  payment  of  a  lump  sum  and  with- 
out asking  any  questions,  and  the  policy 
of  the  Bill  is  to  take  away  interest  in  the 
cruel  treatment  and  death  of  a  child.  No 
doubt  there  is  room  for  the  Amendment 
of  the  details  of  the  Bill.  The^  13th 
section  of  fthe  Act  of  1872  excepts 
children  •  left  by  parents  with  relatives 
and  guardians  and  children  received 
by  institutions  for  the  care  of  infants- 
These  exceptions  may  be  extended  so 
as  to  meet  the  case  of  the  Foundling 
Hospital  and  other  institutions  which 
not  merely  receive  children  but  also 
place  them  out  with  fost2r-parents  or 
nurses.  The  Government  are  by  no 
means  averse  to  the  consideration  of 
Amendments.  If  it  is  the  wish  of  the 
House  to  send  the  Bill  to  a  Standing 
Committee  the  Government  will  not  offer 
any  opposition  to  such  a  proposal.  The 
Bill  has  been  prepared  by  the  Hume 
Secretary  after  full  consultation  with 
some  of  the  great  Municipalities,  which 
are  the  Local  Authorities  charged  with 
the  administration  of  the  Act  of  1872. 
These,  except  so  far  as  they  are  neutral, 
have  expressed  their  approval  of  it. 

(11.26.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway^ 
N.)  :  I  think  that  in  this  Bill  the  meshes 
of  the  net  are  much  too  narrow.  The 
attempt  is  a  clumsy  one  to  meet  a  crying 
evil.  The  measure  may  operate  fairly 
enough  in  London  or  in  large  towns  in 
England,  and  even  in  Dublin  and  Bel- 
fast ;  but  it  would  not  in  the  country  dis- 
tricts of  Ireland,  where  many  young 
children  are  left  with  parents  and 
relatives  by  people  who  go  to  America. 
In  cases  wher j  children  ar j  left  behind 
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in  that  way  the  people  receiving  tliera 
would  be  litihle  to  prosecution  under  this 
BilL  And  looking  at  the  Bill  from  a 
^naucial  point  of  view  it  is  extremely 
pernicious^  seeing  that  the  Lixjal 
Authorities  in  Ireknd  are  not  the  Muni- 
cipalities but  the  Poor  Law  Boards.  The 
Poor  Law  Boards  will  have  to  pay 
relieving  officers  or  somebody  else  to  look 
after  the  working  of  the  Act,  and  the 
people  alrejidy  have  to  pay  so  much  in 
the  shap^  of  rates  that  they  are 
unwilling  to  extend  the  functions  of  the 
otEcers  of  the  Boards.  The  rates  will  be 
increased  in  this  way,  and  they  will  also 
be  increased  by  the  fact  tliat  children 
will  be  put  into  the  Union  if  they  ctin- 
not  be  left  with  friends  when  the  parents 
go  to  America,  and  when  put  into  the 
Union  they  will  be  kept  there  until 
they  are  11  or  14  years  of  age.  We 
m.ight  have  to  maintain  these  children  in 
the  workhouses  8  or  10  years.  This  would 
be  an  artificial  increase  in  the  number 
of  children  in  the  Unions,  which 
number  ought  to  bo  kept  down  to 
the  lowest  possible  point,  I  would  ask 
hon.  Members  to  strikd  Ireland  out  of 
the  Bill  when  it  gets  into  Committee. 

Mil.  TOMLINSOX  rose. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
has  exhausted  his  right  by  seconding  the 
Motion  for  adjournment.  He  has  thus 
spoken  on  the  Main  Question. 

(11.29.)  Mr.  gray  (Essex,  Maldon)  : 
Hon.  Membursmust  natarally  sympathise 
with  the  objects  of  the  measure ;  but 
whilst  approving  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  many  of  us  are  bound  to  criticise  its 
det-ails.  In  the  rural  districts  children 
are  constantly  left  with  respectable 
neighbours  wliile  their  parents  go  hay- 
making and  harvesting.  Then  in  the 
summer  numbers  of  children  are  sent 
from  London  and  the  large  town.s  to  live 
for  a  few  days  or  weeks  for  the  benefit  of 
their  health  with  ct^ttagers  living  in  the 
iHllages.  I  should  be  sorry  to  see 
unnecessary  restrictions  placed  upon 
these  thingSi  and  I  hope  nothing  will 
be  done  to  prevent  such  charities.  If 
detiiils  such  as  these  are  attended  to  in 
the  Bill  I  should  s.:e  no  objection  to  its 
passing, 

(11 .30.)  DR.CLARK  (Caithness) :  Now 

that  we  have  had  an  explanation  from 

the  Under  Secretary  as  to  the  reasons  of 

the    Government    for  introducing   this 

Colond  Nolan 


Bill,   I  must  at  once  say   that  I  am  not  i 
satisfied  that  his  arguments  are  sufficient  I 
to  justify  the  introduction  of  the  measure.! 
The  Act  of  1872,  wliich  provides  for  thel 
registration    of    any   person    who    took 
charge  of  more  than  one  child,  is  a  very! 
wide   one.     But   the   present    Bill    pro- 
poses to  carry  the  principle  further,  by 
requiring  the  registration  of  any  person 
who  takes  charge  of  one  child  for  any. 
period    beyond  24    hours.     I   am  afmid 
that  the   only  effect  of  such  a  provision 
in   Scotland,     at     any  rate,  will    lie 
manufacture  criminals.      I    was  at  onei 
time  reaident  d»x*tor.at  the  Boyal  Mater- 
nity Hospital  at  Edinburgh,  and  I  knev 
of  many  cases  where  people,  by  payment | 
of  £50  or  J£100,  were  relieved  for  ever 
of  the   charge   of  their  illegitimate  off- 
spring.    But,    in    future,    if    a    person 
takes   one   of  these    children,    she    will 
require  to  be  registered  under  the  Act«| 
Again,  I  say  that  if  the  Bill  is  passed 
its  present  form,  and  the  Local  Aathoritieal 
appoint  officers  to  carry  out  its  provisions,! 
the    result   \vil\  be  to  manufacture  cri-^J 
minals.     I  do  not  think  that  the  Govem-.| 
ment   have    advanced  any    reasons   fori 
adopting   this   Bill,   w^hich  will  pre%*entl 
poor  people  taking  charge  of  illegitimate 
children — as  they  often  do  out  of   kind- 
ness— because  they  will  look  upon  it  as. 
an   indignity  to  have   to  register  themH 
selves  as  baby-farmers.     I  sliall  therefor 
vaie  against  the  measure. 

(11,33.)    Mr.  JACOB  BRIG HT(Miia*] 
Chester,   S.W.):   Are  we   to  under 
that  the  Bill  w411  go  before  a  Select  ^ 
mittee  ?     In   regard  to  Clause    5,  which" 
anthorises  the  appointment  of  officers  to 
visit  houses  which  they  have  reason 
Ixjlieve    are     used    as    baby    farms, 
think     it      is    most    objectionable,     in^ 
deed     a      more      objectionable    propo 
was    never  brought  before   this    HouseJ 
In  order   to  remove  one   evil    the    Billl 
proposes  to  establish  a  still  greater  evil,! 
Wlmt  will  be  the   result  of  insisting  oa 
the  registration  in  all  cases  '?     In  towna 
the  system  may  not  work   so   disadvan-" 
tageously ;  but  in  rural  districts  a  man 
whose   wife  suddenly  dies  may  have  i<i 
send  his  children  U)  a  registered!   hoUFel 
many  miles  distant,  instead  of  being  able 
Ui  place  them  untler  the  c-are  of  a  neigh-J 
bfjur.     If  such  a  Bill  were  proposed  ini 
an  Assembly  in  which  poor  people  wer 
represented  it  would  never  pass. 
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*(11.34.)  Sir  R.  .TEMPLE  (Worcester, 
Evesham)  :  I  am  strongly  in  favour  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  subject  to  modi- 
fication in  detail ;  but  I  agree  that  it  is 
one  that  could  best  be  dealt  with  by  a 
Select  Committee  of  ejipevts,  or- of  those 
.specially  interested,  as.it  may  not,perhaps 
be  of  sufiBcient  magnitude  or  complexity 
to  send  to  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Law  and  Justice.  As  a  member  of  that 
Standing  Committee  I  do  not  think  it  is 
as  .well  qualified  to  deal  with  this  Bill  as 
a  Select  Committee  would.be. 

(11.37.)  Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR 
(Tipperary,  ,S.) :  I  am  constrained  to 
interpose  in  this  debate  because  of  the 
silence  of  the  Government  on  the  ques- 
tion raised  by  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Gfalway, 
as  to  whether  they  will  consent  to 
exolude  Ireland  from  the  Bill  if  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  Members  should 
object  to  the  extension  of  its  operations 
to  that  country.  The  measure  may| 
possibly  be  desirable  in  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Wales ;  but  the  social  conditions 
of  Ireland  are  entirely  different,  and: 
therefore  it  should  not  be  made  applic- ! 
able  to  that  country.  There  is  in 
Ireland  an  old  historic  custom,  in 
$KXX)rdance  with  which  the  children  of 
one  class  of  people  are  often  fostered  by 
people  belonging  to  another  class.  This 
Bill  will  strike  at  the  very  root  of  this 
custom,  which  results  in  establishing 
strong  feelings  of  affection  between 
persons  belonging  to  different  classes. 
We  therefore  think  that  if  it  is  strongly 
0()yposed  by  Irish  Members  Iceland  should 
be  exempted  from  the  operation  of  the 
Bill. 

•(11.39.)  Mr.  J.  S.  GATHORNE- 
HARDY  (Kent,  Medway)  :  If  we  are  to 
understand  that  the  Bill  will  be  used 
only  as  the  text  for  a  Bill  dealing  with 
this  subject  I  shall  not  oppose  the  Second 
Reading.  I  sympathise  greatlv  with  the 
object  of  the  Bill ;  but  I  should  not  like 
to  see  it  become  law  in  its  present  form. 
The  first  clause  will  have  just  the 
opposite  effect  to  that  intended,  as  it 
would  compel  children  to  be  sent  to 
baby-farmers,  instead  of  to  relations  or 
friends,  and  no  amount  of  inspection 
would  secure  the  proper  treatment  in 
all  cases  of  these  unfortunate  children. 
I  hope  the  Government  will  consent  to 
send  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee. 
VOL.   CCCXLII.     [third  sbribs.] 


(11.40.)  Mr.  ROWNTBEE  (Soar- 
borough)  :  I  agree  entirely  that  the  in- 
tentions of  those  who  introduced  this 
Bill  are  admirable ;  but  I  am  sure  that  if 
it  were  carried  in  its  present  form 
those  intentions  would  be  defeated ;  and 
I  do  not  ihink  that  public  opinion  will 
support  the  clause  trhioh  will  make  it 
necessary  for  all  persons  who  take  charge 
of  children  to  register  themselves,  even 
though  they  may  be  related  to  the  per- 
son handing  the  charge  over  to  them.  I 
think  many  Local  Authorities  would  not 
like  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
5th  clause.  It  is  very  desirable  that  the 
Bill  should  go  before  a  Select  Committee. 

•(11.42.)  Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL(Wigan) : 
I  have  carefully  examined  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill,  and  am  bound  to  say  I  do 
not  think  it  should  be  allowed  to  pass  in 
its  '  present  form.  I  agree  that  it 
should  be  referred  either  to  a  Grand 
Committee  or  to  a  Select  Committee ; 
the  latter  would  be  the  more  competent, 
I  think,  to  deal  with  the  matter,  because 
it  is  one  requiring  special  knowledge,  and 
one  on  which  evidence  should  be  taken. 
On  the  one  hand,  it  is  desirable  to  pre- 
vent cruelty  to  children;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  you  must  not  unduly  interfere  with 
the  rights  of  parents. 

(11.44.)  The  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  POR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Matthews,  Birmingham, 
E.)  :  Assuming  that  the  Second  Reading 
is  to-day  agreed  to,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  quite  prepared  to  refer  the  Bill 
to  a  Committee,  and  if  the  House  prefers 
a  Select  Committee  no  objection  will  be 
raised.  As  to  the  exclusion  of  Ireland 
from  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  it  ought  to  be 
borne  in  mind  that  this  measure  proposes 
to  amend  the  Act  of  1872,  which  already 
applies  to  Ireland  ;  and  if  the  original  Act 
applies  to  Ireland  surely  the  amending 
Act,  which  proposes  to  remove  certain 
blemishes  in  the  original  Act,  ought  to 
apply  to  that  country  as  well  as  to  the 
rest  of  the  United  Kingdom.  It  may  be 
that  you  cannot  strike  at  the  blots  in  the 
existing  Bill  without  hitting  some  inno- 
cent persons;  but  the  question  is,  whether 
the  remedy  provided  by  the  Bill  will  not 
greatly  outweigh  the  objections  which 
may  be  raised  in  the  interests  of  one 
section  of  the  community  affected  by  it. 

*(  11.46.)  Mr.    DONAL    SULLIVAN 
(Westmeath,  S.) :  As  a  protest  against 
2  R 
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the  eminently  unsatisfactory  answer  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  beg  to  move 
the  adjonmment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."— (i/r. 
Dondt  Sullivan,^ 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes  17  ;  Noes 
151.— (Div.  List,  No.  29.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 
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SOUTH  INDIAN  RAILWAY  PURCHASE. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In»_the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  of  India  to 
raise  in  the  United  Kingdom,  on  the  securities 
of  the  Revenues  of  India,  any  sum  or  sums  of 
money,  not  exceeding  in  the  whole  the  sum  of 
£6,267,656  lis.  2d.,  for  the  purchase  of  the 
South  Indian  Railway,  and  for  the  discharge 
and  redemption  of  dehentures  thereon. 

Resolution  to"be  reported  to-morrow. 

CROWN  OFFICE  BILL  [LORDS.] 
(no.   173.)      SECOND   READING. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
WiBSTER,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  This  Bill  is  a 
formal  one,  to  enable  the  Government  to 
carry  out  certain  engagements  entered 
into  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  with  regard 
to  a  re-arrangement  of  OflBces. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  Can  an  Amend- 
ment be  proposed  to  the  Bill  in  Commit- 
tee enabling  Catholics  to  hold  the  Ofl&ce 
of  Lord  Chancellor,  and  other^OflBces,  in 
Ireland  ? 

Sir  R.  WEBSrER :  No;  that  is^out. 
side  the  scope  of  the  Bill. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  I  do  not  see  much 
use  in  taking  this  Bill  at  this  hour  of  the 
night. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

DEEDS  OF   ARRANGEMENT  BILL. 

I  (No   163). 
Considered  in  Committee. 

Clause  1. 

Committee    report    ProorreRS ;    to    sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 
Mr.  Donal  Siullivan 


INFECTIOUS    DISEASE    (PREVENTION) 
BILL.— (No.    80). 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to,  with  Amend- 
ments. 

Clause  3. 

*Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancrafl,  W.) : 
May  I  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  that  as  now  drawn 
some  of  the  clauses  will  be  quite  useless 
in  the  Metropolis.  I  believe  he  proposes 
to  accept  Amendments  to  apply  the  Bill 
to  London  ? 

*Mb.  LEES  KNOWLES  (Salford,  W.) : 
There  are  certain  Amendments  having  re- 
lation to  the  London  County  Council  that 
require  consideration.  They  will  take 
some  time,  and  perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
will  agree  o  their  consideration  on 
Report. 

Clauses  3,  4,  and  6  agreed  to,  with 
Amendments. 

Clause  6. 

*Mb.  McLaren  :  At  this  point  I  must 
object.  There  are  Amendments  I  wish 
to  propose,  but  I  havenot  yet  framed 
them. 

Mr.  lees  KNOWLES  :  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  will,  in  order  that  we  may 
save  time,  now  agree  to  move  the  Amend- 
ments on  Report.  Or  will  he  mention 
them  now  ? 

♦Mb.  McLaren  :  I  am  sorry  to  object, 
but  there  are  one  or  two  clauses  to  which 
I  wish  to  move  Amendments ;  but  as  I  had 
no  idea  the  Bill  was  coming  on  to-night 
I  am  taken  by  surprise,  and  have  not  the 
Amendments  ready. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday. 

HARES  PRESERVATION  BILL  [LORDS]. 
(No.  187.) 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 

EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENT  (SCOT- 
LAND) (FKimUSON  BEQUEST  FUND.) 
*(1 2.20.)  MR.H0ZIER(Lanark8hire,S.): 
T  am  extremely  sorry  to  be  compelled  to 
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trespass,  eveu  briefly,  upon  the  time  and 
attention  of  the  House  at  such  a  late 
hour,  but  that  is  one  of  the  disadvantages 
under  which  we  all  labour,  when  we  find 
it  to  be  our  duty  to  bring  up  for  revision 
or  rejection  any  of  the  schemes  of  the 
Educational  Commissioners.  I  wish  that 
some  more  satisfactory  arrangement  were 
adopted  for  dealing  with  these  questions 
by  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, as  has  been  suggested  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Seconder  of  my 
Motion  ;  but,  in  the  meantime,  this 
is  the  only  course  open  to  us'. 
The  facts  connected  with  this  scheme 
are  well-known  to  the  Government 
and  to  Scottish  Members.  Mr.  Fer- 
guson died  as  recently  as  1856.  He 
made  a  very  handsome  provision  for 
his  relations,  and  after  leaving  about 
jB50,000  for  general  educational  pur- 
poses, he  bequeathed  the  residue  of 
his  estate  as  a  permanent  fund  for 
specific  purposes,  little  thinging  that 
Commissioners  would  ever  be  ap- 
pointed to  divert  such  funds.  This 
residue  of  the  estate  he  bequeathed 
for  the  benefit  of  five  special  Churches, 
which  he  named.  In  order  that 
these  five  Churches  should  have 
exclusive  control  of  the  fund,  he 
arranged  that  there  should  be  13 
Trustees,  all  of  them  to  be  communicants 
of  one  or  other  of  the  five  Churches, 
according  to  the  proportions  in  which 
the  various  Churches  were  to  be  bene- 
ficiaries under  the  Trust.  Three  of  the 
Trustees  were  to  be  communicants 
of  the  Established  Church,  four 
of  the  Free  Church,  four  of  the  United 
Presbyterian,  one  of  the  Reformed 
Presbyterian,  and  one  of  the  Con- 
gregational or  Independent  Church. 
He  specially  laid  down,  as  the  Trust 
Deed  shows,  that  his  Trustees  should 
have  an  entirely  free  hand  as  to  the 
various  proportions  in  which  they  were 
to  allocate  the  fund  to  the  various  objects 
connected  with  these  churches.  The  very 
keynote  of  his  intention  was  that  the  fund 
should  be  a  permanent  supplement  to 
voluntary  effort  connected  with  these  five 
Churches.  I  emphatically  say  "  voluntary 
effort,"  inasmuch  as  the  old  parish  schools 
were  excepted,  because  they  were  not 
voluntary,  and  the  Established  Church 
was  only  to  be  a  beneficiary  so  far  as 
qv>oad  sacra  Churches  were  concerned — 


that  is  to  say.  Churches  without  any 
regular  endowment.  No  real  complaint 
has  ever  been  made  by  the  people  of 
Scotland  in  regard  to  the  management 
of  the  Trustees ;  on  the  contrary,  the 
greatest  satisfaction  prevails.  The  provi- 
sions of  the  scheme  to  which  we  strenu- 
ously object  are  that  the  Trustees  of  the 
fund  should  hand  over  £1,600  a  year 
as  well  as  the  income  of  the  Ferguson 
Scholarship  Fund,  which  was  founded 
by  the  Trustees  out  of  an  entirely 
separate  fund,  to  an  entirely  new  Govern- 
ing Body,' who  need  not  necessarily  be  in 
any  way  connected  with  any  of  the  five 
Churches ;  and  that  the  annual  amount, 
after  paying  the  Ferguson  Scholarships 
and  the  necessary  expenses  of  manage- 
ment, should  be  devoted  to  making 
grants  to  assist  schools  in  giving,  not 
religious  education,  but  higher  instruc- 
tion. Moreover,  the  scheme  points  to 
the  largest  centres  of  population  and 
the  richest  districts  as  being  those  to 
which  the  grants  should  be  allo- 
cated. Many  objections  may  be  urged 
against  the  scheme.  One  objection  is 
with  regard  to  the  additional  expense  of 
the  management  of  the  fund  if  there  is 
to  be  a  new  and  distinct  Governing 
Body.  The  present  management  of  the 
permanent  Fund  would  have  to  be  con- 
tinued at  the  same  expense  as  hitherto, 
while  I  believe  that  the  additional  ex- 
pense would  amount  to  at  least  £300 
a  year.  That  would  come  out  of  the 
£1,600.  But  the  great  and  insuperable 
objection  to  the  scheme  is  that  it 
traver&es  the  expressed  intentions  of 
the  founder,  who,  after  leaving  what  he 
considered  ample — namely,  £50,000 — 
for  general  educational  purposes  created 
by  the  Ferguson  Bequest  Fund  what  he 
hoped  would  be  a  permanent  endow- 
ment of  the  five  Churches  for  purposes 
directly  connected  with  these  five 
Churches.  There  has  been  no  scheme 
of  the  Endowment  Commissioners  that 
has  given  such  general  dissatisfaction 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
Scotland.  The  vast  majority  of  Scottish 
Members  are  opposed  to  the  proposals  con- 
tained in  the  scheme,  as  is  clearly  shown 
by  the  signatures  to  the  Memorial  pro- 
moted by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Ayrshire  (Mr.  Hugh  Elliot) 
and  myself.  Let  us  most  carefully  bear 
in  mind  that  the  Founder  of  the  TrHst 
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died  a»  recently  as  1856.  Up  to  the  year 
1887  three  of  the  original  testamentary 
Trustees  were  still  alive,  and  they  en- 
tiriily  concurred  in  the  present  manage- 
ment of  the  Trust.  One  of  these  original 
testamentary  Trustees — Dr.  Patersou 
— is  still  with  us,  to  record  his 
most  emphatic  protest  against  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Commissioners.  I  hope 
the  Government  may  see  their  way  to 
acquiesce  in  this  Motion  which  I  now  beg 
leave  to  submit. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**That  an  humble  Address  be  preseDted  to 
Her  Majesty,  pmjring  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  consent  to  the  Scheme  of  the  Edacational 
Endowment  (Scotland*  Commisdioners  for  the 
management  of  the  E^ndowment  known  as  th  e 
Ferguson  Bequest  Fund.*'— i.Vr.  Hozier.) 

(12.25.)  Mb.  HUGH  ELLIOT  (Ayr- 
shire,  N;) :  In  seconding  the  Motion,  I 
may  mention  that  I  have  more  than  once 
suggested  that  these  schemes  should  be 
sent  to  a  Select  Commttteeof  this  House. 
I  regrret  that  the  suggestion  has  not  been 
accepted,  because  such  a  Committee 
would  give  them  a  far  better  considera- 
tion than  a  scheme  can  receive  in  this 
House  at  this  time  of  night.  I  can 
hardly  conceive  a  scheme  which  calls 
more  for  the  intervention  of  the  House 
than  the  present  one.  Here  is  a  gentle- 
man, a  contemporary  of  our  own,  who 
died,  leaving  ample  provision  for  all  his 
relations,  and  who,  in  the  exercise  of  his 
legal  right,  left  a  certain  sum  to  Trustees, 
who  were  to  be  members  of  certain 
churches,  for  the  use  of  those  churches 
and  the  religious  work  of  those  churches. 
I  admit  that  the  word  "  education  '* 
occurs  in  the  will,  and  is  one  of  the 
objects  of  the  legacy ;  but  it  is  an  educa- 
tion which  is  to  be  more  or  less  religious 
— education  controlled  by  religion.  Mr. 
Ferguson's  intention  was  tliat  the  people 
should  be  educated,  but  religious  too. 
There  is  nothing  objectionable  in  that. 
It  is  praiseworthy,  and  the  endowment 
has  worked  very  well  But  the  unfor- 
tunate word  "  education  "  induced  the 
Commissioners  to  step  in,  and  they  have 
disconnected  education  from  the  religious 
connection  Mr.  Ferguson  intended  to  give 
it.  They  gave  this  money  to  useful  objects, 
no  doubt — to  higher  education;  but  if  we 
want  higher  education,  let  us  provide  it 
from  proper  funds.  Do  not  let  us  strip 
churches  or  anybody  for  the  purpose 
Mr.  Hazier 


of'  establishing  higher  education.  Often 
and  oft^?n  since  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1882  has  Parliament  been  asked  to  step 
in  and  check  these  schemes;  but  the 
check  that  this  appeal  to  Parliament  was 
to  provide  has  hitherto  been  useless,  I 
think,  and  votes  have  always  supported 
the  Commissioners.  To-night,  however, 
I  hope  for  better  things.  We  have  a  strong 
Case,  which  my  hon.  Friend  has  put 
very  clearly,  and  I  think  we  may  look 
to  the  issue  with  some  confidence. 

(12.30.)  The  LORD  ADVOCATE 
(Mj.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson,  Bute) :  As  my 
hon.  Friends  the  Mover  and  Seconder  (5 
tihis  Motion  must  be  aware,  the  House  has 
been  hitherto  slow  to  interfere  with  the 
discretion  vested  by  Statute  in  the 
Commissioners,  and  I  hope  it  will  retain 
tliat  reserve  in  disposing  of  the  remaining 
schemes  which  have  to  come  before  it. 
Most  of  these  schemes  are  in  a  general 
sense  local,  and  sometimes  the  interests 
involved  are  minute.  I  am  quite  cer- 
tain of  this  :  that  whatever  opinion  may 
be  entertained  of  the  merits  of  this 
particular  scheme,  there  can  be  bnt  one 
estimate  of  the  exceeding  ability,  atten- 
ton,  and  pains  bestowed  by  the  Com- 
missioners upon  the  several  subjects 
which  have  come  under  their  cognisance. 
Accordingly,  in  considering  the  present 
question,  I  am  certain  there  is  in  no 
part  of  the  House  any  intention  to  dis- 
parage the  judgment  or  discretion  of  the 
Commissioners.  But  we  cannot  ignore 
the  fact  that  the  Act  of  Parliament 
leaves  with  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament 
the  ultimatj  decision  and  responsibility. 
The  question  on  the  present  occasion  is 
whether  there  are  adequate  grounds  for 
Parliament  interposing  in  order  to  arrest 
the  due  action  of  the  Commissioners  in 
regard  to  tliis  scheme  1  My  hon.  Friend 
has  been  able  to  present  a  case  in  which 
the  interests  at  stake  are  considerable, 
the  amount  of  the  endowment  is  large, 
and,  what  is  more,  a  large  part  of 
Scotland  is  directly  interested.  Several 
counties  are  beneficiaries,  and  almost  all 
the  larger  religjous  denominations  are 
amongst  the  custodiers  or  Trustees  of  this 
endowment.  Accordingly,  it  is  impossible 
to  regard  this  as  one  of  those  purely 
local  questions.  Then  my  hon.  fViend 
very  justly  dwelt  upon  some  of  the  other 
salient  features  of  the  case.  One,  which 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lazmrko 
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ad-v^rse  judgment  on  the  scheme  of  the 
Commissioners.  The  Commissioners,  of 
necessity,  took  up  and  dealt  with  the 
case,  inasmuch  as  it  fell  within  the  terms 
of  the  Act  of  Parliament.  But  we  can- 
not divest  ourselves  of  the  responsibility 
of  judging  whether  this  is  not  one  of 
those  cases  where  Parliament  ought  to 
vindicate  the  endowment  as  being  more 
usefully  applied  to  its  present  purposes 
than  to  those  projected.  I  have  observed, 
from  the  opinions  expressed  in  this 
debate,  as  well  as  in  the  Lobby,  that  that ' 
is  the  sentiment  which  generally  pre- 
vails. I  am  quite  certain,  so  far  as  I  and 
my  hon.  Friends  are  concerned,  that  there 
is  no  reluctance  to  interfere  in  defence  of 
what  is  practically  a  religious  endow- 
ment, and  not  the  less  because  that  en- 
dowment is  in  the  hands  of  Dissenters  as 
well  as  of  members  of  the  Established 
Church. 

*(12.36.)  Mb.  W.  P.  SINCLAIR 
(Falkirk)  :  I  congratulate  the  Govern- 
ment on  having  in  so  handsome  a 
manner  given  way  on  this  matter,  to 
what  I  may  fairly  csXL  the  general  desire 
of  Scotland.  I  believe  it  to  be  the 
general  c^inion  throughout  Scotland 
that  had  the  Government  insisted  upon 
this  scheme  being  carried  into  law,  as 
they  might  easily  have  done  with  their 
strong  majority,  the  feeling  of  dissatis- 
faction throughout  the  country  would 
have  been  great.  The  administration  of 
the  Trust  has  been  entirely  satisfactory 
in  the  past,  and  I  may  add  my 
oonviction  that  the  future  administration 
of  the  charity,  which  this  decision  of 
the  Government  leaves  unchanged,  will 
be  found  as  satis&^story  in  the  future 
as  it  has  been  in  the  past. 

(12.37.)  Mb.  D.  CRAWFORD 
(Lanark,  N.E.) :  I  would  remind  the 
HousB  that  this  is  a  very  grave  decision 
at  which  it  appears  it  is  likely  to  arrive. 
I  am  far  from  saying  that  strong  grounds 
have  not  been  made  out  by  the  Mover 
and  Seconder  in  favour  of  their  conten- 
tion j  but  I  believe  that  this  is  the  very 
first  time  in  a  series  of  years  on  which  a 
scheme  of  the  Education  Endowment 
Commissioners  has  been  upset  by  this 
House.  I  regret  that  the  suggestion 
which  was  made  by*  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Ayrshire,  in  favour  of 
further  inquiry^  has  not  been  persisted  in, 
and  has  not  been  acceded  to  by  the 
QoYerhmont    It-  ia  true  thftt  a  grei4 


shire  commented  on,  was  the  very  recent 
date  of  the  will.  I  am  quite  aware  that 
the  Act  of  Parliament  places  within  the 
review  of  the  Commissioners  all  endow- 
ments founded  as  late  as  1872 ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  the  fact  that  this 
gentleman  only  died  in  1856  raises 
a  very  striking  peculiarity  in  this 
case.  Another  point  i&  that  some  of  the 
wills  which  have  come  under  the  cog- 
nisance of  the  Commissioners  have 
indicated  some  obscurity,  or  want  of 
complete  following  out  of  all  the  objects 
and  means  which  the  testator  might  be 
presumed  to  have  bontemplated.  That 
is  not  the  case  here.  Tliere  is  most 
carefnl  and'  minute  attention  to  the 
following  out  of  the  scheme  through  all 
its  various  phases.  There  is  also  what 
was  of  immense  importance — there  is  a 
very  anxious  choiiH)  of  those  who  are  to 
be  the  guardians  of  the  interests  under 
the  Trust.  Accordingly,  I  find  in  this 
case  severs^  large  features  standing  out 
distinguishing  it  from  those  which  have 
previously  been  under  the  attention  of 
the  House.  But  there  is  one  which  I 
think  still  mora  important  It  is  said 
this  is  an  educational  endowment ;  but 
the  bequest  is  so  embedded  in  the  other 
provisions  of  the  will,  and  so  closely 
connected  with  the  provisions  in  favour 
of  Religious  agencies,  that  positively  the 
amount  to  be  given  to  education  in  any 
one  year  is  to  be  determined  by  the 
Religious  Bodies  with  reference  to  their 
religious  requirements.  Accordingly,  it 
cannot  be  said  that  to  separate  and 
segregate  the  educational  part  of  the 
fund  from  tiie  rest  is  a  very  complete 
or  effectual  carrying  out  of  the  inten- 
tion of  the  testaltor.  I  have,  there- 
fore, come  to  the  conclusion  that  this 
is  a  case  open  to  Parliament  to 
consider  whether  the  scheme — assuming 
it  to  be  the  best  possible — ought  to  be 
adopted,  or  whether  the  intention  of  the 
testator  should  be  given  effect  to.  I  find 
that  question  prejudged  by  the  opinion 
of  Scotland.  There  is,  unquestionably,  a 
strong' and  warm  feeling  on  this  subject. 
Most  useful  and  beneficent  influence 
has  baen  exercisdd  by  the  existing 
administrators  of  this  money.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  Parliament '  may  well  inteav 
pose.  I  wish  the  House  to  understand 
ihfti  w«  do  flo  not  to  pass  any  oenBure  or 
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deal  may  be  said  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
posal for  the  rejection  of  this  scheme  ;  but 
I  think  if  we  had  in  this  Hous:^  a  local 
guardian  of  higher  education,  the  case 
might  have  been  more  adequately 
presented  to  us.  I  do  not  take  upon 
myself  to  say  that  the  decision  which 
the  House  is  about  to  come  to  is  wrong ; 
but  it  is  with  a  feeling  of  very  great 
reluctance  that  I  join  in -upsetting  a 
decision  of  the  Commissioners,  whose 
previous  action  has  always  stood  the  test 
of  the  most  minute  examination,  and 
whose  labours  have  always  resulted  in 
the  utmost  benefit  to  the  country. 
♦(12.40.)  Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL 
(Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  Universities)  : 
As  one  of  the  Commissioners  responsible 
for  the  scheme  I  may  perhaps  be  allowed 
to  say  a  word  or  two,  not  iti  opposition  to 
what  appears  to  be  the  general  sense  of 
the  House,  but  in  explanation  of 
the  action  of  the  Commissioners. 
First,  I  should  like  to  point  out  that 
Parliament  imposed  on  the  Education 
Endowment  Commissioners  the  duty  of 
re-organising  the  educational  endow- 
ments of  Scotland,  and  it  therefore 
became  incumbent  on  them  to  take  cogni- 
sance not  only  of  endowments  which 
were  wholly  educational,  but  also  of 
all  charitable  endowments  which  had  an 
educational  side.  We  were  thus  forced 
to  deal  with  the  Ferguson  baquest.  The 
Founder  had  n»med  education  as  one 
of  the  objects  which  his  residue  fund  was 
to  assist,  and  his  Trustees  acted  upon 
that  instruction  in  a  way  which  I  will 
immediately  mention.  I  must  demur, 
however,  to  this  bequest  being  described 
as  one  for  the  benefit  of  the  churches 
named.  It  was  not  for  the  benefit  of  the 
churches,  but  for  the  prosecution  of 
religious  and  educational  work  under 
the  care  of  these  churches.  Well, 
the  [trustees  of  Mr.  Ferguson  for  16 
years  previous  to  the  passing  of  the 
Education  Act  contributed  a  large  sum 
every  year  in  grants  for  the  promotion 
of  education.  During  those  years  the 
average  amount  of  the  grants  for  educa- 
tion from  the  bequest  was  £2,078  a  year. 
On  the  passing  of  the  Education  Act  of 
1872,  as  hon.  Members  are?  aware,  there 
was  a  great  change  in  Scotland  in  the 
management  of  education.  The  churches 
named  in  Mr.  Ferguson's  will,  which 
had  maintained  schools  before,  may  be 
said  to  have  discontinued  them,  or 
Jfr.  D.  Crawford 


handed  them  over  to  be  maintained  by 
the  School  Boards.  The  Ferguson 
Trastees,  having  no  longer  the  same 
applications  from  the  churches  for 
assistance  to  educational  work,  bestowed 
their  grants  on  other  useful  objects,  and 
so  it  came  about  that  for  13  years  after 
1872  their  grants  for  education  averaged 
only  £290  a  year,  instead  of  £2,078,  as 
bjfore.  But  I  would  ask  hon.  Members 
to  look  at  the  case  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  Commissioners.  They  will 
see  that  the  Commissioners  thought  they 
had  here  an  endowment  with  an  edu- 
cational side — one  which  was  in  part  an 
educational  endowment ;  and,  guided  by 
the  action  of  the  Trustees  themselves 
before  the  Education  Act  was  passed, 
they  con.sidered  they  were  not  asking 
too  much  in  claiming  £1,600  for  edu- 
cation, as  representing  what  the  Trustees' 
estimate  was  of  Mr.  Ferguson's 
view  in  giving  education  a  place 
in  his  will.  As  to  applying  the 
money  to  higher  education,  I  would 
remind  the  House  that  it  was  part  of  the 
instruction  from  this  House  that  the 
Commissioners  wore,  as  far  as  might  be,  to 
secure  in  educational  endowments  an 
adequate  portion  for  the  promotion 
of  higher  education.  I  hope  that  as  the 
Government  will  not  allow  this  money  to 
go  to  the  purposes  of  higher  education,  they 
will  make  up  for  the  loss  in  some  other 
way.  I  will  add  that  although  the 
scheme  has  been  petitioned  against  there 
has  been  also  many  Petitions  in  its 
favour.  I  will  also  add  that  in  claiming 
part  of  this  endowment  for  education, 
the  Commissioners  do  not  dispute  the 
good  work  done  by  the  Trustees.  Our 
scheme  was  not  intended  to  cast  any  re- 
flection on  the  proceedings  of  the 
Trustees 
♦(12.50.)  Mr.  mark  STEWART 
(Kirkcudbright)  :  At  this  late  hour  I 
rise  only  to  say  one  word — I  may  con- 
scientiously say  that  the  Ferguson  bequest 
is  one  of  the  best  administered  Trusts  in 
Scotland,  and  I  sincerely  thank  the 
Government  for  acting  as  they  have  done. 
I  have  had  many  representations  made  to 
me  in  favour  of  it,  and  only  one — from 
the  Educational  Institute  of  Scotland — in 
support  of  the  scheme  now  before  the 
House. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minate^ 
before  One  o'clock 
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HOUSE     OP     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  18th  March,  1890, 


EARL  MOUNT  CASHELL. 
Report  made  from  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, that  the  right  of  Charles  William 
Earl  Mount  Cashell  to  vote  at  the  Elections 
of  Representative  Peers  for  Ireland  has 
been  established  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor ;  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

EARL  OF  LONGFORD. 
Report  made  from  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, that  the  right  of  Thomas  Earl  of 
Longford  to  vote  at  the  Elections  of 
Representative  Peers  for  Ireland  has 
been  established  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  ;  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

COLONIAL  COURTS  OF  ADMIRALTY 
BILL.— (No.  29.) 
House  in  Committee  (on  Re-commit- 
ment) (according  to  order)  ;  further 
amendments  made;  the  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Thursday  next;  and 
Bill  to  be  printed  aa  amended.    (No.  44). 

INDIAN  COUNCILS  BILL. -(No.  40.) 
Read-  3'    (according    to    order) ;    an 

Amendment  made ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent 

to  the  Commons. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Six 

o'clock,  to  lliursday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  18th  March,  1890, 


NEW  WRIT. 

For  County  Down  (Eastern  Division), 
V,  Richard  William  Blackwood  Ker, 
Esquire,  Chiltem  Hundreds. 

VOL.  CCOXLU.      [third  series.] 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS, 


LONDON  COUNTY  COUNCIL  BILL. 
By  Order, 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

*(3.15.)  MR.BAUMANN(Camberwell, 
Peckham):  Before  this  Bill  is  read  a 
second  time  I  desire  to  record  my  protest 
against  the  manner  in  which  the  Measure 
has  been  drafted  and  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment by  the  London  County  Council. 
On  the  title  it  is  described  as — 

'*  A  Bill  for  the  improvement  and  alteration 
of  abridge  over  Bow  Creek,  at  Barking,  and 
the  acquisition  and  management  of  Brock- 
well  Park,  and  to  confer  further  powers  on  the 
London  County  Council." 

This  is  an  innocent,  even  an  ^attractive 
title,  but  I  find  that  behind  a  bridge 
over  Bow  Creek  and  the  acquisi- 
tion of  Brockwell  Park  are  inserted 
clauses  of  a  highly  controversial  and 
objectionable  character,  which  we  are 
to  discuss  as  a  sort  of  pot  pourri  of 
legislation.  Among  the  numerous  pro- 
posals of  the  Bill  is  one  contained  in 
Clause  72,  that  no  building  shall  be 
erected  of  a  greater  height  than  70 
feet  without  the  consent  of  the  Council. 
There  are  others  to  alter  the  time  of 
calling  the  meetings  of  the  Council,  to 
change  the  arrangements  for  signing 
cheques,  to  change  the  law  of  rating  in 
regard  to  the  Metropolis,  and  to  exempt 
members  of  the  Council  from  the  liability 
of  serving  on  juries,  and  to  give  them 
power  to  administer  oaths.  Having  regard 
to  the  notice  which  has  been  placed  on 
the  Paper  by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  I  do  not  propose  now 
to  discuss  these  clauses  further,  but  I 
will  merely  say  that  this  is  the  first 
time  in  the  Municipal  history  of  London 
that  the  Metropolitan  Municipal  Au- 
thority has  attempted,  under  cover 
of  schemes  of  local  improvements  which 
we  all  desire,  to  smuggle  through  this 
House — [Cries  of  "  Oh  ! "] — clauses  of  a 
highly  controversial  and  objectionable 
character,  changing  not  only  its  own 
constitution,  but  the  law  of  the  land. 
Observe  the  cunning  —  certainly  not 
of  a  very  high  order —  with  which 
2  S 
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this  Bill  has  been  drawn.  In  the  vun- 
guard  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  is 
placed  the  acqnisitioTi  of  Brock  well  Piirk, 
which  the  County  Ofmncil  know  very 
well  all  the  Metropolitan  Members  are 
desirous  of  socnrinj^.  Tliey  have  calcu- 
lated that  we  South  London  Members  in 
particular  would  not  dare  to  vote  against 
a  Bill  for  the  aef|iibition  of  Brockwell 
Park,  and,  miscalculating  upon  our 
cowardice,  they  have  thought  proper  to 
insert  in  a  Bill  which  is  nominally  for  the 
acquisition  of  Bnickwell  Park  all  sorts  of 
objoctionable  and  dangerous  clauses.  I 
liave  no  doubt  that  the  London  County 
Council  think  they  have  done  a  very 
clever  thing  in  drafting  a  Bill  of  this 
kind,  but  it  is  a  piece  of  sharp  practice 
worthy  only  of  the  office  of  Dodson  and 
Fogg,  T  am  quit^  sure  that  the  ri^ht 
hoa.  Member  for  thi*  Univc^rsity  of  London 
and  the  other  hon  Members  who^e  names 
appear  on  the  Uick  of  the  Bill,  are  un 
connected  with  this  proceeding,  and, 
therefore,  I  do  not  hesitat^e  to  describe  it 
as  a  disreputable  manoenvre,  an  un- 
scmpulous  strat^em,  of  which  the 
MetropoHtiin  Board  of  Works,  with 
all  its  faults,  was  incapable,  TTie 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  always 
treated  the  House  of  Commons,  in  reg«ird 
to  its  public  and  private  Bills,  in  a 
straightforward  and  above-board  fashinn, 
and  if  the  London  County  Council  chooses 
to  depart  from  tiie  recognised  methods  of 
transacting  public  business,  it  cannot  be 
snrpi*ised  if  its  Bills  meet  with  oppo- 
sition, and  are  r.'ceived  with  suspicion  by 
this  House.  I  feel  so  strongly  upon  the 
matter  that  I  hope  the  House  will  reject 
the  BilL 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber make  the  Motirm  which  stands  in  his 
name? 

•Mr.  BAUALiNN:  I  think  the  best 
course  I  can  adopt  is  simply  to  record 
my  public  protest.  [Ironical  eri&t  of 
''  Hear  hear."]  If  that  ia  the  spirit  in 
which  I  am  to  be  met  by  lion.  Members 
opposite,  I  will  move  as  an  Amend- 
ment that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  on  this  day  six  months. 

•Mr.  J.  KELLY  (Camlierwell,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  second  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now/'  in  order  to  have  the  words 
**iipon    this    day    six     months,'* — (Mr, 
Bo/unmnn,) — instead  thereof. 
Mr.  Baumann 


Qaeation    proposed,    **Tlmt  the   word 
*  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question.'* 

•(3,20.)  Sitt  J-  LUBBOCK  (Uoiversuy 
of  London)  :  The  hon.  Member  has,  I 
think,  almost  (♦xhausted  the  vottibnlary 
of  abuse,  an<l  I  must  say  thnt  T  feel 
somewhat  indignant  with  h  nl 

in  conjunction  with  my  Col  1<  i  1 1 1 1 

L<indon  County  Council,  with  being 
guilty  of  an  attempt  to  smuggle  a  Bill 
thn:)Ugh  this  House,  in  a  manner 
descril:>ed  by  the  hon.  Member  as 
exhibiting  low  cunning. 

•Mr.  BAlTMAIiW:  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  (}entleman's  pardon.  T  excepted  in 
the  most  express  way  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  other  Members 
whose  names  are  on  the  back  of  the 
Bill. 

♦Sir  J.  LITBBOCK :    I  cannot  accept 
the  apology  of   the  hon.  Member.     My 
Crilleagues  and  I  are  responsible  to  the 
House,  and  I  think  I  shall  be  able  in  a  few 
worcb  to  show  the  House  that  the  Bill  is 
not  open  to  the  accusations  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  thought  tit  to  make  against 
it.       Indeed,    I    should    feel    more    in- 
dignant   tlian    I    do  if  I  could  believe 
that    the    hon.    Gentleman    really  him- 
self     believed     the     charges     he     liaa, 
made.       What    are   the    grave  matters j 
wliich  the    hon.  Member    considers  wol 
have  brought  forward  in  tliis  Bill,  and  I 
which    he   says   we   have   attempted  tol 
smuggle  tJirongh  the  House  ?     The  first  I 
is    that  the     Ltmdon    County    Councilf 
are    to     have    the    power    of    admini&^l 
tering    oaths.       With    regard     to     the] 
administration  of  oatliB,  Iquite  admit  that  I 
it  is  not  usiml  for  an  Administrative  Body  ' 
to   have    the    power    of  administering  J 
oatlis  ;  but  the  London  County  CoTincU] 
think  it  is  desirable  to  have  that  power,] 
because  the   duty  of  licensing  has  been] 
transferred     to    the     Council,    and    in] 
all  other  cases  Parliament  has  considered  j 
that  Licensing  Btxlies  ought  to  have  the  I 
power    of    administering  oaths^  and  no  I 
reason  has    been    shown    why    Loudon  I 
should    be    an   exception;   but  if   this! 
House  thinks  that  as  regards  L<mdoners  I 
it  is  suflicient  Uy  believe  the  men  who  I 
apply  for  licences  on  their  sbnple  wordj 
rather  than  upon  the  administration  of] 
an  oath  I  have   nothing   more   to  say. 
Pasaaing  to   the  second  point,  that  thel 
exemption  to  serve  on  juries  has  also  been 
conferred  on   other    Municipal    BodieA^I 
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whose  duties  are  hj  no  means  so  ardnons 
as  those  of  the  London  Connty  Council. 
We  only  ask  an  exemption  which  is  in 
force  in  all  other  large  cities.  Then,  as 
regards  the  third  objection,  I  believe  the 
House  would  wish  that  power  should  be 
given  to  prevent  buildings  being  ra,ised 
to  a  greater  height  than  70  feet.  Hon. 
Members  must  have  observed  the 
tendency  in  London  to  erect  buildings  of 
a  gigantic  height,  and  I  think  the 
majority  of  the  House  will  consider  that 
it  is  desirable  to  compel  them  to  be 
within  a  moderate  height.  Then, 
again,  as  to  the  mode  of  making 
payments,  I  am  sorry  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  has  put  on  the  Paper  a  Motion 
to  exclude  that  clause  of  the  Bill.  It  was 
drawn  up  by  Lord  Lingen,  who  is,  of 
course,  one  of  the  very  highest  authorities 
in  the  whole  country  on  such  a  subject. 
Practically  the  present  system  is 
found  to  be  almost  unworkable.  It 
leads  to  most  inconvenient  and  un- 
necessary delays.  There  may  be  a 
little  matter  affecting  a  building,  which 
nobody  objects  to,  and  against  which 
there  is  no  opposition.  As  the  law  stands  a 
notice  has  first  of  all  to  be  given,  then  it 
has  to  go  before  the  Building  Committee  ; 
there  is  then  another  notice  required, 
and  it  has  to  go  before  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, then  it  is  necessary  to  give  a  third 
notice  in  order  to  bring  it  before  the 
Council.  If  this  clause  is  to  be  excluded, 
I  hope  the  people  of  London  will  feel 
that  if  are  there  unnecessary  delays,  the 
London  County.  Council  have  done  their 
best  to  prevent  them.  The  only  other 
objection  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  was 
to  the  clause  which  raises  the  important 
question  concerning  the  law  of  rating, 
on  which  much  may  be  said ;  it  is  drawn 
to  carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  of  this  House  which  sat  in 
1866,  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
cannot  accept  that  provision,  it  will 
not  be  pressed.  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  assent  to  the  Second  Beading  of  the 
Bill.  I  have  dwelt  upon  the  provisions 
which  the  hon.  Member  opposite  has 
declared  to  be  of  a  wicked  and  abominable 
character,  but  I  hope  the  House  will  feel 
that  there  is  no  justification  whatever 
for  the  severe  manner  in  which  he  has 
thought  fit  to  condemn  the  conduct  of 
the  London  County  Council, 
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*(3.25.)  The  PRESIDENT  op  the 
LOCAL  GOVERNMElSrr  BOARD  (Mr. 
Ritchie,  Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken  has  dealt  with  the  Bill  as  if  the 
whole  of  the  proposals  in  it  were  in 
themselves  perfectly  unobjeciionable, 
and  were  in  some  cases  necessary  to  the 
proper  performance  of  the  functions  of 
the  London  County  Council.  But  there 
are  twjo  questions  to  be  considered  :  first 
of  all  whether  the  proposals  in  the  Bill 
are  themselves  not  open  to  grave  objec- 
tion, and  secondly,  whether,  even  if  they 
are  not,  they  ought  to  be  dealt  with  in 
a  private  Bill.  I  gather  that  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  feels  strongly  about 
the  latter  of  these  two  points.  For  my 
own  part,  I  think  that  the  House,  as  a 
whole,  has  a  strong  objection  to  important 
alterations  in  the  general  law  being  intro- 
duced in  a  private  Bill.  The  main  object 
of  the  Bill  is  to  acquire  Brockwell  Park, 
and  the  question  is  whether  such  a 
measure  should  be  made  the  medium  of 
carrying  out  other  improvements.  I 
must  say  that  I  entirely  agree  with  my 
hon.  Friend  in  that  view.  I  do  not  go 
so  far  as  to  say  that  no  provision  of  the 
law  should  ever  be  altered  in  a  private 
Bill,  but  I  think  it  is  a  great  mistake  to 
introduce  provisions  into  a  private  Bill 
largely  altering  the  general  law.  If 
this  were  done,  not  only  would  the  time 
of  the  House  be  largely  taken  up  with 
discussion  on  such  points,  but  there 
would  also  be  a  largely  increased  amount 
of  labour  in  searching  through  private 
Bills  to  find  out  what  the  law  was  on 
certain  points.  If  this  were  done  in  the 
case  of  the  London  County  Council  there 
is  nothing  to  prevent  every  County 
Council  in  the  kingdom  from  introducing 
alterations,  so  that  the  law  might 
materially  differ  in  every  county.  One 
point  is  the  question  of  exemption  from 
service  on  juries.  I  am  not  at  all 
sure  that  I  ought  not  to  have  in- 
cluded that  among  the  clauses  which  I 
propose  to  ask  the  House  to  instruct  the 
Committee  to  omit,  but  I  have  regarded 
it  more  as  an  application  of  a  law  that  is 
universal  throughout  the  country  than 
an  alteration  of  the  general  law,  and  I 
cannot  but  recognise  that  London  ought 
to  have  the  benefit  of  what  other 
municipalities  have,  although  perhaps  I 
weaken  my  argument  by  allowing  that 
2  S  ^ 
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clause  to  remain.  Yet  I  think  that  in 
this  respect  i^ere  is  much  to  be  said 
for  it.  Then,  again,  there  is  a  clause 
inserted  which  amends  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  with  regard  to  the  chairman- 
ship and  vice-chairmanship  of  the  Council. 
Of  course,  if  the  Bill  contained  any  pro- 
posal that  eitherof  these  gentlemen  should 
take  an  active  part,  such  as  voting,  I 
should  strongly  object ;  but  as  far  as  I 
understand  there  is  no  intention  of  alter- 
ing the  Local  Government  Act  in  that 
respect.  As  it  is  a  matter  almost 
personal  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  and 
Lord  Rosebery,  I  do  not  feel  myself 
justified  in  pressing  my  objection.  Then 
comes  the  question  of  oaths.  The  pro- 
posal in  the  Bill  distinctly  is  to  repeal 
that  section  of  the  Local  Government 
Act  which  expressly  states  that  there 
shall  be  no  transfer  of  power  to  ad- 
minister oaths. 

♦Sir  J.  LUBBOCK:  Only  so  far  as 
licensing  is  concerned. 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  Under  the  Act  there 
is  no  transfer  of  power  to  the  Council 
enabling  them  to  administer  an  oath.  It  is 
true  that  the  Council  can  administer  an 
oath  to  fche  coroner  when  he  is  swearing 
to  the  correctness  of  his  accounts,  but 
that  is  a  totally  different  thing  to  what 
is  proposed  in  the  Bill,  which  is  nothing 
more  nor  less  than  to  convert  an  ad- 
ministrative into  a  judicial  body  ?  It 
gives  them  the  power  of  examining 
witnesses  on  oath.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  bodies  which 
have  hitherto  exercised  these  duties  have 
had  the  power  to  administer  an  oath. 
That  is  true,  but  they  were  judicial  and 
not  administrative  bodies.  Of  course, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  say 
that  it  would  facilitate  the  duties 
of  the  London  County  Council  if 
they  had  the  power  to  administer  an 
oath.  But  if  that  be  so  let  a  Public 
Bill  dealing  with  the  subject  be  brought 
forward.  It  may  very  well  be  that  the 
Council  might  propose  to  administer  an 
oath  when  a  magistrate  was  present,  but 
this  general  power,  I  think,  is  objection- 
able in  an  administrative  body.  At  all 
events,  it  is  a  very  large  and  important 
question,  dealing  with  an  important 
principle,  which  certainly  ought  not  to 
be  introduced  in  a  Private  Bill.  Then 
comes  the  question  of  finance.  I  have 
myself  told  Lord  Rosebery  that  I  should 
be  very  glad  if  opportunity  arose  for 
J/r.  Ritchie 


dealing  with  that  question.  We  shall 
have  to  deal  with  the  whole  question  of 
London  finance  this  year ;  we  are  almost 
under  a  pledge  to  the  House  to  do  some- 
thing to  put  an  end  to  the  Annual  Mofiey 
Bills  which  used  to  be  introduced  on 
behalf  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works.  That  is  altogether  an  unsatis- 
factory system  of  dealing  with  the 
finance  of  the  London  County  Council, 
and  the  Government  are  prepared  to 
introduce  a  Bill  putting  the  finance  of 
the  Council  on  a  different  footing,  which 
would  very  likely  put  some  kind  of 
relaxation  in  the  conduct  of  the  finance 
of  the  London  County  Council.  But  I 
cannot  hold  out  hopes  that  I  shall  deal 
with  them  in  anything  like  the  drastic 
manner  proposed  in  this  Bill,  which 
practically  places  an  unlimited  amount 
in  the  hands  of  the  Chairman,  Deputy 
Chairman,  or  Vice  Chairman,  and  an 
oflficer  of  the  London  County  Council,  in 
the  interval  between  two  meetings,  which 
in  the  summer  vacation  would  mean  a 
long  interval.  This  clause  gives  power 
to  any  one  of  these  gentlemen,  along 
with  the  Comptroller  of  the  London 
County  Council,  to  spend  an  unlimited 
sum  of  money  without  any  order  from 
the  Council.  Those  who  know  the  pro- 
cedure in  municipal  Corporations  know 
that  no  such  power  is  possessed  by  them, 
and  there  are  safeguards  which  prevent 
anything  like  what  is  now  proposed  from 
occurring.  I  understand,  however,  thatmy 
right  lion.  Friend  does  not  propose  to  move 
this  clause.  Another  important  question 
is  that  of  the  computation  of  time.  If 
any  inconvenience  is  felt  it  must  be  ex- 
perienced throughout  the  whole  country, 
but  I  have  heard  no  such  complaint.  If 
there  is  any  such  inconvenience  I  do  not 
see  why  it  should  not  be  dealt  with  as  re- 
gards the  whole  country,  and  not  with 
reference  to  London  only.  With  regard  to 
the  question  of  the  reduction  of  a  quorum 
from  five  to  four,  here  again  I  have  not 
heard  of  the  London  County  Council 
suffering  the  smallest  inconvenience,  or 
that  there  is  any  inconvenience  felt 
throughout  the  country.  I  would  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  are 
many  Town  Councils  which,  though  not 
approaching  the  size  of  the  London 
Council,  are  yet  very  large ;  so  I  would 
say  again  that  if  there  is  any  grievance 
we  should  proceed  to  alter  the  general 
law,  so  that  everybody  might  participate 
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in  the  benefit.     Then  comes  a  very  im- 
portant  and  astonishing   proposal.      By 
the    Municipal   Corporations   Act   three 
clear  days'  notice  must  be  given  of   a 
meeting,  and  of  the  business  to  be  done, 
so  that  all   the    members  may   be   in- 
formed in  due  time  as  to  the  business  to 
be  transacted.     But  this  Bill  proposes  to 
reduce  the  time  of  notice  to  24  hours.     I 
would  ask  the  House  whether,  if  there  is 
one  Council  where  more  notice  should  be 
given,   it   is    not    the   London    County 
Council,  inasmuch  as  large  and  important 
questions   are   constantly  arising   to  be 
dealt  with  by  it,  and  I  would  be  the  last 
to  consent  to  any    modification   of   the 
time  of  notice  to  be  given.     But  the  Bill 
goes  much  further  than  that ;  it  proposes 
that  at    any    meeting,   without    notice 
being    given,    the    Council  may,   by  a 
majority  of  two-thirds  of  those  present, 
take    up  and  dispose  of  any  important 
matter.     I  cannot  think  that  the  House 
would  consent  to  any  such  proposal  as 
that.     Section  75,  again,  contains  one  of 
the   most  astonishing   proposals   I  have 
ever  seen  in  a  Private  Bill,  or  in  any 
other.     It   proposes    that    all    contracts 
between  individuals  with  regard  to  the 
payment  of  rates  are  to  be  subject  to  any 
future  legislation.     That  is  to  say,  that  in 
the  case  of  contracts  for  leases  in  which 
one  party  agreed  to  pay  the  rates,  the 
contract  is  to  be  binding  on  the  landlord, 
but  the  payment  of  rates  is  not  to  be 
binding   on   the  tenant.     Can  any  pro- 
posal be  more  unfair  or  more  ridiculous 
than  to   insert  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind  a 
clause  with  such  an  effect,  sandwiched  in 
between  one  clause  dealing  with  bye-laws 
and  another  dealing  with  trespassers  in 
sewers  ?     The  noble  Lord  who  presides 
over   the   London    County   Council  has 
accused  me  of  pedantry  because  I  can- 
not  agree   to   all    these   changes.     The 
House  will  judge  of  what  kind  of  pedantry 
I  have  been  guilty  in  not  consenting  to 
give  these  powers  to  the  London  County 
Council.     The  statement  issued  by  the 
London  County  Council  with  reference 
to    this     Bill     contained     a     misrepre- 
sentation  of   facts   with   regard   to  the 
Local  Government  Board  having  refused 
assistance      to      the      London     County 
Council.     That  statement  is  of  a  piece 
with      Lord      Rosebery's      "pedantry" 
speech.     The  application   to    the   Local 
Government  Board  asked  them  to  set 
aside  all  the  rules  and  legal  principles 


by  which  they  are  governed,  and  the 
Local  Government  Board  replied  that 
they  had  no  power  to  do  anything  of  the 
kind.  I  do  not  think  the  House  will  bo 
of  opinion  that  we  have  been  guilty  of 
pedantry  in  not  sanctioning  the  powers 
asked  for. 

*(3.35.)     Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras, 
W.)  :    Whatever  there  may  be   in   the 
objection  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
am   quite   sure   the    House    will    have 
appreciated  the  difference  in  the  tone  of 
his     speech,    from    the     very    abusive, 
exaggerated,  and  unnecessary  language 
of  the   hon.  Member  for  Peckham  (Mr. 
Baumann).     The  House   will   recognise 
that   the  Council  have  had  a  work  of 
vast  magnitude  to  accomplish,  and  have 
approached   that   work   with   a   sincere 
desire  to  solve  difficulties   in  local  ad- 
ministration such  as  have  faced  no  othe  r 
newly  created  Governing  Body.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appears  to  me  to  be  a  little 
too  thin-skinned,    in  regard  to  what  he 
imagines  to  be  an  interference  with  his 
handiwork   as   contained  in    the    Local 
Government  Act  of  1888.     There   is  no 
intention  to  alter  the  general  law.      The 
Council  merely  desire  to  suit  the  appli- 
cation of  the  general  law  in  the  case  of 
London  to  the  special  local  circumstances 
and    necessities  of  their  position.     The 
right   hon.  Gentleman  knows  perfectly 
well,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  the  general 
law  has  been  altered  in  favour  of  nearly 
all  the  great  municipalities  of  the  country. 
It  has  been  altered  in  Birmingham,  in 
Manchester,   in   Liverpool,  and  none  of 
the  great  towns  now  work  under  the  form 
of  procedure  prescribed  by  the  Municipal 
Corporations  Act.  Only  last  Session  a  Bill 
of  this  nature  was  passed  at  the  instance 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  and 
this  year  his  private  secretary  has  intro- 
duced another  Bill  to  incorporate  in  a 
public    Statute     certain     provisions    of 
sanitary  law  already  applied  to  particular 
districts. 
♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  By  a  Public  Bill. 
♦Mr,  LAWSON  :  Yes,  but  introduced 
in  Private  Bills  adapted  to  special  cases. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the 
Council   are  striving  to    obtain  judicial 
powers.  Why  should  they  not  have  judicial 
powers  if  they  have  judicial  duties  to  per- 
form ?  The  licensing  work  of  the  Council  is 
heavy  and  difficult ;  yet  they  are  bound 
to  accept  mere  assertion  in  cases  where 
magistrates  performing    similar    duties 
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had  the  power  of  taking  evidencse  upon 
oath,  and  of  siftijig  that  evidence.  It  is 
whispei-ed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
intends  bi  bring  in  a  general  Bill  deaUng 
with  all  the  County  Councils.  This  Bill 
duals  only  with  the  London  County 
Council,  who  strek  to  obtain  the  powers 
which  those  whom  they  hare  succeeded 
did  possess. 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE:  I  have  not  the 
slightest  intention  of  doing  anything  of 
the  kind. 

•Mb,  LAWSON:  Then  I  am  sorry 
thnt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not 
going  to  remove  some  of  the  anomalies 
of  the  Act  of  1888.  With  regard  to  the 
financial  propositions  c^tjutained  in  this 
Bill,  I  believe  they  have  been  adopted 
on  the  advice  of  Lord  Lingen^  who  for 
years  was  head  of  the  Treasury^  and  has 
had  immense ei|xtrience  inconnection  with 
hnancial  questions.  It  is  only  an  en- 
deavour to  clear  away  some  of  the  diffi- 
culties and  anomalies  which  have  been 
created  by  putting  London  on  all  fours 
¥nth  all  the  rest  of  the  counties.  I  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sii'  J,  Lub- 
bock) will,  in  any  case,  take  a  Division. 

•Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield 
Central)  :  I  rise  tii  express  a  hope  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Peckham  will  with- 
dritw  the  Amendment.  1  quite  feel 
with  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ineut  Board  that  there  are  some  clauses 
in  the  Bill,  to  whicli  exception  can  be 
justly  taken,  and  wliich  had  better  not 
have  been  incorporated,  but  they  may 
bo  considered  in  Comuiittee,  aud  im- 
proved or  expunged.  The  Bil!  is  one 
which  will  confer  benefit  in  some  quarters 
of  the  Metropolis,  aud  I  htipe  my  hon. 
Friend  will  not  consider  it  necessary  to 
pi'ess  the  Amendment  Uj  a  Division, 

•(3.40.)  Mr.  BARTLEY^  (Ishngton, 
N.) :  I  regret  that  the  Amendment 
should  have  been  introduced  in  a  some- 
what intemperate  manner,  because  the 
case  against  a  Bill  so  bad  will  not  be 
htreugt-hened  by  the  use  of  hard  woixis, 
I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Peck- 
ham  that  the  Bill  as  it  has  been  brought 
in  is  a  most  objectionable  one  in  various 
ways.  It  deals  with  half-a-dozen  things, 
some  of  which  1  agree  with,  but  it  deals 
also  with  other  large  Constitutional  ques- 
tions which  ought  to  be  dealt  with  by 
themselves  in  separate  Bills.  It  even  has 
a  httle  fling  at  constables,  for  I  see  that  the 
Council  wish  to  have  the  power  of  swearing 


in  its  own  servants  as  constables,  and  it 
proportea  also  to  deal  with  the  question  of  i 
military  drill — a  matter  which  certainly! 
might  have  been  left  alone.    Then,  agaiiir^ 
Clause  73,  wliieh  establishes  inquiries  as, 
to  water  supply  and  markets,  is  a  very  im-I 
porttmt  one,  and  it  authorises  an  expen-| 
diture  of  X5,000  in  such  inquiries,     Wu! 
know  that  is  the   beginning  of  a  scheme  j 
which  the  Council  have  at  heart.,  to  sup- 1 
ply  London  with  water  [Opposition  crt««| 
o/^'  Hear,  hear."]     Hon.  Members  on  the] 
other  side  of  the  House  always  cheer  al 
proposal  of  that   nature,    but  it  is  a  r^l 
markable  thing  that  some    10  years  ago] 
they  did  not  cheer  it  when  there   was  a  I 
practical  way  of  carrying  such  a  scheme  | 
into  effect  at  much  less  cost  than  is  now! 
ix>ssible.    What  I  say  is  tliat  this  question  | 
of  water  supply  ouglit  to  be  discusbod  pei^i 
se^  and  not  dealt  with  by  a  side  wind  in  a  [ 
Bill  of  this  sort.  Another  provision  of  tliei 
Bill     is    to  enable    the    Council    to    da 
anything     however     startling     without^ 
liaving    given    any   previous   notice   of 
their  intention  to  members  of  the  Council  j 
on    the    Agenda    Paper.       That    is 
power    whidi,   I    think,  the   ratepayeral 
ought  to   resist  to  the   utmost.     Then,{ 
again,    the    question    of    the  height  ofl 
buildings  in  London  is  a  very  important 
one.     1  believe  that  in  future  it  may  bel 
necessary  to  erect  buildings  in  IjondoaJ 
higher    than    in    the  past,    and  that  iti 
would  be  unwise  to  say  that  they  are  tal 
stop  at   70  feet.     Another  provision 
tliat  no  building  shall  be    erected  at 
less    distance'    than    20    feet   from  thai 
centre  of  the  roadway ;  and  the  rating 
chiuse     is    alsf>    most     niateniil.       The 
measure  also  raises  questions  as  to  the 
Thames    Conservancy    and    otlier  lai'gel 
question.s,  which  ought  to  he  ctaisidered 
as  a  whole  by  the  Government  of  the  day,! 
and    not    in    this   measure.     The    hon.f 
Member  for  St,  Pancras  (Mr.  Lawson) 
said  that  the  financial  arrangements  of 
the  Bill  have  been  under  the  charge  at 
Lord  Lingen.     No  doubt    Lord    Lingen 
is  an  excellent  financier,  but  I  would  noli 
trust    him    in    every    possible    way    iu 
dmfting  a  measure  of  this  kind,     I  do 
not    look   upon   him   as   an  immaculat 
financier ;  and  if  he  had  happened  to  ' 
a  Tory   instead  of  a  Radical,   I  do    no 
think  we  should  hear  much  of  his  prais 
from  the    other  side.     I  think  the  Bill 
ought  to  be  rejt»cted  iu  order  to  teacli 
the  London  County  Cottncil  the  letisoii^ 
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that  a  Private  Bill  should  deal  with  a 
specific  subject,  and  not  mix  up  a  large 
number  of  great  Constitutional  questions 
in  the  same  measure. 
*(4.0.)  Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  The  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  recommends  that  in  regard 
to  legislation  for  the  County  Council  of 
London,  we  should  adopt  a  course 
dissimilar  to  that  adopted  towards  other 
County  Councils  and  Municipalities. 
Is  the  hon.  Member  aware  that 
in  regard  to  Liverpool,  Manchester, 
Birmingham,  Leeds,  and  other  large 
provincial  towns,  omnibus  Bills  have 
been  brought  in  in  order  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  great  Munici- 
palities from  time  to  time  upon  a 
vast  variety  of  questions  which,  from 
want  of  time,  and  sometimes  owing  to  the 
expense  involved,  would  not  be  dealt 
with  at  all  if  it  were  necessary  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  each  year  dealing  with  each 
separate  matter?  I  am  gkd  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  somewhat  repudiated  the  extreme 
language  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Peckham  with  reference  to  the  Council. 
I  think  it  very  unwise  for  the  House  to 
assume  an  attitude  of  antagonism 
towards  a  body  which  is  representative  of 
the  great  City  of  London.  I  think  the 
House  ought  rather  to  raise  the  dignity 
and  increase  the  power  and  enlarge  the 
eflficiency  of  the  County  Council.  There 
has  been  no  greater  public  service  which 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  has  ever  rendered  to  the 
country  than  in  raising  the  whole  tone  of 
municipal  life  in  that  town,  and  I  now 
ask  the  Government  to  treat  the  London 
County  Council  in  precisely  the  same 
way  as  they  have  treated  Birming- 
ham, Manchester,  Liverpool,  and  Leeds. 
Eight  years  ago  we  consolidated  the  law 
relating  to  municipal  Corporations.  1 
was  a  young  Member  of  the  House  at 
the  time,  and  I  ventured  to  suggest  that 
amendment  should  take  place  co- 
temporaneously  with  consolidation.  I  was 
told  then  that  it  was  unwise  ever  to 
attempt  to  combine  amendment  with 
consolidation.  It  was  admitted  that  our 
Municipal  Law  was  antiquated  and  un- 
workable, and  that  it  ought  to  be  altered. 
We  were  promised  a  measure  of  Reform, 
but,  although  we  have  now  reached  the 
year  1890,  that  measure  has  not  yet  come. 
Scores  of  Bills  have  been  brought  in  by 


municipalities,  each  instituting  a  separate 
Code,  and  they  have  all,  according  to  the 
practice  of  the  House,  been  referred  to  a 
Special  Committee.  I  maintain  that  there 
has  been  an  admission  that  the  general 
law  requires  to  be  altered  in  a  great 
variety  of  instances  in  order  that  we 
may  carry  on  the  work  of  our  municipal 
life.  I  can  quite  understand  the  position 
taken  by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  There  is  a  clear  and 
divided  line  between  administrative 
matters  and  questions  affecting  great 
changes  in  the  principle  of  the  general 
law.  In  some  of  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  I  fully  agree,  especially 
when  he  said  that  there  are  further 
changes  in  the  Municipal  Law  which 
ought  to  be  carried  out  by  general  legisla- 
tion. In  regard  to  the  financial  question 
I  think  the  mode  in  which  the  Local 
Government  Board  proposes  to  meet  it  is 
fair  and  just  on  the  whole.  I  was  sorry 
to  hear  the  hon.  Member  for  Islington 
(Mr.  Bartley)  speak  disrespectfully  of 
Lord  Lingen. 

♦Mr.  BARTLEY :  I  did  not  speak  dis- 
respectfully of  Lord  Lingen.  I  said  1 
knew  him  t/oo  well  to  accept  him  as  a 
financial  authority. 

♦Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  Lord  Lingen's  authority 
ought  not  to  be  accepted  in  all  parts  of 
the  House. 

♦Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Certainly  not. 

♦Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  I  regard  Lord 
Lingen  as  a  high  financial  authority,  and 
anything  that  has  received  his  approval 
is  certainly  worthy  of  consideration.  To 
reject  the  Bill  before  the  House  would  be 
to  treat  London  very  unjustly,  and  as  we 
have  never  treatedany  other  municipality. 
The  Bill  should  be  read  a  second  time 
and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  and 
disputed  points,  if  any  remained,  might 
be  discussed  afterwards  on  the  Third 
Reading. 

(4.10.)  Mr.  BRISTOWB  (Lambeth, 
Norwood)  :  I  only  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
joining  in  the  appeal  which  has  been 
made  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Peckham  not  to  press  the  Amendment. 
I  believe  that  most  of  the  difficulties 
which  have  been  referred  to  in  connec- 
tion with  this  Bill  can  be  dealt  with  in 
Committee,  audi  am  sure  that  neither  he 
nor  any  other  Member  on  this  side  of  the 
House  would  like  to  create  such  an 
irreparable  amount  of  mischief  as  would 
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be     brought    about    by    defeating    the 
measure. 

*Mr.  BAUMANN  :  I  made  the  Motion 
for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  on  account  of 
the  provoking  manner  in  which  my  very 
mild  remarks  were  received  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  As  the  Bill  is  proposed 
to  be  emasctflated  by  the  Motion  of  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
I  believe  that  it  will  be  rendered  much 
less  objectionable,  and,  therefore,  if  the 
House  will  allow  me,  I  will  withdraw 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  Second  time,  and  committed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  omit  Clauses  55,  56,  57,  58, 
and  75  from  the  Bill."— (J/r.  Ritchie), 

(4.12.)  Mr.  COURTNEY  (Corn- 
wall, Bodmin)  :  I  cannot  go  entirely 
with  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  when  he  proposes 
the  removal  of  all  these  clauses  from 
the  measure.  I  agree  with  him  in  re- 
gard to  some  of  them,  bat  not  with 
regard  to  all.  Clause  55,  which  would 
empower  the  County  Council  to  ad- 
minister oaths  should,  I  think,  be  struck 
out,  for  it  would  introduce  a  variation 
from  the  general  law,  and  a  change  of 
that  kind  ought  to  bo  reserved  for  intro- 
duction in  a  Public  Bill.  It  would  place 
the  London  County  Council  in  the 
anomalous  position  of  undertaking  what 
are  really  judicial  functions,  and  the  same 
thing  would  apply  to  all  County  Councils 
which  possess  licensing  powers.  I  there- 
fore agree  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
that  Clause  55  should  be  struck  out  of 
the  Bill,  I  am  further  of  opinion  that 
Clause  61  should  be  omitted  from  the 
measure.  It  proposes  to  exempt  County 
Councillors  from  the  jury  service,  and  is 
a  clause  which  would  more  fitly  find  a 
place  in  a  Public  Bill.  As  to  Clauss  75,. 
I  understand  that  the  Council  have  con- 
sented to  omit  it,  and  tlieri'fore  I  will  say 
nothing  further  about  it.  But  I  think 
that  Clauses  56,  57,  and  58  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  go  before  the  Committee  for 
consideration.  One  of  these  clauses  deals 
with  the  question  of  the  length  of  the 
notice  that  should  be  given  of  the  agenda. 
1  laving  regard  to  the  frequent  meetings 
of  the  London  Council  it  is  imposing  upon 
Jfr,  Bristoiue 


that  body  an  onerous  obligation  to  require 
that  three  days'  notice  of  the  agenda 
should  be  given.  In  the  House  of  Com- 
mons only  24  hours'  notice  is  required, 
and  in  a  city  like  London  the  proceedings 
of  any  public  body  are  always  watched 
with  vigilance  by  the  Press  and  by  the 
electors.  I  therefore  think  that  there  is 
a  case  for  allowing  the  Council  to  go 
i)ef  ore  a  Select  Committee  and  make  out 
a  case  for  exemption.  The  same  remark 
will  apply  to  the  clause  providing  for  a 
petty  cash  fund,  for  it  is  impossible  to 
conceive  that  the  County  Council  can  go 
on  without  a  petty  cash  fund,  out  of 
which  to  make  payments,  to  be  ratified 
at  subsequent  meetings.  .  The  language 
of  the  clause  is,  perhaps,  too  wide,  but 
that  is  a  matter  that  could  very  fairly  be 
considered  by  a  Committee  upstairs. 
The  clause  relating  to  the  question  of 
urgency  also  appears  to  me  to  be  worthy 
of  consideration.  I  therefore  move  to 
omit  from  the  Motion  of  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  Clauses 
56,  57,  and  $8,  and  to  insert  in  it  Clause 
61. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  numbers  "  56,  57,  58."— (ifr.  CourU 
ney.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  num- 
bers *56,  57,  58'  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE  :  The  clause  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  insert 
is  really  more  an  application  of  the 
existing  law  than  an  alteration  of  the 
law.  By  the  Jury  Act  members  of 
Town  Councils  are  exempt  from  service 
on  a  jury.  It  cannot  be  maintained  that 
the  work  of  a  London  Councillor  is  less 
arduous  than  that  of  a  member  of  an 
ordinary  Town  Council.  In  London  the 
meetings  of  the  Council  are  more  frequent 
than  those  of  a  Town  Council ;  in  fact> 
there  are  meetings  almost  every  day. 
Clause  56  deals  with  the  finances  of  the 
Council.  I  have  already  stated  that  I 
shall  be  quite  prepared  to  consider  the 
question  of  finance  when  the  Gx)vem- 
ment  introduce  their  Bill  dealing  with 
the  whole  question.  But  I  could  not 
recommend  the  House  to  assent  to  such 
extraordinary  propositions  as  are  con- 
tained in  the  financial  clauses  of  this  Bill. 
Tlie  subject  is  one  which  might  be  dealt 
with  in  the  London  Financial  Bill. 
I  understand  the  right  hon.  Gtotleman 
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who  moved  the  Second  Reading  to  say 
that  the  course  which  I  have  shadowed 
out  is  not  unacceptable  to  the  London 
Council.  I  am  not  in  agreement  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  on  the  question  of 
notice.  I  do  not  think  the  24  hours* 
notice  in  this  House  afFords  a  parallel  to 
the  County  Council,  as  we  meet  every 
day  in  the  House.  But  1  admit  that  the 
question  requires  consideration.  It 
would,  however,  best  be  dealt  with  in  a 
Bill  affecting  not  London  only,  but  all 
the  large  Corporations  in  the  country. 
On  these  grounds  I  feel  that  I  must 
adhere  to  the  Amendment  which  I  have 
proposed. 

•Sib  J.  LUBBOCK :  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  promised  that  he  will 
himself  bring  forward  a  measure 
to  carry  out  our  suggestions  with 
reference  to  Clause  56,  I  would  sug- 
gest that  Clauses  57  and  58  should  be 
omitted  and  56  retained.  The  Council 
pay  a  great  deal  of  money  in  wages,  and 
it  is  necessary  that  some  clause  of  this 
kind  should  be  inserted  in  order  to 
enable  us  to  carry  on  the  business,  and 
*  prevent  those  whom  we  employ  from 
suffering  during  a  period  of  holiday.  The 
Chairman  of  Committees  has  given  good 
reasons  why  Clauses  57  and  58  should  go 
to  a  Committee  upstairs.  I  hope  my 
right  hon.  Friend  opposite  will  accept 
this  compromise. 

*(4.23.)  Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark, 
W.) :  After  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  J.  Lubbock),  I  hope  the 
House  will  agree  to  the  suggestion  I 
have  to  make,  namely,  that  the  Bill 
should  be  allowed  to  go  to  the  Committee 
upstairs  without  any  alteration  at  all. 
To  discuss  the  clauses  here  is  a  most 
inconvenient  course,  and  the  three  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  addressed  the 
House  have  all  taken  different  views  of 
the  subject.  If  we  are  to  discuss  the 
details  of  the  Bill  here,  I  do  not  see  why 
we  should  not  take  the  same  course  in 
regard  to  all  other  Private  Bills.  I  trust 
that  both  the  Motion  and  the  Amend- 
ment will  be  withdrawn. 

*(4.25.)  Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I  hope  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  will  not  give  way.  I  fully  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
spoken  that  the  diflficulty  has  been 
brought  about  by  the  way  the  Bill  has 
.  been  brought  in. 


*Mb.  CAUSTON :  I  did  not  say  so. 

*Mb.  BARTLEY :  There  are  a  number 
of  questions  raised  in  the  Bill  which 
ought  not  to  be  in  it.  It  is  called  an 
Omnibus  Bill,  but  that  title  ought  not 
to  be  applied  to  a  measure  which  raises 
a  number  of  difficult  principles  of  great 
Constitutional  importance,  and  does  not 
merely  deal  with  questions  of  detail. 

(4.27.)  Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St. 
Pancras,  E.)  :  I  have  no  desire  to  say  a 
word  against  the  London  County  Coun- 
cil. No  one  knows  better  than  I  do  the 
difficult  and  arduous  task  they  have  to 
perform  ;  but  at  the  same  .time  I  agree 
with  what  has  fallen  from  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  that 
principles  of  this  kind  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  by  a  public  rather  than  by  a  pri- 
vate Bill.  It  would  almost  appear  that 
the  Council  have  put  in  these  clauses  at 
the  suggestion  of  different  members  of 
their  own  body,  and  have  made  a  sort  of 
olla  podrida  of  the  Bill,  instead  of 
waiting  until  these  important  questions 
affecting  the  general  law  should  be  dealt 
with  in  a  public  measure. 

(4.30.)  The  House  divided :— Ayes 
167  ;  Noes  137.— (Div.  List,  No.  30.) 

(4.40.)    Main  Question  pu  t . 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  185 ;  Noes 
133.— (Div.  List,  No.  31.) 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to 
the  Committee  to  omit  Clauses  55,  56, 
57,  58,  and  75  from  the  Bill. 

LONDON  STREET  (STRAND  IMPROVE- 
MENT)  Blh\..— {By  Order,) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
•(4.50.)  Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London 
University)  :  Tlie  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
enable  the  London  County  Council  to 
widen  the  Strand  between  the  Churches 
of  St.  Mary-le-Strand  and  St.  Clement 
Danes.  It  will  be  generally  admitted  that 
this  would  be  a  great  improvement,  and 
I  need  not  occupy  the  time  of  the  House 
by  dwelling  on  this  point.  The  Second 
Reading  has,  however,  been  objected 
to  on  account  of  the  28th  clause,  which  is 
known  as  the  "  betterment ''  clause,  and 
the  objection  is  based  on  two  grounds. 
First,  that  such  a  proposal  ought  to  be 
made  in  a  Private  Bill ;  and,  secondly, 
that  it  is  unjustifiable  in  itself.  As 
regards  the  first   point,   I  wotild  ol;^I^ 
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obeerre  that  there  are  many  precedentB 
for  such  a  cour^ie.  The  Infectious 
Diseases  Notification  Act  of  last  year  was 
founded  on  clanses  originaUy  inserted  in 
a  Private  Bill  affecting  a  .single  borough. 
The  same  might  be  said  with  i*eference  to 
many  of  the  pro\n  sio  ns  of  th  e  Lan  d  s  C  lau  se  s 
Consolidation  Act,  and  there  are  nmny 
instances  in  which  proTisions  introduced 
in  the  first  place  in  Private  Bills,  and 
only  affecting  a  particular  district  have 
been  found  to  work  well,  and  have  after- 
wards  l>een  extended  to  the  whole 
country  with  gi'eafe  advantage.  The  most 
formidable  objection,  however,  is  the 
fteoond.  We  are  told  that  the  principle 
of  betterment  is  wrongs  unjust,  and 
impracticable.  Now,  let  the  House  for  a 
moment  contrast  it  with  the  old  system. 
Under  previous  Bills,  local  improvements 
have  been  paid  for,  half  by  the  Metro- 
politan Board  and  half  by  the  district. 
The  result  was  that  those  in  the  Int^ality 
had  to  pay  both  the  general  rate  and  also 
the  special  local  rate,  although  not  in  any 
way  benefited  by  the  improvement.  In 
the  present  case  the  Strand  district  com- 
prises an  outlying  area  si  round  Solio 
Square  at  some  distance  from  the  Strand. 
The  ratepayers  there  would,  over 
and  above  their  contribution  to  the 
general  Metropolitan  rate,  be  again 
rated  to  carry  out  an  improvement  in 
which  they  are  not  specially  interested, 
and  by  whicli  they  would  not  be  benefited 
more  than  many  other  districts  which 
would  not  have  so  to  contribute.  Tlie 
London  County  Council  propose,  on  tlie 
contrary,  that  those  only  shall  be  called 
on  for  any  special  contribution  who 
are  benefited,  and  only  in  the  pro- 
portion in  which  they  are  benefited. 
Surely  the  plan  in  the  present  Bill  is 
fairer  and  juster  than  the  old  one. 
The  Royal  Commission  on  the  Housing  of 
the  Working  Classes  have  an  important 
paragraph  in  their  Report  bearing  upon 
this  question.  They  say  the  principle 
which  is  known  by  the  name  of  "  better- 
ment ' ' 

'Ms  the  principle  that  rates  should  he 
levied  in  ft  higher  measurp  upon  tht*  property 
which  derives  a  dwtinct  and  direct  advanriige 
from  ao  iuiprovetnetib,  iustc^'id  of  upoQ  tbu  com* 
muDity  genenilly,  who  have  ouly  the  advantuj^e 
of  the  g6Qei>al  amelioratioQ  in  the  health  of  the 
didlriot.  Araericao  legislation  has  adopted  the 
priDciple  that  where  publio  improvemeuts  are 
ejected  by  tho  Local  Authority  they  ought  to 
be  ablfi  lo  briug,  in  aid  of  tho  cost  of  tie  im- 
proveraent,  any  addilional  value  coaf erred  on 
Sit'  J,  1.1  Mock 


the  adjoining  property  by  reason  of  the  im- 
provement." 

We  have  evidence  on   this  point  given  1 
liafore   the   Commission,  amongst   others  I 
by  Mr.  Forwood,  ex-May nr  of  Liverpool,  I 
and  now  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  wJio 
says,  sijeaki ng of  the  *'  bettennent " system, 
that  it  "  works  admirably  in  America/' 
I    may  also  quote  the  authority  of  Sir  I 
Hugh  Owen,  Permanent  Secretary  to  the 
Local    Government     Board,       He    waal 
asked   "Do   yon  approve  of   that  prin- 
ciple ? "     His  answer  is    "  Yes  ;  I  think  ] 
it  is  qnite  equitable."     So  we  have  some  i 
of  the  highest  antliorlties  in  the  country  | 
approving  of  the  principle,  which  is  found 
to  work  well  in  America.     The  principle 
is  by  no  means  novel  as  applied  to  London  ' 
impi*<:ivoment8,for,as  Mr.  Vicairy  Giblishas 
pointed  out   in   the    Time.%    we    find    it  ^ 
recognised   in    improvements    made    in  i 
King  Street  in  the  City  as  far  back  as  ] 
the   time  of  Charles  IL     The  Commis- 
sioners on  the  Housing  of  the  Working  I 
Classes  say,  moreover— 

**  ITie  principle  haa,  t*»  a  small  extent,  hetm  ' 
adopted     in     the     Acts     of      1879      and    of 
1882." 

Thus,  I  submit,  it  is  sho^^  that  the  prin-l 
ciple  is  not  altogether  new  to  thia  f 
country,  and  has  been  found  to  work  J 
well.  I  will  gt)  further,  and  say  that! 
some  such  action  had  bc^en  almoet  forced 
upon  the  London  County  Council  by  a  j 
recent  decision  in  the  House  of  Jjords* 
Not  long  ago  the  Boaixi  of  Works  built  a 
new  bridge  at  Putney,  a  short  distance  , 
higher  up  the  ri%^er  than  the  old  bridge,  j 
and  a  publican  who  hiid  a  house  in  thBi 
main  road  letiding  to  the  old  bridge,  but! 
which  ceiised  to  be  the  rood  to  the  bridge,! 
claimed  and  obtained  from  a  jury^  XI, 031  [ 
as  conipensiition^  solely  on  the  ground  of  I 
diversion  of  traffic.  In  giving  judgment  J 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  Lord  HerschellJ 
stated^ 

*'The  only  queistion   that    the    Houbg  hud 
jnriBdiction  in  that  purticuUr  case  to  enterbuti 
wa»   whether   theri^   waa   jurifldiction    in   the 
Sheriff  and  jury  to  entertain  the  claim  to  CQm- 
pensation  aiid  to  Hward  »otne  damagea  in  respei^t  J 
of  it.     If  there  wore  such  jurisiliotion»  and  i£| 
any  evidence  was  before  the  jury  to  w«rituii* 
any  damagei,  then  in  such  an  action  aa  that 
the  plaintiff  must  recover,  however  exoefi«iva 
the  amount  of  iamages,  however  erroneous  tha  f 
law  luid  down  to  the  jury,  however  wrong  ther] 
principle  which  they  adopted." 

Tliis^  then,  being  by  the  highest  authority 
declared  to  be  the  law,  if  any  metro- 
politan improvements  arc  to  Ix^   miide, 
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and  if  the  London  County  Council  are 
to  be  liable  should  the  change  lower  the 
value  of  property,  and  yet  are  to  derive 
no  advantage  when  they  raise  it,  the 
prospects  for  the  rate-payers  are  very 
gloomy.  The  House  of  Lords  has  intro- 
duced the  principle  of  "  worsement,'*  and 
"  betterment  "  is  surely  the  necessary  cor- 
relative. If  we  are  to  pay  when  a  property 
is  damaged,  and  to  have  no  claim  when 
another  is  bettered,  metropolitan  improve- 
ments are  rendered  almost  impossible. 
I  quite  admit  that  the  question  is  sur- 
rounded with  great  difficulties,  but  I  do 
not  think  it  is  right  for  me  now  to  go  into 
these  at  length.  J  have  confined  myself 
to  showing  very  shortly  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  London  County  Council 
have  introduced  the  "  betterment "  prin- 
ciple into  this  Bill.  I  do  not  now  ask  the 
House  to  assent  to  any  of  the  details, 
nor  finally  even  to  adopt  the  principle. 
I  have  attempted  to  show  that  it  has  not 
been  adopted  lightly  or  without  con- 
sideration by  the  London  County  Council, 
and  if  the  House  will  assent  to  the  second 
reading  we  are  quite  willing  that  the 
Bill  should  then  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  and  after  that  Committee 
has  dealt  with  it  the  Bill  will  receive 
the  final  judgment  of  the  House.  The 
House  will  remember  that  the  Commit- 
tee of  this  House  which  sat  m  1866  re- 
ported that  the  present  incidence  of  the 
charge  for  permanent  improvements  was 
far  from  satisfactory.  Yet  nothing  has 
been  done  to  remedy  this  state  of  things. 
The  subject  is,  no  doubt,  one  of  great 
difficulty.  I  do  not  say  that  the  clauses 
may  not  be  susceptible  of  improvement, 
but  the  present  Bill  is  an  honest  endea- 
vour to  introduce  a  better  and  juster 
system,  and  I  beg  respectfully  to  com- 
mend it  to  the  favourable  consideration 
of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

(4.58.)  Mr.  AMBROSE  (Middlesex, 
Harrow)  :  Although  I  have  given  notice 
to  move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  and 
am  still  strongly  opposed  to  the  principle 
contained  in  it,  it  is  right  that  I 
should  say  it  is  not  my  intention  to  move 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  I  have  not> 
however,  changed  my  opinion  j  I  take 
this  course  because  it  occurs  to 
me,    as     it     has     occurred    to    others 


to  ,whom  I  have  mentioned  the 
subject,  that  this  would  not  be  the 
right  time  to  insist  upon  our  objection. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  is  commendable 
in  itself.  It  is  for  the  improvement  of 
the  Strand,  and  I  think  most  of  us  will 
agree  that  that  is  highly  desirable.  But 
taking  into  consideration  that  it  is  a 
Private  Bill,  asking  for  exceptional  legis- 
lation upon  exceptional  grounds,  I 
cannot  but  see  that  the  House  before 
dealing  with  it  should  have  befoi^e  it 
evidence  of  the  exceptional  grounds 
upon  which  this  exceptional  legislation 
is  asked  for.  Therefore  I  think  it  is 
better  to  let  the  Bill  go  before  a  Com- 
mittee to  be  thoroughly  inquired  into, 
and  when  it  comes  back  to  us  we  can 
discuss  it  and  deal  with  it  on  its  merits. 
True,  we  might  deal  with  the  clauses  to 
which  objection  is  taken  by  instruction 
to  the  Committee  to  eliminate  such 
clauses,  but  I  think  it  is  better  to  submit 
them  to  inquiry.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
who  has  moved  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill  has  passed  without  challenge  some 
of  the  points  which  are  open  to  grievous 
objection.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  has  said 
it  is  only  right  that  property  im- 
proved at  the  expense  of  the  com- 
munity should  be  paid  for  in  propor- 
tion to  the  expense  to  the  community ; 
but  he  seems  to  forget  that  the  improve- 
ment of  a  property  has  always  been,  so 
to  speak,  one  of  the  assets  of  the  pro- 
perty, and  is  so  considered  by  every 
purchaser.  Just  as  a  property  may  be 
injured  by  the  erection  of  shops  or 
manufacturing  works,  so,  on  the  other 
hand,  we  take  into  consideration  the  fact 
that  property  may  be  required  for  the 
widening  and  improvement  of  the  streets, 
by  which  the  adjacent  property  may  be 
materially  enhanced  in  value".  All  these 
considerations  are  invariably  taken  into 
account  in  the  pale  and  purchase  of 
property.  Speaking  from  my  own  ex- 
perience in  matters  of  compensation, 
there  appear  to  be  two  points  which  are 
generally  put  forward  by  valuers  by  way 
of  increasing  the  value  of  the  property. 
First  of  all  they  take  the  present  value 
of  the  land  and  buildings,  as  ascertain- 
able by  the  market  rates  at  the  present 
moment,  and  this  being  done,  they 
proceed  to  add  an  item  which  they 
describe  as  the  prospective  value  ;  and 
I  have  known  cases  in  which  this  item 
of   value  has   been  dealt   with  by  the 
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valuers  on  both  sides  and  by  the  arbi- 
trator on  the  allegation  of  excessive 
charge.  After  all,  the  prospective  value 
of  a  property  is  only  a  part  of  the 
present  value,  in  the  same  way  as  the 
liability  to  injury  by  new  works  forms  a 
necessary  consideration.  I  trust,  there- 
fore, that  I  shall  not  be  misunderstood 
in  the  course  I  am  taking  when  I  say 
that  having,  in  concert  with  other  Mem- 
bers, given  notice  that  I  should  move 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  I  do  not  intend 
to  persist  in  that  course  at  the  present 
stage.  This  is  not  because  we  do  not 
intend  to  oppose  the  measure,  but 
because  we  are  not  unwilling  to  have 
the  Bill  read  a  second  time,  in  order 
that  there  may  be  a  thorough  inquiry 
into  the  facts,  and  that  a  Vote  given  in 
favour  of  the  Second  Reading  may  not 
be  misconstrued  and  used  in  Committee 
as  a  general  approval  of  the  measure. 
We  thank  it  better  to  fight  the  Bill  on 
the  facts  being  ascertained  than  to  con- 
test it  on  an  abstract  question.  Under 
these  circumstances  I  shall  not  move  the 
rejection  of  the  measure. 

(5.5.)  Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  :  I 
quite  agree  with  those  who  think  that 
in  fche  main  this  Bill  is  a  good  Bill — 
that  is  to  say,  I  think  it  desirable  that 
sooner  or  later  the  portion  of  the  Strand 
to  which  it  relates  must  be  altered  and 
improved,  but  the  clause  to  which  I 
object  most  strongly,  and  which  I  intend 
to  ask  permission  to  move  an  Instruction, 
in  order  that  the  Committee  may 
strike  it  out  of  the  Bill,  is  Clause  28. 
That  clause  deals,  as  has  been  pointed 
out  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(Sir  John  Lubbock),  with  the  prin- 
ciple described  as  betterment.  The  hon. 
Baronet  and  others  who  support  the 
Bill  seem  to  think  that  in  no  sliape  or 
form  can  the  London  County  Council 
injure  property  with  which  it  may  deal. 
They  seem  to  believe  that  whatever  they 
do  in  any  part  of  London  must  be  for 
the  good  of  the  district.  But  I  will  put 
this  case.  Suppose  a  man  had  property 
both  on  the  south  and  the  north  sides 
of  the  Strand,  near  where  a  road  is  run 
which  causes  a  diversion  of  the  traffic,  he 
may  lose  j£20  a  year  in  rental  on  the  one 
side,  while,  on  the  otlier,  he  might  have 
to  pay  on  the  principle  of  betterment  a 
similar  sum  back  to  the  ratepayers  on 
account  of  improvements  effected  on  fche 
other  side.  The  Bill  also  provides  that 
J//',  Ambrose  » 


the  value  of  the  property  taken  is  not  to 
be  assessed  by  a  jury,  as  in  all  other  cases, 
but  by  an  arbitrator,  and  in  one  of  the 
sub-sections  the  County  Council  reserve 
the  right  of  re-considering  the  decisions 
of  the  arbitrator,  while  the  individual 
whose  property  is  taken  is  to  have  no 
such  power.  Moreover,  the  clause 
decides  for  all  time  what  is  to  be  the 
value  of  the  property  on  the  betterment 
principle.  But  is  it  not  in  the  know- 
ledge of  the  House  that  property  in 
London  frequently  is  seriously  diminished 
in  value  by  its  desertion  as  a  fashionable 
quarter.  Supposing  that  100  years  ago  a 
street  was  made  by  some  local  body 
near  some  fashionable  square  and  had 
improved  the  value  of  the  property,  and 
that  that  quarter  had  since  ceased  to  be 
fashionable,  the  present  owners,  taking 
into  consideration  the  then  value  of  the 
property,  would  really  have  been 
mulcted  of  a  heavy  amount,  for  which 
they  would  receive  no  consideration. 
This  Bill,  in  my  opinion,  affords  a 
proof  that  the  County  Council  are  a 
body  of  gentlemen  who,  having  appa- 
rently some  ideas  respecting  political 
matters,  are  determined  to  put  them 
forward  in  a  manner  injurious  to  the 
interests  of  the  ratepayers.  I  would, 
therefore,  move  that  this  Clause  28 

*Mb.  speaker  :'  I  would  point  out 
that  the  hon.  Member  cannot  move  an 
Instruction  without  notice. 

*Mb.  R.  a.  WEBSTER:  Very  well; 
I  shall  reserve  to  myself  the  right  on 
the  Report  stage  to  move  that  Clause 
28  be  struck  out  if  it  still  remains  in  the 
Bill  after  coming  from  the  Committee. 

(5.10.)  Mr.  CREMER  (Haggerston)  : 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Harrow  Divison 
of  Middlesex  (Mr.  Ambrose)  has  con- 
tended that  there  should  be  exceptional 
reasons  for  exceptional  legislation.  I  fully 
admit  that  centention,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  difficult  to  prove  that  in  this 
case  there  are  exceptional  reasons  for  the 
exceptional  legislation  proposed.  I  would, 
therefore,  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  what  I  conceive  to  be 
the  best  illustration  afforded  us  of 
the  necessity  for  the  principle  of  better- 
ment, which  has  hitherto  come  under  my 
notice.  Not  many  years  ago  that  portion 
of  London  which  runs  along  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  Thames  Embankment, 
was  a  filthy  reeking  mudbank,  and  the 
property  abutting  upon  it  was,  comparar 
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tively   speaking,    valueless,   so  that  on 
account  of  its  unhealthiness  few  people 
cared  to  live  in  its  neighbourhood.     This 
Embankment    was   constructed   by   the 
ratepayers,   at   a    cost,    if    I   remember 
rightly,  of  nearly  a   million  of   money; 
that  money  was  of  course  found  by  the 
Metropolitan   ratepayers.      Now,  if  any 
hon.  Member  will  walk  from  this  Hoube 
by  Charing  Cross,  the  Strand,  and  Fleet 
Street  to  Bridge  Street,  Blackfriars,  he 
will  notice  the  effect  the  Embankment 
has  had  in  improving  tho  property  in  its 
neighbourhood.     I  can  assert,  from  my 
own  personal  knowledge,  having  had  an 
office  within  that  area  for  17  years,  that 
the  rental  value  of  the  property  comprised 
in  that   district   has   been  increased  by 
from  25  to   as   much   as    60   per   cent, 
solely    in    consequence   of   the   Thames 
Embinkment.   This  fact  alone  is,  I  think, 
sufficient  to  prove  that  there  are  excep- 
tional reasons  for  the  exceptional  prin- 
ciple contained  in  this  Bill,   because  if 
the  County  Council  had  been  in  existence 
when  the  Embankment  was  made,  and 
this  principle  had  been  acted  upon,  the 
result  would  have  been  that  the  unearned 
increment  which  has  taken  place  during 
the  period  I  have  refered  to  would  have 
been  taken  into  account,  and  the   debt 
which  has  hung  so   heavily  round   the 
necks  of  the  Metropolitan  ratepayers  in 
consequence  of  the  construction  of  the 
Embankment     would    at    this   moment 
have  been  very  nearly   wiped   out.      I 
have    never    been    able   to   understand 
why   the    landlords   or  the  leaseholders 
should  be  permitted  to  derive  so  enor- 
mous an  advantage  from  the  construction 
of  that   Embankment.     That  advantage 
really  belongs  to  the  Metropolis,  and  some 
authority    in   the   Metropolis    ouglit   to 
have  seen  that  it  was  appropriated  for 
the  benefit  of  the  entire  ratepaying  com- 
munity,  so   as   to    have    enabled  us  to 
discharge  our  obligations.     This   fact,  I 
think,  is  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  state- 
ments  of    the    hon.    Member    for    the 
Harrow  Division.     My  own   rental  has 
been  about  doubled  during  the  period  I 
have  referred  to,  and  I  am  satisfied  from 
my  acquaintance  with    what    were    the 
rents   some   25    years   ago   that   nearly 
every  owner  of  property  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the   Thames  Embankment 
has    had    the    value    of    his    property 
almost  doubled  in  consequence  of  that 
improvement. 


*(5.15.)  Mr.  RITCHIE  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  will  explain  in  a  word  or  two  the 
course  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
recommend  the  House  of  Commons  to 
adopt.  But  before  I  say  those  few  words 
may  I  be  permitted  to  refer  to  the  dis- 
cussion which  took  place  on  the  last  Bill? 
I  used  some  words  with  reference  to 
some  of  the  provisions  objected  to,  which 
seemed  rather  hard  upon  the  County 
Council.  I  said  I  thous^ht  the  statement 
which  had  been  made  was  a  monstrous 
myth.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  one  word  in 
disrespect  of  the  Couniy  Council  or  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  John 
Lubbock).  I  did  not  know  the  statement 
emanated  from  the  County  Council.  I 
withdraw  the  words  I  used,  and  say  the 
statement  in  the  Paper  is  incorrect. 
With  reference  to  the  Bill  before  the 
House  the  Government  recommend  the 
House  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a 
second  time  and  refer  it  to  a  Hybrid 
Committee.  The  principle  involved  is, 
no  doubt,  of  very  great  importance,  but 
it  is  one  not  unknown  to  the  law  at  the 
present  time,  although  only  to  a  very 
limited  extent.  The  cost  of  removing  ob^ 
structive  dwellings  may  be  placed  either 
partially  or  entirely  on  the  remaining 
houses  in  the  particular  areas 
which  are  benefited  by  the  removal  of 
the  obstructive  dwellings.  That  is  a 
betterment  that  does  not  apply  to  the 
whole  of  a  town  like  London,  or  even  of 
a  locality.  However,  so  far  as  it  goes, 
the  principle  of  this  Bill  is  recognised, 
although  the  Government  consider  that  a 
sound  principle  may  be  so  applied  as  to 
become  oppressive  and  unjust.  While 
not  prepared  to  express  approval  of  this 
Bill,  they  think  it  is  advisable  that  the 
proposal  should  be  examined  and  inquired 
into  by  a  Select  Committee,  and,  there- 
fore, we  propose  to  recommend  the  House 
to  give  assent  to  the  Second  Reading,  and 
allow  the  Bill  to  go  to  a  Hybrid  Com- 
mittee, so  that  the  whole  matter  may  be 
thoroughly  threshed  out  and  closely  in- 
quired into. 

*(5.18.)  Mr.  C.  J.  DARLING  (Dept- 
ford)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  not  have 
troubled  the  House  if  my  hon.  Friend, 
who  has  a  notice  of  Motion  on  the 
Paper  for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill, 
had  not  taken  the  opportunity  of  putting 
before  the  London  constituencies  the 
statement  that  he  acted  in  this 
matter  with  the  approval  of  a  consider- 
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ablf*  immber  of  the  Metropolitan  Mem* 
bers.  If  he  bad  gone  to  a  Division,  my 
vote  would  have  eutiiced  to  show  my 
view.  One  reason  why  I  pirticularly 
approve  of  this  Bill  is  Clause  28.  The 
Uw  allows  persons  to  be  compensated  out 
of  the  public  funds  if  their  property  is 
damaged  by  improvementi^.  And  it  is 
only  fair,  if  property  is  increased  in 
value  by  improvements,  that  they 
should  be  paid  for  by  the  owners,  and  not 
entirely  by  other  persons.  And  this 
clause  provides  that  whatever  improve- 
ment may  be  made,  the  burden  that  can 
I )e  laid  on  the  property  shall  never,  in 
any  event,  exceed  half  of  the  capitalised 
value  of  the  improvement.  Though 
there  may  be  faults  in  Clause  28—1  have 
no  doubt  there  are — the  Committee  will 
pat  them  right.  The  principle  of  the  clause 
is  perfectly  justifiable,  and  I  will  even  go 
80  far  as  to  say  that  it  is  moderate.  If  it 
had  been  a  question  of  piissing  the  Bill 
without  that  clause^  I  really  do  not  know 
that  I  should  have  thought  of  doing  it. 
I  am  not  particularly  in  favuur  of  what 
are  called  improvements  of  the  Metro- 
polis/ These  improvements,  for  the  sake 
of  making  wide  thoroughfares,  have 
swept  from  the  centre  of  London  houses 
where  working  p^^ople  might  dwell  near 
their  work,  until  the  wonder  has  be- 
come, how  on  earth  you  are  to  house 
the  poorer  people  of  London.  It  is  this 
pulling  down  of  houses  to  brtni^len  streets 
which  has  led  to  many  of  the  difficulties 
which   harass  the  working  classes. 

(5/23.)  Rarl  COMPTON  (Barnsley)  : 
Sir,  it  is  the  object  of  the  London  County 
Council  that  this  matter  should  be 
thoroughly  threshed  out.  I  may  inform 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  this  Bill  would 
not  have  passed  the  Council  without  the 
limitation  imposed  by  Clause  28.  As  far 
as  1  understand,  the  majority  of  the 
County  Council  are  not  inclined  to  enter 
into  any  very  important  schemes 
in  London  until  the  incidence 
of  taxation  is  in  some  way  altered,  and 
until  some  change  is  made  in  the 
compensation  tt>  be  paid.  I  do  not 
think  the  statement  should  be  jiassed 
that  some  of  our  streets  do  not  require 
widening,  I  think  the  majority  of 
Londoners  are  certainly  of  opinion  that 
very  decided  improvements  are  requir^^d 
in  the  Metropolis,  particularly  in  the 
poorer  districts.  But  I  believe  the 
majority  of  Londoners  also  think — this 
Mr.  C\  J.  Darliny 


is  not  a  political  question — that  the  time 
has  come  when  the  question  of  pajnuent 
for  improvements  should  be  put  on  thi 
shoulders   of    those   who    have    hithei 
escaped  payment  indirectly  or  altogetherj 
That  is  a  point  which  the  London  Count 
Council  are  anxious  tu  bring  forward,  and 
I  am  exceedingly  glad  that  the  matter 
to  be  threshed  out  in  Committee, 

♦(5.24.)  Me.  LAWSON  :  As  the  Go| 
vernment  liave  agreed  to  the  8econJi 
Reading  of  the  Bill  it  is  unnecessary  till 
answer  the  arguments  adduced.  Onj 
the  question  of  the  constitution  off 
the  Committee,  there  are  two  notices! 
down,  one  in  the  name  of  tlie  hon.  Mem- 1 
her  for  Peckham  and  the  other  in  the! 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Beth  nail 
Green.  I  truBt  the  regular  course  vrillj 
be  followed,  and  that  the  Committeo-J 
which  ia  to  be  appointed  will  consist  of 
five  Members  nominat-ed  by  the  Com- ' 
mittee  of  Selection  and  four  Members  by 
a  mixjority  of  this  House. 

nhi.   RITCHIE  :  The  ordinary  course 
is  that  five  should   be  selected  by  thia  J 
House    and  four  by   the  Committee    of  J 
Selection, 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time, 

♦(5.25.)  Mr.  BAUMAXN:  I  propose  i 
that  five  Members  be  nominated  by  m 
majority  of  the  House  and  four  Mem- 
liers  hy  the  Committee  of  Selection.  Il 
cannot  accept  the  A  mend  me  Dt  that] 
stiinds  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  | 
for  Bethnal  Green.  On  a  question  of  I 
such  importance  as  this  I  think  it  J 
very  desirable  that  the  majority  of  the  I 
Committee  should  be  nominated  by  the] 
House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  oommitted  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  nine  Members,  tWe  to  be  nommnted 
by  the  Hon  so  and  ionr  by  tbe  Committee  of 
S  elect  ion » ' ' — {  Mr .  Btt  umann , ) 

(5.26.)  Mk.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal 
Green)  :  I  quite  agree  with  the  reference  i 
of  tliis  Bill  to  a  Hybrid  C<»mmittee,j 
though  I  have  the  strongest  objection  J 
tt3  the  proposition  of  the  Gon6titueut| 
elements  of  that  Committee.  T  objectl 
to  the  proposition  a^s  unfair,  and  I  thinkl 
hon.  Members  will  see  that  aa  the  House) 
has  allowetl  the  Seeond  Reading  of  thia  J 
Bill  to  pass  with  very  little  discussion,! 
the  constitution  of  the  Hybrid  Committee 
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acquires  additional  importance.  The 
nomination  of  five  Members  by  the 
Housti  in  my  opinion  means  nomination 
by  the  Government  Whips  and  by  the 
Opposition  Whips  respectively.  In  the 
present  case  its  operation  will  be  this : 
the  Opposition  Whips  would  nominate 
two  Members,  and  the  Government 
Whips,  claiming  their  privilege,  would 
nominate  three  hon.  Members.  I  am 
sure  I  am  only  doing  bare  justice  to  the 
Government  Whips  when  I  say  that  they 
would  take  very  great  care — and  from 
their  point  of  view  I  could  not  blame 
them — to  nominate  Gentlemen  who  enter- 
tain prepossessions  against  what  is  new 
and  contentious  in  this  Bill.  The  result 
of  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  would  be  that  this  Committee 
at  the  outset  would  be  unfairly  weighted 
against  the  proposal.  I  distinctly  tra- 
verse the  statement  that  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Peckham  is  in 
accordance  with  the  usual  practice  of  the 
House.  Last  Session  the  Committees 
relating  to  the  Waltham  Abbey  Powder 
Factory  Bill  and  the  City  of  London 
Police  Bill  consisted  in  both  cases 
of  an  even  number  of  Members 
nominated  by  the .  House  and  the  odd 
Member  nominated  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection.  My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Law- 
son)  reminds  me  that  that  course  was 
taken  in  regard  to  the  Committee  upon 
the  London  Coal  Dues.  It  is  quite  true 
in  the  cases  I  have  mentioned  the  number 
was  seven,  and  in  this  case  it  is  nine  ;  but 
that  is  a  perfectly  immaterial  difference. 
The  real  point  of  analogy  is  that  in  those 
cases  it  was  the  even  number  which  the 
House  appointed,  whereas  it  was  left  to 
the  Committee  of  Selection  to  appoint 
the  odd  Member.  For  those  reasons  I 
think  it  is  very  desirable  that  the  propo- 
sition of  my  hon.  Friend  should  be  re- 
versed ;  therefore  I  beg  to  move — 

"That  the  word  *four'  be  substituted  for 
the  word  *  five,'  and  the  word  *  five  *  for  the 
word  *  four.'  " 

*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  understand  that  the 
practice  is  for  the  odd  number  to  be 
nominated  by  the  House  and  the  even 
number  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
and  that  is  exactly  the  course  we  propose 
to  take  on  this  occasion. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  Five,"  and  insert  the  word 
"  Four."— (i/r.  PickersgilL) 


Question,  "That  the  word  *Five' 
stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  that  the  Bill  be  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee  of  Nine  Members, 
Five  to  be  Nominated  by  the  House  and 
Four  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Ordered,  that  the  Committee  have 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers  and 
records. 

Ordered,  that  Five  be  the  quorum. 

QUESTIONS. 

H.M.S.  VICTORIA. 
(5.35.)  Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty if  it  is  a  fact  that  one  of  the  1 10- 
ton  guns  of  the  Victoria  was  proved  to  be 
defective  when  shipped  ? 

•The  first  LORD  op  thb  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing):  One  of  the  110- ton  guns  origi- 
nally placed  on  board  the  Victoria  had 
develojjed  defects  at  proof,  and  as  it  was 
contended  by  the  makers  that  these  were 
due  to  the  unsuitability  of  the  proof 
mounting  at  Woolwich,  it  was  agreed 
that  the  gun  should  be  further  proved 
on  the  proper  mounting  on  board  the 
ship.  The  result  of  this  further  proof 
was  that  the  gun  was  returned  to  the 
makers  a«  not  being  a  perfect  weapon. 

EDUCATION  OF  THE   BLIND    AND 
DEAF. 

Mr.  WOODALL  (Hanley):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Commit- 
tee ot  Council  on  Education  when  the 
English  and  Scotch  Bills  for  the  educa- 
tion of  the  blind  and  deaf  will  bo  in  the 
hands  of  Members? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford):  The  English  Bill  is  now 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  it  is  hoped  it  will  be  possible 
to  introduce  it  into  the  House  of  Lords 
shortly.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Lord 
Advocate  gave  a  similar  answer  yester- 
day in  re^krd  to  the  Scotch  Bill. 

Mr.  WOODALL :  I  ynVL  now  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  when  the 
Irish  Bill  for  the  education  of  the  blind 
and  deaf  will  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  ? 
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The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddik,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  subject  of  the  educa- 
tion of  the  blind  and  deaf  ia  an  im- 
portant one,  and  has  the  careful  atten- 
tion of  the  IriBh  Government.  1  am, 
however,  unable  at  present  to  finite  when 
it  will  be  possible  to  propose  legislation 
in  the  matter. 

Mb,  WOODALL:  Have  not  the  Go- 
vernment practically  deeided  to  adopt 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee  1 

Me,  madden  ;  I  am  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  make  a  definite  statement  at 
present. 

FASTNET  ROCK  LIGHTHOUSE. 
Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  oondition  of 
the  lightkeepers  on  the  Fastnet  Hock  j 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  tliose  men  were 
left  for  days  in  peril  of  their  lives  owing 
to  the  vessel  in  atteiidanco  on  the  light- 
house being  unsoaw«trthy  ;  whether  the 
light  keepers  were  signalling  for  aid 
during  those  days,  and  they  were  ulti- 
mately rescued  from  their  perilous  poai- 
tiou  by  a  local  tlshing  vessel ;  and 
whether  he  will  have  a  sworn  inquiry 
instituted  into  the  circumstancea  re- 
ferred to  1 

♦The  PRRSIDENT  of  tei;  BOAHD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M,  Hicks  Beach,  Bnstol,  W.) : 
The  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights  inform 
me  that  they  have  inquired  into  the  circum- 
stances referred  to  in  the  hon.  Member's 
question,  with  the  following  result : — 
(1)  That  it  ia  not  a  fact  that  the  keepers 
were  left  for  days  in  peril  of  their  fives 
owing  to  to  the  attending  vessel  being 
unsea worthy  j  (2)  communication  with 
the  rock  WdS  cut  o£F  between  Janujiry  10 
and  24  through  severity  of  weather,  and 
during  that  peritd  the  keepers  signalled 
that  food  would  be  requLi'ed  in  a  few 
days ;  (3)  on  January  24  the  rock  was 
communicated  with  by  a  lixjal  fishing  ves- 
ael,  but  the  attending  boat  also  went  to  the 
rock  on  the  same  day.  I  have  directed 
further  inquiry  to  be  made  as  to  the 
system  of  provisioning  the  Irish  light- 
houses  and  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
carried  out  in  this  case. 


lEELAND-THE  LAND  PURCHASE 
ACT,     1881. 

Mm,  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.) :  I  beg 
ask  the    Chief    Secretary   to   the    Lor 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  report  in  the 
Belfast  Northern  W7iig  oi  the  lOthinat^^ 
of  a  meeting  of  farmers  held  at  Uppei 
Bellakill,   near  Carrickfergus  ;   whether 
be  is  aware  that  theao  farmers  purcha 
their  holdings   during  1883   and   1884J 
under  the  Land  Purchase  Act  of  1881 J 
and    were   obliged   to   pay  over  to  th^ 
Land  Commission  one-fourth  of  the  jm 
chase-money  ;  and  ^vhethe^,  considering 
the   ex:>mplaint8   of   these   farmers,    tha 
they  had  purchased  "  too  soon/'  and 
extremely  high  prices,  he  will  take  int 
consideration    their   present   difficultie 
and  the  request  of  the  meeting  to  havd 
refunded  to  the  farmers  tlie  one-fourt 
of  the  purchase-money  piiid  to  the  Laud 
Commission  at  the  time  of  purchase? 

Mb.    MACARTNEY     (Antrim,    S); 
May   I   ask  the    right  hon.  GentlemaB 
whether,    in    the  event  of  his  giving 
favourable  answer  to  the   latter  part 
the     hon.     Gentleman's     question,     the 
Grovernment  will  also  consider  the 
of  the  landlords  who  purchased  too  earlj 
and  at  extremely  high  prices  f 

Mk,    MADDKN:    I    think   mj   ho 
Friend  will  see  that  the  very  intereatij 
matter  to  which  he  has  directed  atteuj 
tion  does  not  arise  on  the  answer  I  au 
about  to  give.     The  purohaaes  referre 
to  in  the  question   on  the    Paper  wer 
made   under  the   Act  of    1881,   uudei 
which  no  more  than  three-fourths  of  th| 
purchase- money  can  be  advanced.   Tlier 
is  no  power  to  adopt  the  suggestion  ccwn 
taiued  in  the  concluding  paragraph 
the  question. 

THE  CASE  OF  CtmNELlUS  CONNOR. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid)  :  1  beg 
ask    the  Attorney    General   for    Irel 
whether  hia  atteTitioti  has  been  called 
the  fact  that   a   labouring   man  name 
Cornelius  Connor,  who  waa  engaged  in  difl 
ti'ibuting  leaHeta  relative  to  the  strikd  i 
Messrs.  Perrott*s  ironworks,  was  arres 
by  Constable  Brennan  in  Hanover  Street 
Cork,  on  Alonday,   3rd  March,   and  wa 
bound   over   to  keep  the  peace  by 
Gardiner,  R,M.  ;  whether  it  is  a  factthaf 
Messi's.    O'SuUivan,    Secretary    of    the 
Labour   Union,   and  Whelar,  Secretar 
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to  the  striken,  distribated  the  same 
leaflets  in  the  same  place  during  the 
remainder  of  the  eyening  in  question 
without  any  interference  from  the  police  ; 
and  whether  an  inquiry  will  be  made 
into  the  circumstances  of  the  arrest  and 
sentence  on  Connor  t 

Mk.  MADDEN:  The  Constabulary 
Authorities  report  that  O'Connor  was 
arrested  for  persisting  in  causing  an  ob- 
struction in  a  public  thoroughfare  after 
being  warned.  He  was  brought  before 
the  Court  which  was  then  sitting,  ordered 
to  And  bail,  and  having  done  so,  was  at 
once  discharged.  The  other  men  referred 
to  caused  no  obstruction  and  were  not 
interfered  with. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Was  not  O'Connor 
alone,  and  is  it  not  true  that  he  said 
nothing,  and  did  nothing,  beyond  dis- 
tributing the  few  leaflets  in  question  ? 
Also,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  other  two 
men  went  and  did  what  O'Connor  had 
done  in  the  same  place,  many  times  in 
the  course  of  the  same  day  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  1  gather  that  O'Con- 
nor  was  warned  several  times  to  desist 
from  causing  an  obstruction  in  the  public 
thoroughfare.  He  did  not  obey  the 
warning,  and  was  ordered  to  find  bail. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Why,  when  policemen 
behave  so  outrageously  are  not  their 
names  and  numbers  given?  Would 
the  Government  act  in  the  same  way  in 
England  in  the  case  of  a  strike  ? 
*Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

THE  statute  of  EDWARD  III. 

Db.  tanner  had  on  the  Paper 
the  folbwing  Question: — To  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a 
letter,  signed  "James  O'Lanerty,  P.P., 
M.RI.A.,"  on  the  Statute  of  Edward  3, 
which  appeared  in  the  Belfast  Morning 
News  of  7th  instant  1 

Mr.  MADDEN:  My  attention  haa 
been  called  to  the  letter  referred  to 

Dr.  tanner  (interrupting)  :  I  beg 
pardon.  I  told  the  clerks  at  the  Table  I 
wished  to  have  this  question  expunged 
from  the  Paper  ;  but,  to  my  surprise,  it 
appears  here. 

THE  CANADIAN  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Sir  J.  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies    whether  the 

VOL.  CXX)XLII.    [third  ssRiEs.] 


loyal  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  unani- 
mously adopted  by  the  Dominion  House 
of  Commons,  declaring  the  unswerving 
determination  of  the  Canadian  people  to 
maintain  the  political  connection  between 
Canada  and  the  rest  of  the  British 
Empire,  has  been  presented  to  Her 
Majesty ;  what  reply  has  been  graciously 
made  by  Her  Majesty  to  the  Address ; 
and  whether  both  the  Address  and  the 
reply  will  be  printed  and  circulated  to 
Members  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de  Worms, 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  The  Address 
has  not  yet  been  received.  It  would 
not  be  in  accordance  with  the  usual  and 
Constitutional  practice  to  present  to  the 
House  of  Commons  here  an  Address  to 
the  Queen  adopted  by  the  House  of 
Commons  of  another  portion  of  the 
Empire.  Loyal  Addresses  embodying 
similar  sentiments  are  frequently  received 
from  the  Colonial  Parliaments,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  exceed  their 
functions  if  they  were  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  Parliament  here  to  the  proceedings 
of  another  British  Parliament,  unless 
under  exceptional  conditions  such  as  this 
case  happily  does  not  present. 

HOSPITAL  DUES  AT  CONSTANTI- 
NOPLE. 

Colonel  HILL  (Bristol,  S.)  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AfEairs  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  instead  of  the  reduction  in  the 
Constantinople  Hospital  dues  of  one  penny 
to  one  halfpenny  per  ton,  as  ordered  on 
the  16th  January,  1888,  affording  a  relief 
to  the  shipping  frequenting  that  port  of 
50  per  cent.,  as  was  apparently  intended, 
the  relief  has,  in  consequence  of  a  change 
in  the  mode  of  collection,  only  amounted 
in  some  cases  to  15  per  cent. ;  and 
whether  he  will  cause  such  instructions 
to  be  issued  as  will  ensure  the  enjoyment 
of  the  full  reduction  ? 
♦The  under  SECRETARY  fob 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Feb- 
QUSSON,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  Representa 
tions  have  been  received  complaining 
that  the  reduction  has  not  benefited  the 
shipping  to  the  extent  anticipated.  A 
Report  has  been  called  for  from  the 
Consul  GrenenJ  at  Constantinople,  and 
the  matter  is  being  thoroughly  investi- 
gated. 
2  T 
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GOPYROiHT    IN    THE    UNITED 

STATES, 
Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinbargh.  W.)  : 
1  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secn*tary  of 
SUte  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  thiit  a  Copyright  Bill 
is  at  present  under  consideration  of  the 
American  Congress,  Her  Maje  sty's 
GoveruTnent  will  endeavour  to  arrange^ 
by  friendly  representations,  international 
ngreement,  or  otherwise,  that  the  benefite 
of  International  ctjpy right  should  be 
Becured  ttj  British  authors  and  publishers 
free  from  any  conditions  or  restricticms 
that  might  seriously  injure  the  printing 
trade  in  this  country  ? 

♦Sir  J,  FERGUSSON :  I  am  afraid 
that  no  representation«  in  favour  of  an 
extension  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
in  question  would  1h3  attended  with  imy 
success, 

RABBIT  COURSING  AT  DOVER. 
M«,  BUCHANAN :  T  beg  to  ask  the 
Minister  for  Agriculture  w^hether  he  is 
aware  that,  at  the  rabbit  coursing  meet- 
ing held  at  the  Big  Meadow,  near  Dover, 
on  Wednesday,  12th  February,  dogs 
were  used  uumuzzled,  and  were  taken  to 
and  from  that  and  other  rabbit  coursing 
meetings  unmuzzled,  notwithstanding 
the  existence  of  the  Muzzling  Order  in 
the  County  of  Kent  j  and  whether  such 
dogs  so  used  are  held  by  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  to  come  under  the  exception 
in  the  Order  as  '*  dogs  used  for  sporting 
purposes  T 

Mr.  H.  T.  KNATCHBUIiL-HUGES- 
SEN  (Kent,  Faversham)  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  inft>rm  the  Mouse 
whether  there  has  been  a  single  case  of 
rabies  within  40  miles  of  Dover  during 
the  last  two  years? 

•The  PRESIDENT  ok  thk  BOARD 
or  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin,  Lin 
colnshire,  Sleaford) :  I  roust  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  give  notice  of  his  question. 
With  regard  to  the  question  on  the 
Paper  we  have  no  information  on  the 
subject,  and  I  liave  no  knowledge  of  the 
facts  referred  to  in  the  first  part  of  the 
hon.  Member's  question.  With  regard 
til  the  second  part,  I  apprehend  that  dogs 
used  for  coursing  would  be  held  t*^  l3e 
**  dogs  used  for  sporting  purposes  "  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Order. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN:    Does  the    right 
h(jn.  Gentleman  consider  rabbit  coursing 


to  come  under  the  description  of  sporting 
purposes  1 

•Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  have  tried  a  good 
many  sports  in  the  course  of  my  career,  * 
but  I  do  not  remember  t*3  have  ever  tried 
rabbit  etmrsing.  In  fact,  I  cannot  claim 
to  be  on  authority,  nor  am  I  competent 
to  express  an  opinion  witli  regard  to  a 
qut'Stion  on  which  the  hon.  Member  is 
probably  a  better  judge  than  myself. 

SCOTCH  LOCAL  ELECTIONS. 
Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.E.) : ' 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advociite  when  the 
Bill  for  extending  the  Corrupt  Pnictices 
Act  to  \o&i\  elections  in  Scotland,  pn>- 
mised  at  an  cfirly  day,  will  be  intro- 
duced ;  and  whether  the  Second  Reading 
will  be  taken  bt?fore  Kastcr,  with  tiie 
view  of  sending  the  Bill  to  a  Gnind  i 
Committee? 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Bute)  :  Tliis  Bill  is  in  a  i 
forwaixi  state  of  ]>reparation,  but  I  am  I 
unable  at  present  to  name  a  day  for  its  ' 
introduction.  I  hope,  however,  to  do  ao 
before  long,  but  I  do  not  think  it  ]>robable  j 
that  the  Second  Reading  will  be  taken  I 
before  Easter, 

POOH  RATES  AND  SCHOOL  RATES. 

JVIfi.  D.  CRAWFORD  ;  I   bt^g  to  ask , 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether  his  attention  J 
has  been  called  to  the  case  of  Mr,   J.  H, 
Smyth,  of  Paitick,  who,   on  the  6th  in- 
stant, tendered  iwfcyment  of  his  p<x>r  rates  1 
at  the  oflBce  of  the   Partx^liiiil   Board   for  [ 
the  Govan  Combination,  but  the  collector  | 
refused   to  accept  payment   unless   Mr, 
Smyth  paid  his  school   rates  at  the  same 
time  ;  whether  such  refusal  was  accord- 
ing to   law,   and   whether,   considering 
that  payment  of  poor  rates,  but  not  pay- . 
ment  of  school  rates,  wns  a  condition  of  j 
the  exercise  of  the  Parliamentary  Fran- j 
chise,  he  will  take  any  steps  to  prevent  J 
electors  from  being  improperly  disfran*! 
chLsed  by  the  action  of  collectors  \ 

♦Mr.  j.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  am  in- 
formed  that  there  was  re<*ently  a  case  of 
the  nature  referred  to  by  the   lion,  and) 
learned  Member,  although  there  appearal 
to  be  some  doubt  bs  U>  the   name,     Th^l 
phraseology  of  Section  44  of  the  Educ&J 
tion   Act    makes  it  somewhat  doubilu 
whether  it  is  not  necessary  to  collect  th^ 
two  i-ates  tcjgether.     Personally,  I  thin 
that,  as  the  right  to  the   Franchise  de- 
pends on  the  payment  of  the  one  rate  an  J 
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not  of  the  other,  a  ratepayer  may  de- 
mand a  separate  receipt ;  but,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  any  legal  decision  on  the  point, 
I  do  not  desire  to  speak  too  positively. 

SWAZILAND. 
Mb.  LABQCrCHERE  (Northampton): 
In  the  absence  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North- West  Lanarkshire,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  if  he  would  object  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  Instruc- 
tions given  to  Sir  Henry  Loch  for  his 
interview  with  President  Kriiger  and 
Mr.  Ehodes  at  Bhjnants  Point  on  the 
Vaal  River  ;  if  he  knows  and  can  say  by 
whom  Mr.  Rhodes  was  accredited ;  if  he 
will  lay  before  the  House  any  correspon- 
dence which  has  taken  place  between  the 
Cape  Government,  the  Orange  Free  State, 
the  British  South  African  Company,  and 
the  South  African  Republic,  with  re- 
ference to  the  construction  of  the  railroad 
from  Kimberley  to  Warrenton ;  whether 
it  is  true  fchat  President  Kriiger  has  ex- 
pressed himself  as  favourable  to  the  ex- 
tension of  the  railroad  from  Bluem- 
frontein  to  Johannesberg ;  whether  it  is 
true  that  the  natives  and  missionaries  in 
Swaziland  have  repeatedly  protested 
against  being  placed  under  the  Gbvem- 
ment  of  the  South  African  Republic,  as 
have  also  the  concessionaires  of  mining 
rights  and  the  persons  interested  in  the 
Sorowann  Bay  Railway  ;  for  what  reason 
the  benefits  of  a  British  Protectorate 
that  have  been  extended  to  Makololo  and 
Nyassaland  are  refused  to  Swaziland; 
and  whether  the  House  will  be  afforded 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  Sir  Francis 
de  Winton's  recommendations  respecting 
the  fate  of  Swaziland  before  they  are 
actually  carried  out  1 
♦The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will 
allow  me  to  answer  him.  I  will  reply  to 
the  questions  categorically :  (1)  There 
are  no  Instructions  which  can  be  given 
to  Parliament.  We  have  only  telegraphic 
communications  on  the  subject  of  this 
meeting.  (2)  President  Kriiger  sug- 
gested that  Mr.  Rhodes  should  be 
present.  (3)  Portions  only  have  been 
received  of  this  correspondence,  which 
must  be  voluminous,  and  probably  could 
not  in  great  part  be  given  to  Parliament. 
(4)  We  have  no  information  which  can 
1^  added  to  the  statement  to  that  effect 


contained  in  the  Press  telegrams. 
(5)  The  natives  have  urged  that  the 
independence  of  Swaziland  should  be 
maintained,  and  many  such  protests  as 
are  referred  to  in  this  question  have 
been  made  by  white  residents  and  others, 
but  there  has  been  "  considerable  differ- 
ence of  opinion  on  the  subject  among  the 
whites."  (6)  It  would  be  a  breach  of 
Article  12  of  the  Convention  of  1884  to 
establish  a  British  Protectorate  in  Swazi- 
land without  the  consent  of  the  South 
African  Republic.  (7)  It  has  been 
repeatedly  stated  this  Session  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  cannot  undertake 
to  delay  action  until  Sir  F.  de  Winton's 
Report  has  been  discussed.  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  may  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  making  an  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Abercromby  Division  of 
Liverpool  on  this  subject.  He  has  a 
notice  on  the  Paper  this  evening  with 
reference  to  the  future  government  of 
Swaziland.  As  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  still  in  communication  with 
the  Transvaal  Government  with  a 
view  to  effect  a  settlement  of  this 
question,  I  venture  to  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Member  not  to  proceed  with  his 
Motion,  as  it  would  considerably  em- 
barrass Her  Majesty's  Government  if 
any  statement  were  made  in  this  House 
with  reference  to  the  negotiations  which 
are  still  proceeding.  I  am  in  hopes  that 
the  result  of  these  negotiations  will  be 
one  satisfactory  to  all  parties,  and  at  the 
present  moment  I  think  it  would  be  most 
unwise  to  discuss  the  question. 

.  Mb.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea)  : 
When  will  the  Report  of  Sir  F.  dc 
Winton  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  ? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  unable  to 
say  when  it  will  be  possible  to  present 
the  Report  to  the  House ;  it  is  impos- 
sible to  do  so  during  the  progress  of 
negotiations. 

ULSTER  CANAL. 
Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  is  aware  that  John  Wall,  who 
served  under  the  Board  of  Works  for 
50  years  as  lock  keeper  on  the  Ulster 
Canal  at  Magheramey,  Smithboro, 
County  Monaghan,  was  dismissed  by  the 
Board  of  Works,  without  pension  or 
other  compensation,  on  the  31st  of 
March,  1889,  when  the  Ulster  Canal  was 
transferred  to  the  Lagan  Company ;  and 
2.T  2 
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whetlier,  in  view  of  the  assurance  wUich 
wits  given  on  the  part  of  the  Gov^ernment 
when  the  LTlfiter  Camvl  and  Tyrone 
NavigUjtion  Bill  was  in  Commit t-ce,  that 
any  existing  interests  iti  respect  of 
pensions  should  not  be  lost  or  injured  bj 
reti6on  of  the  transfer  of  the  Canal  from 
t!ie  Government  U)  the  La^an  Company, 
he  will  Bee  that  this  man  receives  com- 
pensation 1 

♦Tee  SECRETARY  to  the  TREASURY 
(Ml-.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  Particulars  of 
thu  service  of  all  men  formerly  em- 
ployed by  the  Board  of  Works  on  the 
Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation 
are  being  submitted  t*>  the  Treasury,  in 
oMer  that  any  gratuities  to  which  the 
men  are  entitled  may  be  settled  and 
paid. 

ALLEGED  MISCARRIAGE   OF  JCSTICE. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  In  the  absence 
of  my  hon.  Friend  tlie  Member  for  North- 
West  Lanark,  1  beg  to  ask  tlie  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
if  he  can  now  state  what  he  intends 
doing  in  the  case  of  tht*  man  convicted  of 
robbery  from  a  public  house  in  the  east 
of  Loudon  about  a  m*nith  ago,  which  case 
he  hfis  had  under  his  consideration  for 
some  time  owing  t<:»  the  alleged  perjury  of 
some  of  the  witnesses  ? 

The  secretary  or  STATE  for  thk 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthkws, 
Birmingham,  E,) :  The  ease  is  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Hume  OfiBce,  and 
I  have  thouglit  it  sidvisable  to  ask  the 
advice  of  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Judges. 
No  decision  has  3et  been  arrived  at, 

METROPOLITAN     IMPROVEMEKT.S. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
whether  it  is  a  fact,  as  stated  in  the 
Minutes  of  the  London  County  Council, 
that  the  Vestry  of  St.  Margaret  and 
St.  John,  Westminster,  has  been  offered 
a  strip  of  Kensington  Giirdens  between 
Alexandra  Gate  and  Queen's  Gate  ; 
and  whether  he  proposes  to  obtain  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  by  an  Act  before 
giving  effect  to  this  offer  1 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Pi.uxket.  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  submitted  some  time  ago  a 
proposal  to  the  Treasury  for  setting  back 
the  Alexandra  Gates  with  a  view  to 
making  egress  and  ingress  at  the  point 
more  easy  ;  and  at  tlie  same  time  I  sub- 
Mr,  P.  O'Brim 


mitted  an  offer  on  the  part  of  the  Veatry 
of  St.  Margaret  and  St.  John,  West- 
minster, to  widen  the  road  between 
Alexandra  Gate  and  Queen  a  Gate,  where 
the  traffic  is  at  present  inconveniently 
congested,  if  the  Crown  would  consent 
to  set  back  the  railings  of  Kensington 
Gardens  at  that  point  some  15ft.  The 
space  so  separated  from  the  park  would 
be  used  aa  a  pathway,  and  would  not,  I 
believe,  in  any  way  detmct  from  thi> 
enjoyment  of  the  park  by  the  public. 
The  spjice  is  at  present  under  grass,  and 
enclosed  by  railings,  I  recommended 
that  this  offer  should  be  accepted,  as  I 
believe  it  would  greatly  facilitate  traffic-, 
and  be  no  injury  to  the  park.  The 
Treasury  have  not  yet  given  their  de- 
cision. If  they  sanction  the  plan,  it  is 
not  considered  that  an  Act  of  Parliament 
would  be  necessary  to  enable  the 
arrangement  to  be  carried  into  effect. 
There  have  been  seveml  pi^ecedents  for 
proceeding  in  such  cases  withont  legis- 
lation—^.i/.,  the  widening  of  Park  Lane 
in  186G,  the  ^-idening  of  Bays  water  Road 
near  the  Marble  Areli,  18G9,  and  Hyde 
Park  Corner  improvement,  1882.  In  all 
these  cases  a  Royal  Warrant  was  con- 
sidered safficient. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  nut  aware  that,  when  a 
precisely  similar  proposal  in  regard  to 
this  vei*y  nmd  was  made,  Mr.  Ayrtou, 
who  then  filled  the  office  now  held  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  bTOoght  a  Bill 
into  the  House  of  Commons  and  that 
BiU  was  thrown  out  by  the  House  1 

Mb.  PLUNKET:  I  do  not  think 
the  caj^e  was  exactly  similar,  but  I  will 
look  into  it. 

ENTERIC  FEVER  IN  INDU. 
Mb.  COBB  (Rugby) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  he 
has  any  information  to  show  whether 
the  steadily  increasing  death-rate  from 
enteric  fever  among  Euroftean  troops  in 
India  occurs  in  an  exceptionally  high 
nitio  among  those  recently  re-vaecinated  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  tliat  there  was  a 
large  increase  in  the  number  of  cases  of 
enteric  fever  when  the  children  who 
were  vaccinated  in  1853,  in  consequence  [ 
of  the  compulsory  Vaccination  Act  ofl 
that  year,  began  to  come  forward  as' 
recruits  and  be  re-vaccinated  in  1871  and 
the  following  years ;  and  whether  he 
will,  as  an  experiment,  arrange  for  the 
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abrogation  for  a  suitable  time  of  the 
present  Regulation  for  the  compulsory 
re-vaccination  of  recruits,  which  is  now 
applicable  even  to  those  pitted  with  small- 
pox, so  that  a  statistical  test  may  be 
afforded  as  to  whether  those  recruits  who 
may  elect  not  to  be  re- vaccinated  thereby 
reduce  their  liability  to  enteric  fever  1 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  The  Secretary 
ol  State  has  no  information  on  the  points 
raised  in  the  first  two  paragraphs  of  the 
question,  nor  does  he  consider  himself 
responsible  for  the  medical  treatment  of 
recruits. 

THE  SOUTH  AFKICA  COMPANY. 
Mb.  LABOUCHERB  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  he  has  seen  the  following  state- 
ment in  the  Diamond  Fields  Adver- 
tiser— 

**The  Queen's  Envoys  are  conveying  a  letter 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  Lobengula 
announcing  that  Her  Majesty  has  been 
graciously  pleased  to  grant  a  ^yal  Charter 
for  the  development  of  the  interior,  and  asking 
him  to  give  it  and  the  Eudd  Concession,  on 
which  it  is  based,  all  the  assistance  in  his 
power  ;  " 

whether  this  is  correct ;  and,  if  so,  should 
Lobengula  withdraw  or  amend  the  Rudd 
Concession  he  is  to  be  constrained  into 
giving  full  effect  to  it,  and  restrained 
from  giving  any  further  concessions 
which  may  conflict  with  it  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  Colonel  Carrington  is  actu- 
ally engaged  in  recruiting  men  for  the 
service  of  the  chartered  company,  and 
that  the  inducement  held  out  to  men  to 
join  this  force  is  that,  in  addition  to  their 
pay,  they  will  receive  "  claims  "  to  dig  for 
gold,  or  shares  in  companies  established 
to  dig  for  gold,  and  civil  appointments 
in  Matabeleland  under  the  company ; 
whether,  in  the  event  of  this  force  com- 
ing into  collision  with  Lobengula,  any 
aid  is  expected  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  either  party  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  one  million  sterling, 
which  by  the  terms  of  the  Royal  Charter 
has  to  be  subscribed  within  one  year  of 
its    being    granted,    has    already  been 
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syndicated,  and  that  the  right  to  apply 
for  the  XI  shares  of  the  contemplated 
issue  has  been  sold  for  £4  per  share,  thus 
showing  that  a  present  of  the  value  of 
£3,000,000  has  been  made  to  the  gentle- 
men to  whom  the  Royal  Charter  has 
been  granted ;  whether,  in  view  of  this 
fact,  he  will  consider  the  expediency  of 
throwing  upon  these  gentlemen  and  their 
nominees  a  portion  of  the  Imperial  ex- 
penditure in  South  Africa ;  and  whether 
he  will  in  future  put  up  to  public  com- 
petition all  Royal  Charters  which  it  is 
intended  to  grant  ? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS :  A  letter  has 
been  sent  to  Lobengula  as  stated.  I  have 
repeatedly  explained  that  the  Rudd  Con- 
cession is  one  only  of  numerous  con- 
cessions which  have  been  brought  to- 
gether under  the  Royal  Charter.  There 
is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  Lobengula 
would  attempt  to  withdraw  or  amend 
any  such  concession,  or  to  issue  further 
concessions  conflicting  with  it,  and  any 
declaration  as  to  the  steps  to  be  taken  in 
such  case  would  be  premature.  Colonel 
Sir  F.  Carrington  has  been  permitted  to 
assist  in  organising  the  British  South 
Africa  Company's  Police  Force.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  do  not  know 
whether  the  question  correctly  describes 
the  inducements  offered  to  recruits.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  been  in- 
formed by  telegraph  that  Lobengula  has 
sanctioned  the  occupation  of  Mashona- 
land  by  the  British  South  Africa 
Company.  No. collision  with  Lobengula 
is  therefore  anticipated,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  cannot  state  what  they 
would  do  in  the  hypothetical  case  stated 
in  the  question.  We  have  no  knowledge 
of  the  details  of  the  company's  finance, 
except  that  some  time  ago  £750,000  of 
the  share  capital  had  been  subscribed. 
The  company  haa  already  expended  very 
large  sums  on  railway  and  telegraph 
construction,  and  on  police.  This  relief 
of  Imperial  expenditure  has  been  among 
the  principal  reasons  for  granting  the 
Charter.  The  reply  to  the  last  paragraph 
of  the  question  is,  certainly  not. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  Is  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    aware    that    Colonel 
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CarriDgton*s  advertisement  is  headed 
"O.H.M.S.,"  and  is  an  officer  on  Her 
Majesty's  Service  to  be  allowed  to 
recruit  men  for  a  filibustering  com- 
pany? 

Baeon  H.  de  WORMS:  I  cannot 
admit  that  it  is  a  filibustering  company. 
Colonel  Carrington  has  been  authorised 
by  the  Government  to  inspect  the  police 
about  to  be  employed  by  the  company, 
in  order  to  maintain  oider  in  the  new 
territory. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Is  Colonel 
Carrington  not  paid  for  this  service  by 
the  Government? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  Certainly  he 
is  paid  by  the  Government. 

THE  SEVERITY    OF   PRISON    PUNISH- 
MENT. 

MK.PICKERSGILL(Bethnal  Green): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  results 
of  the  punishment  of  two  years'  im- 
prisonment, as  shown  in  the  last  Report 
of  the  Prison  Commissioners  for  England 
and  Wales,  from  which  it  appeared  that 
during  the  year  ended  March  31,  1889, 
four  persons  who  were  undergoing  this 
punishment  died  in  prison,  two  became 
insane  during  their  imprisonment,  and 
five  had  to  be  released  before  the  ex- 
piration of  their  sentences  on  account  of 
disease ;  and  whether,  having  regard  to 
these  facts,  he  will  take  steps  to  stop  or 
at  least  to  modify  this  punishment, 
which  was  lately  characterised  by  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  as  one  of  "  terrible 
severity  ?"  • 

*Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  It  is  not  correct 
to  say  that  the  cases  referred  to  show  the 
results  of  a  long  term  of  imprisonment. 
For  instance,  of  the  four  deaths  one  was 
from  typhoid  fever,  one  from  ulceration 
of  the  intestines  another  from  strangula- 
tion ;  and  of  the  two  men  who  became 
insane,  one  had  a  weak  mind  on 
admission,  and  the  other  suffered  from 
an  old  injury  to  the  head,  and  their 
insanity  was  developed  after  18  and  11 
months'  imprisonment.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  find  an  interesting  memoran- 
dum on  this  subject  by  Dr.  Gover, 
Dr,  Clark 


printed  as  an  appendix  to  the  Report  of 
the  Directors  of  Convict  Prisons  for 
1887-8,  to  which  I  beg  to  refer  him. 
The  punishment  of  two  years'  imprison- 
ment is,  no  doubt,  severe ;  but  that  is 
taken  into  account  by  Judges  in  awarding 
punishment,  and  a  constant  watch  is 
kept  on  the  health  of  prisoners  by  the 
medical  officers,  upon  whose  Report  the 
Home  Office  frequently  remits  part  of 
the  imprisonment  on  medical  grounds. 

THE  LONDON  SCHOOL  BOARD. 
Mr.  S.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Poplar) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  whether  there  is  any  legal 
power  to  authorise  the  expenditure  by 
the  parishes  of  Fulham,  Kensington,  and 
others,  in  opposition  to  the  London 
School  Board,  on  questions  under  the 
Act  incorporating  them ;  and  whether 
such  expenditure  by  the  parishes  is,  or 
not,  ult7'a  vires  ? 

l^E  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight):  I  regret  I 
cannot  give  an  answer  to  the  question. 
It  could  not  possibly  be  answered 
without  a  statement  of  facts  which  the 
question  does  not  contain,  but  if  the 
hon.  Member  will  communicate  with 
me  I  will  give  what  information  I  can. 

THE  DURATION  OF  THE  SESSION. 

Mr.H.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether,  in  view  of  the  strong  ex- 
pression of  opinion  last  week  by  the 
House  of  Commons  in  favour  of  the 
House  rising  every  year  in  the  month  of 
July,  and  of  greatly  curtailing  the  De- 
bate on  the  Address,  the  Government 
will  take  steps  for  bringing  about  those 
changes  1 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  recognise,  of 
course,  that  there  is  in  the  House  a 
strong  feeling  in  favour  of  an  earlier 
adjournment,  but  I  should  hesitate  at 
once  to  do  what  the  hon.  Member  sug- 
gests, as  the  Government  are  of  opinion 
that  the  question  should  be  very  care- 
fully examined.  I  hope  to  be  able  to 
make  a  proposal  to  deal  with  the  subject 
either  by  the  appointment  of  a  Commit- 
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tee  or  in  some  other  definite  proposal  in 
the  direction  indicated. 


DISASTERS.  IN  COAL  MINES. 
Mr.  EVANS  (Glamorgan,  Mid.):  1 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
over  £5,000,000  are  paid  annually  in 
this  country  as  royalties  on  coal,  and 
having  regard  also  to  the  frequency  of 
disasters  and  accidents  to  workers  in 
coal  mines,  and  to  the  wide-spread  dis- 
tress caused  thereby,  the  Government 
will  give  facilities  for  the  passing  of  a 
short  measure  through  Parliament  to 
provide  that  royalty  owners  shall  contri- 
bute a  small  percentage,  say  2  per 
cent.,  out  of  the  royalties  they  receive, 
towards  establishing  a  national  fund  for 
the  relief  of  such  distress  1 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Government 
have  no  statistics  which  corroborate  the 
figures  given  by  the  hon.  Member,  nor 
are  the  Government  prepared  to  give  any 
pledge  with  regard  to  a  Bill  which  might 
seriously  affect  the  relations  of  masters 
and  men,  and  which  might  also  have 
the  very  serious  consequence  of  stopping 
the  spontaneous  generosity  which  has 
hitherto  successfully  dealt  with  distress 
arising  from  these  calamities. 

THE  EMPLOYBRS*  LIABILITY  BILL. 

Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Employers' 
Liability  Bill  will  be  taken  before  Easter? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  unable  to 
hold  out  much  hope  that  the  Bill  will  be 
taken  before  Esiter,  but  next  week 
I  will  make  a  definite  statement  on  the 
subject. 

THE  BERLIN  LABOUR  CONFERENCE. 
Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  for  what  reason  the  British 
plenipotentiaries  to  the  Berlin  Labour 
Conference  have  been  exclusively  chosen 
from  persons  occupying  an  official 
position  or  being  employers  of  labour; 
why  no  representative  working  man  has 
been  selected  as  a  plenipotentiary ;  and 
why  a  Member  of  this  House  has  been 
appointed  to  the  inferior  position  of  an 
expert  delegate  ? 


Mr.  CREMER  :  Before  the  First  Lord 
answers  that  question  I  wish  to  ask  if 
he  can  state  whether  the  French  Govern- 
ment or  any  other  Government  repre- 
sented at  the  Conference  has  divided  its 
representatives  into  two  classes,  and  why 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  made 
such  a  distinction  in  the  case  of  the 
British  representatives? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  regret  that  the 
question  on  the  Paper  appears  to  imply 
that  there  has  been  a  distinction  made 
between  the  classes  of  perscms  repre- 
senting this  country  at  the  Berlin  Con- 
ference. No  such  distinction  was 
intended  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
nor  has  any  such  distinction  been  drawn  . 
by  them.  The  gentlemen  who  have 
been  appointed  as  plenipotentiaries,  so 
called,  are  appointed  because  they  have 
a  general  knowledge  of  all  the  questions 
to  be  dealt  with.  The  gentlemen  •  ap- 
pointed as  experts,  so  called,  are  appointed 
because  they  have  a  special  knowledge 
of  certain  trades  and  interests  with 
which  they  are  identified.  But  there 
is  no  distinction  drawn  which  implieys 
any  sort  of  difference  between  the 
gentlemen  appointed  in  one  capacity 
and  in  another.  I  much  regret 
that  any  such  suggestion  should  have 
been  made  in  this  House. 

Mr.    CREMER:   I   will   put  another 
question  on  the  Paper  to-morrow. 

(6.0.)  Dr.  tanner  :  May  I  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  why  no  work- 
ing man  representative  has  been  selected  ? 
*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  should 
have  thought  my  answer  would  have 
been  satisfactory  to  the  hon  Member. 
The  gentlemen  appointed  to  represent 
this  country  are  capable  of  dealing  with 
all  the  questions  which  will  come  before 
the  Conference.  Representative  work- 
ing men,  so  called,  are  representatives  of 
particular  trades  and  interests,  but  the 
gentlemen  we  have  selected  are  qualified 
to  give  valuable  information  to  the  Con- 
ference with  regard  to  all  trades. 

LADY  REPORTERS. 
*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
I  desire,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  ask  you 
a  question,  whether,  in  the  event  of 
a  vacancy  occurring  in  the  reporters' 
gallery,  there  is  any  order  of  the 
House  which  would  prevent  the  enter- 
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tain  me  at  of  an  applicntion  from  a  lady 
for  a  place  there  as  rej)orter  ? 

♦xMb.  speaker  :  There  is  no  order  of 
the  House  against  a  ladj  being  admitted 
as  a  reporter  to  the  reporters'  gallery. 
Within  the  last  two  or  three  days  an 
application  has  betm  made  to  the  Serjeant- 
at-Arms  by  a  lady,  statins^  that  she  was 
the  representative  of  a  journal  which 
advocated  the  political  and  social  rights 
of  women.  The  Serjeant-at-Arms,  as  I 
thinks  very  properly  replied  that  he  had 
no  authority  to  depart  from  the  existing 
practice,  nor  would  it  be  right  for  me  to 
intervene  in  any  way,  unless  I  have  the 
the  direct  and  express  sanction  of  the 
House,  in  a  matter  possibly  leadini?  to 
cmiaequences  which  it  would  be  difficult 
at  this  moment  for  the  House  to  foresee. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE, 
Mb.  PIOTON  (Leicester):  I  would 
ask  whether  the  First  Ix)rd  of  the 
Treasury  will  say  that  the  Tithes  Bill  will 
not  be  taken  on  Thursday,  as  the 
Employers'  Liability  Bill  is  not  to  be 
t'lken  on  that  dny  1 
*Mb.  W.  H,  SMITH  r  T\iv  Tithes  Bill 
will  not  be  taken  before  the  27th  inst. 


MERCHANDIHE  MARKS  ACT,  lc*87, 
COMMITTEE, 
Ordered,  That  Mr.  Broa-dburst  be  discharged 
from   further  atteadimee  on  the  Select   Com- 
mittee   on    ♦»The    Merchandifie    Ktirks    Act, 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Mather  be  added  to  the 
Committee. — (Mr.  Arnold  Morhy.) 

POSTPONEMENT  OF  MOTION, 


SWAZILAND, 
Mb.  W,  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby)  :  The  following  Motion  in 
my  name  stands  fii'st  on  the  Paper  for 
to-day : — 

**  Tbftt,  in  the  opinion  of  thia  Houbo,  it  would 
he  unjust  to  the  Britiah  mining  community  lo- 
cated in  f?wazilandT  in  reliance  on  the  ConTcn* 
tion  of  1884,  to  surrender  that  eotintry  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Transvaal  GovernmeDt, 
"whocie  fiscal  ByBiem  and  franehise  are  opposed 
to  British  mining  enterpri&e,  aod,  if  the  indn- 
pond  en  ce  of  the  Swazi  Nation  cannot  any  lunger 
be  maintained,  the  credit  of  this  country  will 
suffer  leaa  in  the  estimation  of  the  natives  bv 
the  creati gu  of  a  Protectorate  over  them  than 
it  wiU  b>  surrendering  them  to  the  Transvaal : 

**  And  that,  in  the  present  condition  of  the 
other  Bouth  African  States,  it  is  nndoBirahle  to 
Mr,  Dmdlon^h 
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promote  the  a/Efgrandiaement  of  the  Tranavaml 
BtMe  by  giving  it  a  aeaboard," 

After  what  has  fallen  from  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  bs  to  tlie  undesir- 
ability  of  debating  the  'question  at  this 
moment,  I  will  postpone  my  Motion. 
I  hope  that,  having  regard  to  the  ijn- 
pprtflnce  of  the  question,  the  Government 
will  take  an  early  opportunity  to  give 
a  day  for  itsdiectission,  or  will  so  arrange 
tlie  Estimates  that  the  matter  may  he 
early  discussed. 


MO  TIONS. 


TOWN  AND  COUNTY  COUNClLa  (ABOUTIOK  OK 
ALDERMEN    BTLL). 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jameii  Eowl&ndfl,  Bill  to 
aboliah  the  office  of  Aldermen  on  Town  and 
Oounty  Councils,  ordered  to  he  brought  in  by 
Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Mr,  Picton,  Mr.  Halley 
Stewart  and  Mr,  Bart. 

Bill  presentod,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  192.] 

KIGHT8  OF  WAY  (SCOTLAND). 
♦(6J0.)  Mr.  BLiCHANAN  (Edin- 
burgh, W.)  ;  I  desire  to  call  attention  to 
the  c<:»nstant  encroachment  on  and  the 
frequent  loss  of  public  Eighth  of  Way 
in  Scotland  and  the  insufficiency  of  the 
exiBting  Law  for  the  protection  and  vindi- 
cation of  these  rights,  and  to  move — 

**  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  duty  of  main* 
tutDing  and  protecting  Rights  of  Way  in  Scot- 
land should  he  intrusted  to  the  County  Councila^ 
and  that  tho  law  should  htJ  amended  ao  as  to  ee- 
cure  a  cheaper  and  more  expeditious  method  of 
settling  caaes  relating  to  Eight«  of  Way  than 
the  procedure  now  in  use  providea." 

In  bringing  this  Motion  forward  I  will 
endeavour,  for  more  reasons  than  one,  to 
Ix?  very  brief.  I  am,  I  think,  required  to 
prove  two  thing^s — first,  that  the 
grievance  is  real  and  substantial  ;  and, 
secondly,  to  show  tliat  the  grievance  is 
at  least  in  some  degii?e  capable  of  a 
remedy  by  the  action  of  the  Legislature. 
I  do  not  tliink  1  need  detain  the  House 
by  expatiating  upon  the  value  to  the 
country  of  keeping  up  footpath  Rights 
of  Way  and  drove  roads.  And  I  need 
not,  I  think,  go  into  detail  as  to  the 
character  of  the  legislation  that  should  be 
piiBsed,  lielieving  that  such  a  proposal  bm 
I  am  making  in  of  the  nature  of  Ji  sugges- 
tion for  legislation  on  the  part,  of  a 
res[K>n6iblt'  Grt'vcrnment,  and  that  it  is  not 
required  of  me  to  sketch  out  a  skeleton  of 
a  Bill.     Last  year,  in  the  diBcufiaiou  of 
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tke  Scottiiih  Local  GbTemment  Bill,  we 
had  an  opportnnity  of  dealing  with  this 
question,  and  there  were  various  Amend- 
ments suggested  which  would  have 
carried  out  to  a  very  large  degree  the 
objects  T  have  in  view.  It  is  more  or  less 
with  the  view  of  suggesting  legislation  on 
similar  lines  that  I  now  bring  forward 
this  Motion.  On  the  Scotch  Local 
Government  Bill  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland  opposed  an  Amendment 
which  I  brought  forward  in  reference  to 
rights  of  way,  on  the  ground  that 
there  was  no  real  grievance,  and  that  the 
establishment  of  a  right  of  way  was  a 
popular  action  which  could  be  raised  by 
anyone.  First  of  all,  as  to  the  argument 
that  there  is  no  real  grievance.  No  one 
who  knows  Scotland  can  have  any  doubts 
on  the  subject.  In  the  Lowlands  of 
Scotland  we  are  not  so  happily  situated  as 
you  in  England,  where  in  some  countries 
have  footpaths  almost  through  every  field. 
It  was  a  saying  of  Lord  Cockbum  that  we 
ought  to  have  a  pathway  through  every 
field,  in  order  to  enjoy  the  beauties  of 
our  country.  In  Scotland  that  is  long 
past  praying  for,  I  am  afraid.  In  the 
Lowlands  the  footpaths  are  quickly  pass- 
ing away  from  us,  and  in  the  Highlands 
also  the  people  are  in  danger  of  losing, 
from  various  causes,  their  footways  and 
paths.  It  was  pointed  out  last  year  that 
the  Society  in  Edinburgh,  which  has  been 
very  active  in  connection  with  this  ques- 
tion, had  reported  no  less  than  40  cases 
in  a  single  year  of  infringement  of  right 
of  way  in  Scotland.  I  was  looking 
througb  the  Minute  Books  of  this  Society 
the  other  day,  and,  taking  a  single  meet- 
ing of  Directors  at  haphazard,  I  found,  as 
a  matter  of  ordinary  business,  it  had 
before  it  seven  or  eight  cases  of 
attempts  to  shut  up  rights  of  way. 
I  found  on  this  occasion  that  besides 
what  the  Society  was  then  mainly  oc- 
cupied with,  namely,  the  case  of  the 
Glen  Doll  road,  and  matters  of  imme- 
diate interest  to  Edinburgh,  it  was 
dealing  with  the  intended  shutting  up  of 
a  right  of  way  in  the  Trossachs  with 
another  case  in  Sutherlandshire,  one  at 
Ardgour,  one  near  Dunfermline,  one  in 
Perthshire,  one  near  Stirling,  and  one 
caae  of  a  footpath  loading  to  the  falls  of 
the  Glomach,  the  highest  waterfall  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  one  of  the  most 
remarkable  sights  in  the  country.    This 


waterfall  a  few  years  ago  was  open  to  all 
tourists,  travellers,  and  the  public  gener- 
ally. Well,  these  are  some  of  the  cases 
which  have  come  before  that  Society — 
a  Society  which  does  not  pretend  to 
extend  its  researches  and  work  over  the 
whole  of  Scotland.  I  have  here  a  copy 
of  a  map  showing  the  rights  of  way  that 
have  been  closed  during  the  last  half- 
century  in  a  single  parish  in  the  Low- 
lands. There  have  been  many  church 
roads  and  public  footpaths  closed  there. 
As  hon.  Members  may  have  noticed 
recently  in  the  Scotch  newspapers,  the 
matter  has  been  taken  up  by  the  Teviot- 
dale  Farmers'  Club,  although  farmers 
themselves  are  often  as  inimical  to  rights 
of  way  as  proprietors.  This  Club  was 
appealed  to  by  the  Galashiels  Farmers* 
Club,  and  at  one  of  thL:ir  meetings  the 
chairman  insisted  on  the  importance  of 
doing  what  they  could  to  prevent  the 
blocking  up  of  footpaths,  and  of  doing  all 
in  their  power  to  get  their  fellow-farmers 
to  assist  them  in  tlie  matter.  He  said 
that  these  roads  could  not  be  closed  if 
farmers  only  used  them.  I  may  further 
illustrate  the  early  recurrence  and  the 
reality  of  the  grievance  by  a  corres- 
pondence that  appeared  in  yesterday's 
Scotsman,  That  correspondence  has 
reference  to  two  rights  of  way  ; 
one  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Edin- 
burgh and  the  other  near  Crieff. 
The  latter  case  created  considerable  sen- 
sation, and  last  Sunday  a  number  of  the 
inhabitants  went  up  the  road  and  demo- 
lished the  obstruction,  afterwards  pro- 
ceeding to  the  parish  church  of  Monzie, 
where  at  the  conclusion  of  his  service  the 
minister,  the  Rev.  James  Taylor,  referred 
to  the  unusual  attendance,  and,  while 
expressing  himself  pleased  to  see  them, 
hoped  they  would  keep  within  the  bounds 
of  the  law.  I  think  that  incident  in  it- 
self shows  how  strong  the  feeling  is  in 
localities  where  there  is  an  interference 
with  such  valuable  rights  as  are  the 
rights  of  way  in  Scotland.  The  causes  of 
shutting  up  rights  of  way  are  un- 
doubtedly of  a  varied  character.  Some 
of  them  are  remediable  by  the  action 
of  this  House,  and  some  are  un- 
doubtedly altogether  outside  the  action 
of  this  House.  No  doubt  in  the  Low- 
lands a  vast  number  of  rights  of  way 
which  existed  30  or  40  years  ago,  have 
been    extinguished    in    oonsequence  of 
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larg-e  farming  operations^  and  I  am  nfraid 
no  atk^mpt  coiiUl  now  Ije  miidu  with  iiny 
chance  of  success  to  re-open  them.  No 
doubt,  owing  to  ihe  great  extension  of 
mil  ways,  c-attie  arc  now  larojely  trans- 
ported  by  railway  instead  of  by 
road  ;  but  the  old  drove  roads  still 
continno  to  be  the  means  of  com- 
municatiofi  between  one  hirge  district 
and  another.  In  respect  of  ihe  inter- 
fei*enoe  by  the  Raihvay  Companies 
witli  fot»tpath8  and  old  drove  roads 
there  is  a  very  special  grievance,  and 
one  which  is  quite  t^jiable  of  being  set 
right  by  legislation.  It  is,  I  think,  within 
the  knowledge  of  the  House  that  a  Rail- 
way Company  which  wishes  t^  make  a 
iniilroad  in  Scotland  ia  not  obliged  to  give 
any  formal  intimation  to  any  public 
authority  respecting  its  interference  with 
footpaths,  flrovc^ -roads,  or  any  rruuls  that 
arc  not  under  the  jurisdiction  of  tlie 
Road  Trustees,  Consequt«ntly,  a  Ruilway 
Company  may  come  forward  and  interfere 
w^ith  footpiths  or  drove  roads,  and  alter 
them  or  close  them,  and  there  is  no 
public  authoritj^  wJiose  leave  it  has 
to  ask,  or  who  ia  bound  to  sec 
that  it  carries  out  its  promises.  There 
is  one  >vell- known  instance  to  winch 
1  will  call  the  attention  of  the 
House.  One  of  the  most  beautiful 
pathways  near  Aberdour,  on  the 
Firth  of  Forth,  w^tts  attempt-ed  to  be 
closed  by  a  landowner  many  yesirs  ago, 
and  it  was  only  tli rough  tlio  efforts  of  an 
tldin  burgh  Society,  and  by  the  ex[)endi- 
ture  of  several  thousand  pounds,  that  the 
public  rights  were  vindicfitod.  What 
has  since  happened  ?  The  North  Bntish 
Railway  Company  got  pi>wer  to  make  a 
line  of  railway  fi*om  tlic  Forth  Bridge 
to  Abeitlour  and  Burntisland,  Tliey 
had  to  ask  no  Local  Authority  for  the 
power  of  interfering  with  the  fix^tjiath, 
and  it  was  no  one's  duty  to  examine  the 
phma  or  character  of  the  interference. 
Tliey  have  tsiken  |)os3esBion  of  tht^  few  »tpath 
and  have  cut  dow  n  the  trees,  so  that  now 
that  most  beautiful  footpath  is  irrtrmedi- 
ably  destroyed.  It  is  quite  possible  for 
Parliament  to  provide  in  the  future  for 
the  prevention  of  such  destruction  as 
this.  There  is,  undoubtedly,  in  tlic 
Highlands  a  very  large  increase  in  the 
strict  preservation  of  gstnie,  and  larger 
and  larger  tracts  of  countr)"  are  being 
ttirued  into  deer  forests  Not  only 
Mr,  Buchaiian 


is   this    done    by   the    proprietors,    but 
it      is      very      often      done      also     by 
the     tenants.      I     am    certain    that    the  i 
common  opinion  of  Scotland  is  shared  by 
hon.  Memlx?rs  of  this   House,  and  that  ] 
there  ia  a  strong  feeling  that  the  length 
to  whicli  tliis  practice  hys  been  carried 
in  Scotland  in  recent  years  is  an  abuse  of  [ 
all  honest  and  fair  sport,  and  is  likely  to] 
bring  very  serious  consequences  indeed] 
ujion    those    who   have,    during   recent  | 
times,  indulged  in  it.       In  those  parts  of 
Scotland  the  population   is,  undoubtedly, 
very    sparse  ;    and  therefore,  no  doubt, 
public  attention  is  not  so  speedily  drawn 
to  any  encroachment  on  righttj  of  way  as  1 
would  be  the  case  in  a  populous  part  of 
the    country.       More    than     tliat,    the 
estiites   in   tlie    Highlands   are    of    vast ' 
extent  ;     and     in      sctme       cases     the 
inhabitants     of  large    districts,   are  all 
the      tenants      of    a      single     landlord*  I 
It  is  hardly  to  be  expected  that,  under 
such  circumstances,  the  tenants  are  likely 
to  take  action  for   the  defence  of  publiol 
lights   agikinst  jl  man   who,  as   it  were, 
holds  them  Ixidy  and  soul  in  the  hollow 
of    his    hand.     The     riglit     of     action  j 
alluded  to  by  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland(Mr  Stonnonth Darling)  lastyeai* 
as  a  right  held  by  everybody,  is,  in  such 
a  case,  a  vain  privilege,  which  they  are 
utterly  unabletoexercise.  Again, it isvery ] 
frequently  the  case    that   when  a   pro-] 
prietor  in  the  Highlands  wnshes  to  shut 
up  a  right  of    way,    ho  does    so    only  \ 
as    against    the    public,     and     not      as  I 
against  his  own  tenants ;  and  we  then 
have,  as  we  have  bo  often  in  the  High- ' 
lands,  the  rules  of  an  estate   substituted 
for  the  law^  of  the  land.     This  is,    un- 
doubtedly, a  very  serious  ovil,  and  one 
which  we   should  do  our  best  in  eveiy 
way    tc»    check.     I   will    now    give  the  I 
House  a  single  instance  of  how  exceed-i 
irigly  difficult — in  fact,  how  impossible — I 
it    is    for    the     poor    inhabitants    of    fi| 
Highland  parish  to  challenge  an  infringe* 
ment  of  a  right  of  way,  however  strong  ' 
their  case   may  be,     I  refer  to  the  welh 
kni>wn    Glendoll    case.     GlendoU    is    a 
valley   in  Forfarshire,  and  the  Glendoll 
road  leads  from  the  valley  to  tlie  upper 
waters  of  Deeside.     It  was  much  used  in 
former  times  as   a   drove  road,    for  the 
conveyance   of    cattle    and    sheep  from 
Doesido  down  to  the  markets  of  Forfar- 
shire.    It  ia,  Qndoubt^t?dly,  less  used  now, 
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if  used  at  all,  for  the  conveyance  of 
cattle ;  bnt  it  is'the  only  means  of  com- 
mxinication  for  foot-passengers  between 
the  upper  waters  of  Deeside  and  the 
lower  country.  A  new  proprietor 
bought  the  estate  five  or  six  years  ago 
and  proceeded  to  shut  up  the  road. 
This  was  in  1885.  The  case  was  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Rights  of  Way 
Society  in  Edinburgh.  They  devoted 
much  deliberation  to  it,  and  it  was  not 
till  the  summer  of  1886  that  they  issued 
a  summons  against  the  proprietor  of 
GlendoU  for  shutting  up  the  road.  On 
the  20th  of  July  in  that  year  Lord 
Kinnear,  the  Lord  Ordinary,  ordered 
the  case  to  be  tried  by  a  jury  at  Edin- 
burgh. The  proprietor  appealed  against 
that  judgment,  on  the  ground  that  it 
ought  to  be  tried  before  the  Judge  him- 
self. The  Second  Division  of  Court  of 
Session  reversed  Lord  Klinnear's  decision, 
and  ordered  the  trial  to  be  held  before 
his  lordship  without  a  jury.  The  Lord 
Ordinary  gave  judgment  in  favour  of  the 
public,  and  his  decision  was  affirmed  by 
the  Inner  House,  and  finally  by  the  House 
of  Lords ;  but  the  C€we  was  protracted 
for  more  than  two  years,  while  the  costs 
incurred  in  the  litigation  amounted  to 
X4,500.  The  taxed  costs  of  the  Rights 
of  Way  Society  were  nearly  £1,300,  and, 
although  they  won  in  every  Court,  they 
had  to  pay  £650  for  extra  costs 
out  of  their  pwn  pockets.  It  is 
therefore  idle  to  say  that  any  indi- 
vidual is  at  liberty  to  enforce  public 
rights  of  way  unless  he  is  also  prepared 
to  incur  considerable  pecuniary  loss  even 
in  cases  in  which  he  is  successful.  Surely 
here  we  have  not  a  satisfactory  legal 
method  of  settling  such  cases.  All  Qie 
evidence  had  to  be  got  in  the  locality 
itself ;  and  surely,  therefore,  the  case  is 
one  which  ought  to  have  been  tried  in 
the  locahty  itself.  Again,  if  you  desire 
to  obtain  a  decision  on  matters  of  fact 
you  generally  submit  them  to  a  jury. 
Then  I  say  that,  inasmuch  as  what  is 
everybody's  business  is  nobody's  business, 
in  a  claim  like  that  set  up  by  the 
proprietor  of  Glendoll  to  a  right  of  way 
which  had  been  well-known  for  genera- 
tions, it  ought  to  be  the  duty 
of  a  public  authority  —  some  one 
like  the  Procurator  Fiscal,  for  instance — 
to  take  care  that  such  grievous  wrongs 
are     not    inflicted     on    the    public    as 


would  have  been  inflicted  if  he  had 
succeeded  in  stopping  this  right  of 
way.  We  want  to  do  more  than  simplify 
and  cheapen  the  procedure  in  cases 
that  arise.  We  want  to  secure  that 
Glendoll  cases  shall  not  arise  in  the 
future.  With  this  object  in  view,  what 
we  desire  to  obtain  is  that  which  I 
brought  before  the  House  last  Session  on 
the  Local  Government  Bill,  namely,  that 
the  responsibility  of  looking  after  foot- 
paths and  rights  of  ways,  especially  in  the 
Highlands,  inasmuch  as  they  personally 
concern  the  welfare  of  the  inhabitants, 
should  be  put  upon  those  whom  they 
elect  as  their  representatives  in  the 
County  Council.  We  have  already 
transferred  to  the  County  Council  all  the 
former  duties  of  Road  Trustees,  and  why 
should  we  not  transfer  to  them  the  duty 
of  looking  after  rights  of  way  ?  I  would 
respectfully  urge  the  Members  of  this 
House  to  consider  whether  there  are 
any  valid  objections  to  a  proposal  like 
this.  Last  year  we  had  the  support 
of  four-sixths  of  the  Scottish  Mem- 
bers. Every  Scottish  Liberal  Unionist 
Member  who  was  present,  and  several 
Scottish  Conservative  Members,  voted 
for  my  Amendment  on  the  Local 
Government  Bill.  If  there  was  a^i 
that  time  any  fear  on  the  part 
of  Members  opposite  in  entrusting 
these  duties  to  the  County  Councils 
they  must  surely  have  been  re-assured 
by  the  elections  which  have  shown  that 
the  men  who  have  hitherto  managed 
county  affairs  in  Scotland  have  retained 
their  full  share  in  county  management. 
There  is  no  reason  to  apprehend  for  a 
moment  that  any  revolutionary  work 
can  be  undertaken  by  the  Couniy 
Councils  if  these  powers  are  conferred  on 
them;  and  it  is  undoubtedly  the  case  that 
we  shall  not  be  able  to  settle  this  ques- 
tion satisfactorily  until  we  put  the  duty 
upon  the  County  Council  altogether. 
We  want  to  secure  that,  instead  of  its 
being  easy  for  a  proprietor  to  shut  up  a 
right  of  way,  it  shall  be  difficult  to  do 
so  and  easy  to  defend  the  rights  of  the 
public  in  the  matter.  I  beg  to  move 
the  Motion  of  which  I  have  given 
notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  it  Ib  expedient  that  the  duty  of  main- 
taining and  protecting  rights  of  way  in  Scot- 
land should  be  intrusted  to  the  County  Councils, 
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nDii  that  the  Uw  shonld  "be  amended  8o  h%  to 
securtj  u  cheaper  und  more  cJtpeditiouB  iriethod 
of  aattliug  ciiB«a  relating  to  tlghta  of  wtiy 
tbdn  the  procodure  oow  in  use  provides.'*—  (Mr. 
Mueh<ifuin.) 

*(6,400  Mr,  BEYCE  (Aberdeen)  ;  I 
shall  endeavour,  in  the  few  mirmtes 
which  aru  all  I  moan  to  occupy,  to  state 
to  the  Hous©,  tirst,  what  I  believe  to  be  the 
nature  of  the  wrong  and  gi'ievance  under 
which  we  in  Scotland  have  so  long  suf- 
fered, and  then  the  character  of  the  remedy 
we  pmpose*  Hon.  Memburs  know  that 
this  question  of  rights  of  way  is  serious 
in  England,  but  it  is  far  more  seriouB  in 
Scotland,  My  hon.  Friend  very  properly 
pointed  out  that  the  rti  were  always  fewer 
rights  of  yffLj  in  Scotland  tlian  in  Eng- 
land, and  that  the  circumstances  of  Scot- 
laud  hav^e  beon  less  favoumble  iti  Scot- 
laud  for  the  retention  of  the  rights  which 
exist.  Thcro  has  been  greater  depopu- 
lation going  on,  especially  in  the  hilly 
districts,  in  Scotland  than  in  England, 
^nd  therefore  there  is  a  much  smaller 
number  of  people  interested  in  rights  of 
way,  and  the  difficulty  both  of  preserving 
rights  of  way  by  frequent  user  and  thnt  of 
obtaining  evidence  in  regard  to  tlum  is 
far  groatei"  in  Scotland  than  in  England, 
My  iiom  Friend  has  dwelt  upon  the 
tendency  of  Scotch  sporting  prnprietors 
tfi  endeavour  to  close  roads,  T  desire  to 
Ctill  attention  to  another  diificulty  in  tlie 
matter,  and  that  is  to  be  fotind  in  the 
character  of  iScotch  legal  jjroceedings.  In 
England  these  cases  have  always  gone 
before  a  jury  wlio  very  laudaljly  tem- 
pered the  extreme  rigidity  of  the  law  with 
considemtion  for  the  public  interest 
Within  the  last  10  or  1 2  years  the  Court 
nf  Session  has  begun  to  refuse  to  allow 
cases  of  till s  kind  to  go  befon^  juries,  and 
lias  insisted  upon  their  being  tried  be- 
fore Judges..  That  has  had  two  unfortu- 
nate effects.  In  the  first  plaee,  it  has  led 
to  a  more  strict  and  exact  construction  of 
everything  in  favour  of  the  prt>pr?etL^r 
against  the  public  than   has  taken   place 

in  FjO gland.  Anyone  who  is  familiar 
with  the  trial  of  these  cjtses  in  both 
countries  will  see  that  the  attitude  of  the 


English  juries  is  more  liberal  and  more 
indulgent  to  the  rights  and  claims 
of  the  pul>lic  than  has  generally  been 
the  action  of  the  Judges  in  Scotland  ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  there  is 
this  veiy  seriou-s  difference,  that  trial 
before  a  jury  in  Scotland  means  a  cx»m- 
pleto  and  iinal  determination  of  the  case; 
but  trial  before  a  Judge  means  a  series  of 
api>eals  which  run  on  until  the  unhappy 
litigant  is  landed  in  tlie  House  of  Lords. 
Therefore,  the  fact  that  these  cases  in 
Scotland  are  tried  before  Judges  and  not 
befort*  juries  haet  the  effect  of  making  the 
assertion  of  public  right  a  far  more  diffi- 
cuJt  and  costly  process  than  it  is  in  Eng- 
land. I  am  also  bound  to  say  that  the 
ScntcVi  proprietors  have  shown  less  regard 
to  public  rights,  feeling  themselves  less 
amenable  to  public  opinion,  than  the  Eng- 
lish landowners.  It  may  be  asked  what  are 
the  remedies  we  propose  1  We  proposed  to 
create  a  Local  Authority,  whose  duty  it 
should  be  to  protect  the  rights  of  the 
public.  My  hon.  Friend  suggests  the 
County  Council,  but  we  are  quite  pre- 
pared t^T  consider  any  other  authority-  It 
is  all  very  well  for  the  Lord  Advocate 
to  say,  ?is  he  said  last  year,  that  luiyone 
can  bring  an  action.  It  is  quite  trne  that 
!i.nyone  can  bring  an  action  to  enforce  a 
right  of  way  if  he  is  prepared  to  spend 
a  sum  of  money  which  may  run  from 
£500  to  £600  or  upwards  if  he  succeeds, 
and  which  may  mean  several  thousand 
j>ound8  if  he  fails.  In  the  ca^e  of  Glen 
Doll,  a  Society^  with  ver}^  limited  funds, 
took  nj)  the  matter,  and  although  tliey 
succeeded  they  were  obliged  to  pay  £650 
of  extra  judicial  expenses  in  addition  to 
expenses  they  recovert»d  from  the  de- 
fendant. We,  therefore,  want  to  have 
p>wer  given  to  the  Local  Authority  and 
we  also  want  a  cheaper  process,  and  that 
cheaper  process  is  by  sending  the  cases 
before  a  jury.  At  the  same  time,  it  is  not 
the  function  of  my  hon.  Friend  or  myself 
to  suggest  remedies  for  evils  that  exist ; 
it  is  the  function  of  the  Government  to  [ 
do  that  if  they  admit  the  grievance, 
My  hon.  Friend  brought  in  a  Bill  last 
year,  and  I  brought  one  in  the  year 
before  last,  but  the  Government  did  not 
fjivour  either  of  those  Bills  ;  in  fact,  neither 
measure  ever  came  upfor  discussion  in  the 
House.  We  now  ask  the  Government  if  they 
do  not  deny,  as  they  cannot  venture  to 
deny,  that  these  rights  of  way  are  being 
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lost,  and  that  people  snfEer  by  the  loss 
themselves  to  take  up  the  matter.  If  the 
Government  are  dissatisfied  with  the 
remedies  we  suggest,  let  them  suggest 
other  remedies  of  their  own.  The  case  is 
urgent.  The  difficulty  of  preserving 
evidence  becomes  greater  every  year, 
as  the  depopulation  of  hilly  districts 
becomes  greater  every  year.  These 
rights  have  become  of  less  value  to  one 
class  of  people,  namely,  the  cattle  drovers, 
because  of  the  great  railway  systems. 
But  they  are  rights  which  have  become 
far  more  valuable  to  the  nation  than 
they  were  formerly.  Scotland  is  now  a 
great  recreation  ground  for  the  people  of 
South  as  well  as  of  North  Britain.  While 
hon.  Members  go  there  in  the  autumn 
for  their  sport,  very  large  numbers  of 
their  less  wealthy  fellow-subjects  go 
there  for  recreation  and  the  enjoyment 
of  nature  and  solitude.  I  ask  the  House 
to  preserve  for  the  people  the  means  and 
opportunities  of  enjoying  nature  and 
solitude  in  this  beautiful  mountainous 
country  of  ours,  and  to  secure  to  them  a 
heritage  which  has  become  in  this  busy 
and  unquiet  age  more  than  ever  precious. 

*(6.52.)  MR.MARKSTEWART(Kirk- 
cudbright) :  lean  understand  hon.  Gentle, 
men  who  have  a  grievance  as  to  right  of 
way  wishing  to  remedy  it,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  in  most  parts  of  Scotland  the 
grievance  is  almost  nil.  In  the  Lowland 
counties,  of  which  I  more  particularly 
speak,  there  is  very  little  grievance  in 
this  matter.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
the  statement  as  to  the  law  which  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bryce)  made  is  not 
quite  correct.  He  said  it  is  customary 
for  cases  of  right  of  way  in  England  to 
go  before  juries,  while  in  Scotland  they 
go  before  Judges.  On  the  contrary,  it  is 
the  rule  in  Scotland  that  such  questions 
go  before  juries.  It  is  only  cases  in 
which  there  are  exceptional  circum- 
stances which  go  before  Judges. 

*Mb.  BRYCE  :  I  said  that  within  the 
last  10  or  12  years  the  Conrt  of  Session 
has  invariably  sent  these  cases  before 
Judges. 

•Mr.  mark  STEWART:  I  cannot 
help  thinking  it  would  be  most  unwise 


to  overburden  the  new  County  Councils 
with  work.  Certainly  it  would  be 
especially  unwise  to  saddle  them  with 
vexatious  questions  of  this  kind.  The 
best  remedy,  after  all,  is  publicity.  There 
are  proprietors  and  proprietors,  and  I 
maintain  the  majority  of  the  proprietors 
would  be  far  more  willing  to  give  way  in 
matters  of  this  kind  than  to  incur  costs 
in  a  Law  Court. 

(6.55.)  Mr.  a.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh- 
shire) :  I  should  like  very  much  to  hear,  be- 
fore the  debate  is  much  further  advanced, 
whether  or  not  the  Government  see 
their  way  to  propose  legislation  in  the 
direction  wished  for.  I  do  not  deny 
there  may  be  something  in  what  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Mark  Stewart)  has  just 
said,  namely,  that  when  you  are  starting 
a  mw  system  it  is  well  not  to  overburden 
it.  I  should  not  be  inclined  to  press  the 
appeal  on  the  Government  if  the  Lord 
Advocate  will  indicate  that  they  will 
favourably  entertain  the  matter  on  some 
future  occasion  wiih  a  view  to  retaining 
the  rights  of  way  to  the  Scottish  people. 
Having  said  this,  I  must  add  that  no  one 
fe6ls  more  strongly  than  I  do  the  desira- 
bility of  retaining  these  valuable  rights 
to  the  country.  The  country  has  very 
much  changed  its  character,  and  villages 
are  becoming  great  towns ;  and  in  many 
ways  there  is  much  greater  necessity 
than  formerly  for  preserving  righte 
which,  in  old  days,  very  much  preserved 
themselves.  These  rights  are  becoming 
endangered  in  many  ways  in  many  parts 
of  the  country.  There  is  no  proposal  to 
take  rights  away  from  anybody.  There 
is  no  desire  to  take  from  any  landlord  or 
tenant-farmer,  or  anyone  else,  any  right 
he  at  present  enjoys.  The  intention  of 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Buchanan)  is  to 
protect  rights  of  the  public  where  they 
exist ;  and  I  should  like  to  remind  the 
Lord  Advocate  that  during  the  Election 
of  1886,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
speaking  at  Edinburgh,  said  he  con- 
sidered guardianship  of  public  rights  was 
essentially  one  of  those  matters  which 
might  very  well  be  entrusted  to  County 
Councils.  At  all  events,  we  have  on  our 
side  the  good  wishes  of  an  important  Mem- 
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ber  of  the  present  Government,  and, 
therefore,  I  am  fondly  hoping  we  shall 
have  some  indication  from  the  Lord 
Advocate  that  at  no  distant  time  the 
Government  will  deal  with  the  subject. 
If  we  receive  such  an  indication,  I 
personally  would  not  be  inclined  to  press 
the  Motion  to  a  decision. 

*(6.58)  Mr.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries)  :  I 
hope  the  Lord  Advocate  will  see  his  way  to 
agree  to  this  Resolution,  and  in  any  case 
I  trust  hon.  Gentlemen  who  represent 
English  constituencies  will  observe  that  in 
this  case  most  of  the  Scotch  Members  are 
at  one.  It  is  not  unreasonable  in  us  to 
invoke  the  assistance  of  English  Mem 
bers  under  such  circumstances.  Let  me 
remind  hon.  Gentlemen  that  this  is  a 
question  upon  which  Scotchmen  and 
residents  in  Scotland  must  of  necessity 
know  more  than  others.  It  has  not  been 
disputed  that  a  grievance  does  exist. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Kirkcudbright  (Mr.  Mark  Stewart)  says 
he  does  not  know  of  any  grievance  in 
his  own  part  of  the  country ;  but,  in  a 
part  of  the  country  not  many  miles 
removed  from  the  hon.  Gentleman's  con- 
stituency, there  exists  a  very  great  griev- 
ance. In  many  parts  of  the  Lowlands,  by 
reason  of  changes  in  farming,  there  have 
been  grave  infringements  of  public 
rights.  The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Mark  Stewart),  who  spoke  against 
the  Motion,  has  given  us  as  one  reason 
why  this  remedy  should  not  be  applied 
that  the  County  Councils  are  over- 
burdened with  work  and  should  not 
have  this  additional  labour  cast  upon 
them.  Why,  Sir,  the  County  Councils 
in  Scotland  have  to  deal  with  a  two- 
penny or  threepenny  rate  only.  I 
am  far  from  denying  that  County 
Councils  are  an  excellent  institution,  for 
which  the  Conservative  Party  very  pro- 
perly claim  full  credit ;  but  they  have  as 
yet  little  work  to  do,  and  it  is  our  hope 
that  before  long  not  only  this  duty,  but 
other  duties  of  an  important  character 
will  be  laid  upon  their  shoulders. 
Another  reason  put  forward  is  that  there 
is  no  general  desire  on  the  part  of  pro- 
prietors to  infringe  these  public  rights, 
and  the  hon.  Member  thinks  that  no 
remedy  for  the  evil  that  does  exist  should 
be  provided  until  it  is  shown  that  the 
Mr.  A.  MlioL 


necessity  exists  all  over  the  country,  that 
all  proprietors  have  this  desire.  But 
that  is  not  my  view.  Even  if  we  have 
not  a  grievance  in  our  own  district,  we 
ought  to  recollect  that  it  undoubtedly 
exists  in  other  parts  of  Scotland,  and  we 
should  co-operate  with  our  friends  who 
represent  northern  constituencies.  But 
I  say  the  grievance  does  exist  in  the 
South  also,  and  I  sincerely  hope  we  shall 
be  gratified  by  learning  from  the  Lord 
Advocate  that  the  Government  intend 
to  apply  some  remedy  or  to  give  us  facili- 
ties for  bringing  in  remedial  legislation. 

(7.3.)  Me.  FINLAY  (Inverness,  &c.)  : 
It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  though 
the  interests  of  the  public  in  rights  of 
way  are,  as  a  whole,  very  great,  the 
interest  of  each  individual  is  very  small 
relatively  to  that  of  the  proprietor  who 
desires  to  abolish  the  right  of  way,  and 
the  result  is  that  proprietors  occupy  a 
position  of  great  advantage  owing  to  the 
disinclination  of  any  individual  to  under- 
take the  expensive  task  of  asserting  the 
right  of  way  and  defending  it  in  the 
Law  Courts.  Such  rights  of  way  are 
generally  of  most  importance  to  the  poor, 
who  are  just  the  persons  who  can  least 
afford  to  do  battle  for  such  rights. 
Under  the  circumstances,  I  think  that 
some  public  authority  ought  to  be 
entrusted  with  the  duty  of  defending 
these  rights  of  way  ;  and  I  hope  that  if 
the  Government  cannot  accept  the 
Motion,  they  will  at  least  express  their 
willingness  to  consider  the  subject  with 
a  view  to  devising  some  machinery  by 
which  the  matter  can  be  satisfactorily 
dealt  with  in  the  public  interest. 

*(7.5.)  Mb.  C.  S.  PARKER  (Perth)  : 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dumfries  has  made  an  appeal  to  a  class 
of  Members  usually  small  in  number 
— I  mean  English  Members — who  care 
to  hear  what  Scotch  Members  have  to  say 
on  a  Scotch  question  before  voting  against 
them.  The  great  majority  of  Scottish 
Members  are  on  one  side,  but  unfortu- 
nately we  cannot  appeal  to  the  majority 
of  English  Members,  who  will  come  in 
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when  the  Division  is  called  and  knpwing 
nothing  of  the  merits  of  the  question 
will  vote  as  the  Government  tells  them. 
I  think  it  is  more  to  the  point  to 
appeal  parsonally  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate,  who 
represents  the  Government  just  now 
and  to  throw  upon  him  the  responsibility 
of  repeating  that  which  happened 
last  Session.  Is  Scotland  again  to  be 
shown  that  although  her  members  in  a 
majority  of  five  or  six  to  one  support  a 
moderate  proposal  urged  with  remark- 
able absence  of  anything  like  sensational 
language  or  exaggeration,  and  although 
that  majority  includes  Conservatives  and 
those  Liberal  Members  who  usually  vote 
with  them,  yet  nevertheless,  because  the 
Government  have  come  to  a  different 
conclusion,  the  general  opinion  of  Scotch 
Members  must  be  overruled?  Surely 
it  is  a  serious  scandal  that  we  should 
have  this  exhibition  of  the  relations  be- 
tween the  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom  and  Scotch  Members  charged 
with  attention  to  Scottish  affairs.  I  am 
not  one  of  those  who  have  encouraged 
the  idea  of  a  Scottish  Parliament — on 
the  contrary,  I  have  voted  twice  against 
it — but  I  must  say  that  if  there  is 
anything  calculated  to  bring  about 
some  radical  change  of  that  character  it 
is  to  find  all  the  moderately  reasoned 
arguments  of  Scotch  Members,  in  favour 
of  a  moderate  proposal,  overruled  in 
the  Division  Lobby  by  Members  from 
England,  who  have  not  heard  the 
debate,  merely  on  the  authority  of 
the  Government.  I  hope  that  the 
Lord  Advocate,  if  he  cannot  accept  this 
Motion,  will,  at  least,  inform  us  what  the 
Gk)vemment  propose  in  substitution  to 
meet  the  widespread  feeling  in  Scotland. 
(7.10.)  Me.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN 
(Birmingham,  W.)  :  The  appeal  just 
made  to  English  Members  relieves  me 
from  the  diffidence  I  felt  at  intervening 
in  a  Scotch  debate.     But  I  may  point  out 


that  English  Members  have  an  almost 
equal  interest  with  Scottish  Members  in 
a  settlement  of  this  question.  Scotland 
has  already  sent  us  very  good  precedents 
in  reference  to  some  matters  which  we 
have  been  glad  to  follow,  and  I  hope 
in  this  matter  Scotland  may  first  obtain 
legislation  which  will  afterwards  be 
applied  to  England.  I  join  in  the  appeal 
to  her  Majesty's  Government  to  give  a 
favourable  consideration  to  this  Motion. 
The  objections  that  have  been  made  to  it 
so  far  have  been  very  feeble.  It  is  said 
that  the  grievance  is  not  a  serious  one, 
and  that,  such  as  it  is,  there  exists  a 
remedy  for  it  in  the  Courts  of  Law.  But 
the  answer  to  this  is  that  in  the  great 
majority  of  cases  in  which  rights  of  way 
are  interfered  with  the  persons  chiefly 
interested  are  not  the  sort  of  people  who 
can  afford  to  contest  the  question  in  the 
Law  Courts.  It  is  the  really  poor  class 
who  are  most  injured  by  these  abuses. 
These  people  ought  to  be  protected  by 
some  Local  Authority.  Then  it  is  said 
that  the  County  Councils  are  new  and 
ought  not  to  be  overburdened.  But 
when  the  County  Councils  were 
established  it  was  not  because  it  was 
thought  merely  that  they  would  dis- 
charge the  old  routine  duties  better  than 
the  magistrates,  but  because  there  were 
a  number  of  public  interests  which  might 
be  advantageously  entrusted  to  the  new 
bodies.  This  is  one  of  the  matters  which 
might  well  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
County  Councils,  and  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  see  their  way  to  giving  the 
Motion  their  favourable  consideration. 

(7.15.)  The  LORD  ADVOCATE 
(Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson,  Bute):  I 
admit  the  moderation  vrith  which  this 
Motion  has  been  supported.  I  acknow- 
ledge the  friendly  tone  in  which  the 
Government  have  been  appealed  to,  but 
I  desire  to  point  out  that  the  Motion  does 
not  merely  assert  that  there  is  a  case 
for  some  change  in  the  law,  or  at  least 
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a  case  for  inquiry,  but  declares  the 
remedy  which  ought  to  be  provided. 
This  subject  was  discussed  twice  over 
when  the  Local  Government  Bill  was 
passing  through  the  House,  and  it  is 
scarcely  wise  when  the  County  Councils 
are  still  on  their  trial  to  impose  on 
them  new  duties.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen,  in  some  of  the  statements  he 
has  made,  has  been  misinformed.  It  is 
not  true  that  these  cases  with  regard  to 
rights  of  way  are  ordinarily  tried  without 
juries.  On  the  contrary,  the  ordinary 
course  is  for  such  cases  to  be  tried  by 
juries,  and  it  is  only  in  exceptional  in- 
stances that  this  course  is  departed 
from.  I  mention  this  because  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  the  House  ought  to 
be  well  assured  of  the  soundness  of  its 
information  before  making  certain  re- 
quirements. It  has  not  been  shown  that 
the  invasion  of  rights  of  way  in  Scotland 
is  of  frequent  occurrence.  In  many 
cases,  when  the  facts  are  carefully  con- 
sidered, it  turns  out  that  though  there 
was  a  primd  facie  case  of  a  right  of  way 
there  is  in  reality  no  such  right.  It 
ought  also  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
result  of  the  present  state  of  feeling  on 
the  subject  has  the  efEect  of  deterring 
proprietors  from  allowing  privileges  to 
the  public  for  fear  that  these  would  after 
some  time  be  claimed  as  of  right.  I  know 
parts  of  the  country  where  the  hills  are 
practically  open  to  all  the  world,  but 
where  no  legal  right  of  way  exists.  In 
certain  counties  the  landlords  have 
thrown  open  the  whole  of  their  hills  to  the 
public.  The  question  arises  whether  the 
public  will  be  benefited  if  this  state 
of  matters  is  interfered  with  and  an 
assertion  of  public  rights  is  made.  There 
is  an  observation  I  wish  to  make,  and 
that  is  that  I  regard  public  rights  of 
this  character  as  rights  of  the  utmost 
value  to  the  community  and  as  of  a  most 
sacred  character.  The  spirit  of  Conser- 
Tatism  is  not  opposed  to  the  assertion  of 
Mr.  J,  P.  B.  RoherUon 


such  rights ;  on  the  contrary,  it  is  of  the 
essence  of  Conservatism  that  popular 
rights  and  privileges  of  this  kind  should 
be  preserved  and  protected.  For  my 
own  part,  I  should  be  against  any  system 
by  which  the  access  of  the  public  to 
rights  of  way  should  be  prohibited.  The 
Motion,  however,  asks  that  the  protection 
of  public  rights  of  way  should  devolve 
upon  the  County  Councils.  If  such  a  duty 
were  cast  upon  popular  representative 
bodies  like  County  Councils  a  great 
temptation  would  be  ofEered  them  to 
neglect  their  more  useful  but  less  obtru- 
sive work,  and  all  sorts  of  litigation 
might  arise.  Last  year  the  hon.  Member 
for  Aberdeen  and  his  Colleagues  intro- 
duced a  Bill  into  the  House  dealing  with 
this  subject,  but  that  Bill  did  not  propose 
to  entrust  the  duty  of  defending  those 
rights  to  any  elective  body.  It  was 
proposed  that  the  Sheriff  or  Sheriff  depute 
of  the  county,  on  the  application  of  two 
or  three  householders,  if  satisfied  that 
there  was  a  priind  facie  case,  should 
permit  an  action  to  be  taken,  the  cost  of 
which  should  be  borne  by  the  rates.  The 
very  fact  that  a  proposal  of  that  kind  was 
made — a  proposal  diametrically  opposite 
to  the  suggestion  now  put  forward — con- 
firms me  in  the  conclusion  at  which  I 
have  arrived.  I  had  expected  that  those 
who  supported  this  Motion  would  have 
brought  forward  a  very  sivong  primd  fucie 
case.  But  I  must  own — whether  it  is  due 
to  insufficiency  of  materials  and  facts,  or 
because  hon.  Gentlemen  do  not  think  it 
worth  while,  I  do  not  know — in  my 
opinion,  no  hon.  Member  has  brought 
such  a  case  forward.  I  will  now  tell  the 
House  the  view  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  take  of  this  subject. 
Although  we  cannot  accede  to  the 
Motion,  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
perfectly  wilKng  to  take  into  their  con- 
sideration any  representations  to  the 
effect  that  to  a  substantial  extent  public 
rights  of  way  are  being  infringed  or 
are  in  danger  of  being  lost,  and  they 
will   see  that    every    means   that   can 
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be  devised  are  taken  for  their  preserva- 
tion and  protection.  Further  than  that 
I  cannot  go,  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment cannot  agree  to  matters  of  this  kind 
being  placed  in  the  hands  of  elective 
bodies  like  County  Councils.  I  shall 
vote  against  the  Motion,  and  I  trust  that, 
for  the  reasons  I  have  stated,  it  will  be 
rejected  by  the  House. 

(7.20.)  The  House  divided  :— Ayes 
110;  Noes  97.— (Div.  List,  No.  32.) 

Resolved, 

'*  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  duty  of  main- 
taiuing  and  protecting  Rights  of  Way  in  Scot- 
land should  be  entrusted  to  the  County 
Councils,  and  that  the  Law  should  be  amended 
80  as  to  secure  a  cheaper  and  more  expeditious 
method  of  settling  cases  relating  to  Rignts  of 
Way  than  the  procedure  now  in  use  provides." 

FOBEIQN    AND  COLONIAL   M£AT. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Yerburgh,  Bill  to  regulate 
the  Sale  of  Foreign  and  Colonial  Meat  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Yerburgh,  Mr.  Carew, 
Mr.  Rankin,  Mr.  Mahony,  and  Mr.  Howell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill    .] 

PUBLIC   HEALTH   ACTS   AMENDMcINl    BILL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  od 
Public  Health  Acts  Amendment  Bill  do  consist 
of  Seventeen  Members. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated 
of,—  Sir  Archibald  Campbell,  Ur.  Farquharson, 
Mr.  Henrj'  H.  Fowler,  Dr.  Fox,  Mr.  Edward 
Hatrdcastle,  Mr.  Hastings,  Mr.  Kendrick,  Mr. 
Long,  Mr.  Francis  Powell,  Sir  Albert  BoUit, 
Sir  Henry  Roscoe,  Mr.  John  Talbot,  Dr. 
Tanner,  Mr.  Wharton,  Mr.  Whitmore,  Mr, 
Henry  Wilson,  and  Mr.  Woodall. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. ~( if r. 
Akera-Louglat,) 

STATUTE   LAW  REVISION   BILL. 

The  Select  Committee  on  Statute  Law  Re. 
vision  Bill  was  nominated  of, — Mr.  Solicitor 
General,  Mr.  Elton,  Mr.  Whitley,  Mr.  Ambrose, 
Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Asquith,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr. 
Francis  McClean,  and  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
Mnd  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum.— (ifr. 
Akert- Douglas.) 
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Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appoin- 
ted to  inquire  into  various  Schemes  which  have 
been  proposed  to  her  Majesty's  Government  to 
facilitate  Emigration  from  the  congested  dis- 
tricts of  the  United  Kingdom  to  the  Briti&h 
Colonies  or  elsewhere ;  to  examine  in  to  the  re- 
sults of  any  Schemes  which  have  received 
practical  trial  in  recent  years ;  and  to  report 
generaUy  whether,  in  their  opinion,  it  is  desi- 
rable that  further  facilities  should  be  given  to 
promote  Emigration ;  and,  if  so,  upon  the 
means  by  and  the  ccnditions  under  which  such 
Emigration  can  best  be  carried  out,  and  the 
quarters  to  which  it  can  most  advantageously 
be  directed. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of 
Twenty-one  Members. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated 
of — Mr.  Ritchie,  Sir  George  Baden-Powell, 
Mr.  Gerald  Balfour,  Mr.  Campbell- Banner  man, 
Dr.  Clark,  Sir  John  Colomb,  Mr.  Munro* 
Ferguson,  Sir  James  Fergusson,  Mr.  Hob- 
house,  Mr.  Loder,  Mr.  James  Maclean,  Mr. 
WiUiam  M* Arthur,  Mr.  Mahony,  Colonel  Mal- 
colm, Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr.  Rankin,  Mr. 
Rathbone,  Mr,  William  Redmond,  Mr.' 
Schwann,  Mr.  Seton-Karr,  and  Mr.  Wode- 
house. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to- 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum.  — (Jfr. 
Akert'Doufflat,) 

ORDER  OF   THE  DAT. 


DIRECTORS  LIABILITY  BILL  (No.  60.) 
SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
*(7.35.)  Mr.  WARMINGTON  (Mon- 
mouth, W.) :  In  moving  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  I  only  wish,  in  the 
few  observations  I  propose  to  make,  to 
explain  the  partiqnlar  matter  at  which  it 
is  aimed,  and  'upon  which  there  is  a 
general  concensus  of  opinion.  It  is 
certain  that  the  amendment  in  the  law 
which  the  Bill  proposes  has  excited  con- 
siderable attention.  I  have  received 
notices  from  50  or  60  different  news- 
papers, and  there  has  been  in  almost 
all  of  them — except  in  those  commonly 
2  U 
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called  financial  papers — ati  agpreement 
that  the  Amendment  I  desire  to  see  intra 
duoed  onght  to  form  part  of  the  law  of 
the  country.  Speaking  generally,  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  is  that  every  person 
who  is  responsible  for  the  issue  of  a 
prospectus  shall  bti  bound  by  the  state- 
ments thei*eiiL  contained,  and  upon  this 
ground — that  it  is  commonly  considered 
that  the  persons  who  issue  a  prospectus 
have  a  knowledge  of  the  subject  it  deals 
with.  One  knows  that  in  ordinary  life 
the  motive  which  mainly  induces  persons 
to  embark  in  joint-stxxjk  enterprises  is 
that  the  statements  contained  in  the 
prospectus  are  backed  or  warranted  by 
respectable  nftmes.  Whatever  doubt 
may  have  been  felt  up  to  a  few  months 
ago»  it  is  now  certain  that  a  person  may 
make  a  false  statement  in  a  prospectus 
and  yet  not  be  civilly  liable  to  per- 
sons who  relied  on  him  if  only  be  can 
say,  ^*  X  did  not  take  any  steps  to  see  if  the 
statement  was  or  vras  not  true,  and  you 
cannot  prove  that  I  fraudulently  made 
it."  I  think  that  that  is  not  a  desirable 
position.  I  have  reason  to  believe  that 
the  Government  will  not  oppose  the 
meaaure.  But  I  am  not  in  any  way 
wedded  to  the  particular  form  in  which 
it  appears,  and  shall  be  willing  to  accept 
any  snggestion  as  to  its  remodelling 
which  the  experience  of  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  and  others  nmy  induce 
them  to  make,  or  I  should  be  willing 
even  to  accept  an  assurance  from  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  his 
Bill  as  to  the  winding-up  of  public  ctim- 
panies  will  be  so  extended  as  to  render 
unnecessary  the  measure  before  the 
House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.*' 

(7.40.)    Thi     attorney     GKX& 

EAL  (Sir  R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) : 

I   do    not    deny   that  there   is    a  good 

deal    of   force    in    the    observations   of 

Mr,   Warm  iiif/(on 
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my  learned   Friend  as   to  the  neceaaity 
of  some  amendment    in  the   law,    bml 
I     can     only    consent    to    the    Seoonj 
Reading  with  a  good  deal  of  reservation 
because    some    expressions    in    it, 
especially    in    the  3rd  clause,   are    vei 
wide  indeed.     For  instance,    it  prop 
that  every  person  who   is  a  dirt^ctor  of  a 
compftxny  at  the  time  the  prospectus    is 
issued  sliaU  give  to  it  a  warranty,   as  it 
were,  of  the  statements  contained    in  it 
I  quite  agree,  after  the  recent   case   iii 
the  House  of  Lords,  that  very    probably' 
some      amendment     will    be    requi 
The  Bill  of  my  right   hon.    Friend    th 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  no  doul 
contains  proposals  to  some  extent  similn 
to  those   in  this  Bill»   in    the  matter  i 
attaching  responsibility  to  directors,  but 
even  those  proposals  have  excited  much 
opposition,   and    the    Government   may 
have  considemble  difficulty   in   carrying 
out  that  amendment  of  the  law.   I  won  I 
suggest  tliat  the  hou.  and  learned  Gentlfl 
man  sbould  let  his  Bill^ — the   proviaioD 
of  which  go  much  further  than    that 
ray   right  hon.  Friend  the    President 
the  Boaixl  uf  Trade — be    reivd   a  secor 
time,  but  should  then  not  prcoeed    witfl 
it  till  it  is  seen  what  is   done   with    Hu 
other  measure-     I  think  it  would  l>e  in- 
advisable to  have  tme  Bill  dealt  with    in 
tliis  House,  and  the  other,  which  contains 
many  cognatt'    matte rs,  by  a  Com  mitt    ~ 
sitting   upstairs.      Under    these   circnii 
stances  the  Gov^ornment  will  not  obje 
to  the  Second  Hejiding  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commit 
for  Tuesday  next. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  wer 
not   present  ;    House  counted,   and 
Members  not  being  found  present — 

House  ndjounied  ut  a  quarter 
before  Ei^ht  o'clock^ 
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HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  19 th  March,  1890. 


QU  E  ST  10  N . 


SEWAGE  AT  8H0EBURY. 

(1.5.)  Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Prdsident  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  it  is  to  be 
understood  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  declines  to  interfere  m  the  pro- 
posed daily  deposit  of  4,000  tons  of  solid 
sewage  in  the  tideway  oflE  Shoebury, 
within  five  miles  of  the  town  of  Sonth- 
end? 

A  LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell,  Wigton)  :  My  right 
hon.  Friend  has  asked  me  to  answer  this 
question,  and  desires  me  to  say  that  when 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  asks  if  the 
Local  Government  Board  "declines  to 
interfere "  that  implies  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  has  a  right  to  inter- 
fere, but  the  fact  is,  as  he  has  already 
informed  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member, 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  does  not 
possess  that  right.  The  Local  Gt)vem- 
ment  Board  has  no  jurisdiction  in  the 
matter. 

Major  RASCH :  In  consequence  of 
the  answer  I  have  received  I  big  to  say 
I  shall  take  the  opportunity  of  calling 
attantion  to  this  subject  in  Committee 
on  the  Estimates,  and  shall  move  a  re- 
duction of  the  Trinity  Housa  Voti. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

BANKRUPTCY  DILL.— (N'o.  1.) 

SECOM)    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

*(1.15.)  Sir  ALBERT  ROLLTT  (Isling^ 
ton,  S.)  :  I  big  t)  move  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill.  Lord  Beaconsfield 
once  remarked  *'  We  have  always  a 
Bankruptcy  Bill/'  but  I  think  I  may 
congratulate  the  Housa  and  the  country 
on  the  fact  that,  at  any  rate  since  the 
passing  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act  of  1883^ 
there  have  been  very  few  such  Bills 
before  the  House,  and  it  is  only  now^ 
after  full  experienca  of  the  working  of 
that  Act,  that  expi-ession  is  given  to  the 
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opinion  of   the   commercial   world,  and 
especially  of  Chambers  of  Commerce,  that 
there  is  a  necessity  for  amending  that 
Statute.     The  Bill  which  I  now  intro- 
duce is  based  on  the  principle,  not  of 
reversing  in  any  degree  the  operation  of 
the  Act  of  1883,  bat  of  extending  and 
strengthening  its  principles.      I  cannot 
help  feeling  that  through  the  whole  cen- 
tury onr  bankruptey  legislation  has  had 
too  mnch  the  character  of  a  reversal  of 
machinery    and    a    series    of   new  de- 
partures,  instead     of    amendments     of 
existing  Statutes,  making  them  to  con- 
form  to    the    teachings    of    experience 
and   so  to  the  commercial  benefit  of  the 
country.     But   now,   it  appears  to   me, 
there   is   no  necessity  for  any  material 
alteration    or    new     departure.        Not- 
withstanding the  evil  prophecies  which 
were  made,  I  think  the  feeling  of  the 
commercial   world   is   that  the  Act    of 
1883    introducad    by    the     right    hon. 
Gentleman     the      Member     for    West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  has,  upon 
the  whole,  worked  successfully,  and  it  is 
not  now  necessary  to  do  more  than   to 
build  further  upon  the  foundations  then 
laid,  and  to  improve  some  clauses  of  the 
Act  which  may  have  been  found   not  to 
work  completely  well  in  practice.  I  think, 
too,  the  Statute  may  be  considered  as 
having  been  beneficial  to  the  trade  of  the 
country,  and  as  having  had  a  tendency  to 
ex{)Ose     departures      from     commercial 
morality,  and,   in  some  respects  at  any 
rate,  it  has  been  a  deterrent  to  misconduct 
on  the  part  of  bankrupts.     But  in  some 
instances  the  full  effect  of  the  sections 
directed  to  this  important  end  have  not 
been  achieved,  and  the  object  of  this  Bill  is 
to  provide    a   remedy   on  these    points. 
Whatever  may  be  thought  of  the  effect  of 
the  Act,  there  is  no  doubt  there  has  been 
recently  a  great  revival  in  trade,  and  I 
think  we  may  attribute  the  long  depression 
from  which  the  business  of  the  country 
suffered  mainly  to  over-production  and  un- 
just competition.  Now,  nothing  stimulates 
unjust  competition  more  than  facilities 
for  debtors  to  prolong  their  periods  of  in- 
solvency by  trading  on  the  capital  of  their 
I  creditors,  to    fail     ultimately    and     pay 
I  those  very  small  dividends  unfortunately 
much  too  characteristic  of  our  bankruptcy  . 
,  administration.     We  hear  a  grant  deal 
I  of  compitition    from     abroad,    and    our 
disadvantages  in  having  to  contend  with 
j  the  commercial  advances  of  other  nati  ns. 
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but  I  venture  to  think  tJiat  we  might  give 
mora  attetition  to  unfair  competition  at 
home,  and  consider  whether  hy  such 
meana  the  larcfe  losses  from  Imnkruptcics 
are  not  preveutible,  and  whet  Iter  \\ 
saving  could  not  thua  be  affected  of  the 
national  wealth  ;  whether,  tii*>,  some 
check  mio-Iit  not  thus  Ix)  put  upon  unjust 
and  undue  competition,  and  the  country 
so  placed  on  a  higher  footing  of  commer* 
cial  morality.  The  Bill,  aa  I  Imve  said,  is 
baaed  cs&entially  on  the  principles  of  the 
Act  of  1885,  With  one,  or  at  the  most 
two  exceptions,  there  will  not  be  found 
any  material  departure  from  them  or  any 
innovation  upon  them.  And  it  is  a  satis- 
faction to  me  to  know  that  in  principle 
the  Bill  is  generally  approveti  by  the 
commercial  world.  It  is  anpyiorted  by 
the  Associated  Chaml>ei*s  of  Commerce, 
who  have  passed  resolutions  in  its  favour, 
and  have  also  presented  j>etitiona  to  this 
Houss  in  its  support.  The  London 
Chamber  of  Commerce  has  also  pro- 
nounced and  petitioned  in  its  favour. 
ami  the  most  important  Chambers  of 
CorametX3ein  the  country  at  Birmino;^ham 
Halifax,  and  elsewhere  have  lodgeti  peti- 
tions praying  this  House  io  pass  the 
measure  into  law.  The  Bill  has  the 
additional  advanta,ge  of  b^ing  bat^ked  by 
Members  of  all  political  opinions,  and  the 
still  j^reater  benefit  of  having  the  approval 
of  both  Front  Benches.  I  take  this  opf^ior- 
tunity  of  acknowledging  the  mat-erial 
assistance  rendered  btith  last  Session  and 
this  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Ti'ade,  and 
I  am  sure  1  am  expre^^stng  the  feeling  of 
the  commercial  public  throuy'hout  the 
country,  and  especiiilly  that  of  Chamlx*rs 
of  Commerce,  when  I  say  there  has  been 
on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
not  only  a  strong  dispi>sition  Uy  promote 
all  h"gisliitii>n  which  has  had  for  ita 
object  the  improvement  of  the  ^mm^  and 
character  of  rtnr  commerce,  l)ut  all  those 
engaged  in  matters  affecting  the  trade 
and  industry  of  the  c«»unti*y  have  found 
him  ready  to  lend  an  attentive  ear  and 
warm  partici[mtion  in  all  measures 
calculated  to  secure  the  advanttige 
of  the  trailing  community.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Second  Rcaiiing,  1  am  gla4l  to 
feel  that  there  are  no  great  difficulties  to 
encounter-  The  points  to  which  T  have 
to  refer  arc  matters  of  detail,  wherein  I 
detect  some  imperfections  disclost^d  by  i 
experience  of  tin*  working  of  the  Act  of 
.Sir  Albert  JioUit  ' 


1883,  and  seek  to  amend  them.  In 
fact,  the  whole  Bill  is  one  to  be  considered 
in  detail  by  a  Committee  upstairs,  rather 
than  to  be  miide  the  subject  of  a  Second 
Beading  discussiorn  At  the  same  time,  | 
I  feel,  concurring  in  the  opinion  of  the 
President  of  the  Bnard  of  Trade,  that  I 
am  called  upon  to  explain  in  a  general 
way  the  principles  upon  which  the  Bill  is 
founded,  and  the  nature  of  the  proposals 
suggested,  but  ultimately  I  shall  propose, 
with,  I  think,  the  approval  of  all  parties, 
that  the  Bill  shall  be  referred  to  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  where 
there  will  be  found,  no  doubt,  matters 
for  •  controversy  and  arrangement. 
I  am  the  more  induced  to  take  this 
course  because  the  Act  of  1883  is  itself 
the  product  of  a  discussion  in  Grand 
Committee,  and  this  seems  to  indicate 
that  it  is  the  most  suitable  method  of 
dealing  with  the  details  of  the  present 
Bill,  On  one  or  two  points,  undoubtedly, 
the  Statute  calls  for  immediate  amend* 
ment.  In  the  first  instance  I  refer  par- 
ticularly to  Clause  21  of  the  Bill,  and 
hero  I  think  there  is  undoubted  reasou 
for  amending  the  law  without  delay.  It 
seeks  to  render  all  bankrupts  in  future 
amenable  for  misden}eanour8  and  offences 
under  Section  11,  Sub-sections  13,  14 
and  15  of  *'The  Debtor's  Act,  1869.'' 
The  bankrupts  it  seeks  to  bring  within 
the  reach  of  this  section  an^  those  who 
file  their  own  petitions  in  bankruptcy, 
and  the  offences  aimed  at  are  obtaining 
goods  on  credit  by  fraudulent  representa- 
tions^ by  pretence  of  carrying  on  trade  in 
the  ordinary  way  of  business,  and  pledgincc 
or  pawning  goods  obtained  on  credit  and 
before  they  are  j^rj'd  for  otherwise  than 
in  the  onlinary  way  of  trade.  The 
House  will  hardly  believe  that  such 
an  anomaly  exists  in  our  bank- 
ruptcy administration  a,s  the  fact  that 
when  a  debtor  hai^  a  p^'tition  in  bank- 
rtiptcy  Hied  ji«^inst  him  he  may,  for  these 
offences,  all  of  a  most  serious  character, 
lie  prosecuted  and  convicted ;  but  if 
he  happens  to  file  his  own  petition  no 
such  result  can  follow,  and  he  may  escape 
the  penalty  of  his  wrongful  trading, 
This  arises  from  a  defect  in  the 
Act  of  188^^,  and  consists  in  the 
absence  of  words  which,  I  think, 
can  only  have  been  omitted  by  inadver- 
tence, for  the  words  tlmt  make  the 
bankrupt  liable  occur  in  another  part 
of  the  sect^n,  even  in  relation  to  the  case 
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where  a  bankrupt  files  his  own  petition: 
In  the  case  of  "  Bnrden  and  Wood  "  in 
relation  to  this  sub-section,  no  order  for 
prosecution  could  be  made,  though  the 
ofEence  was  undoubtedly  committed, 
simply  because  of  this  omission  in 
the  Act  of  words  covering  a  man's 
filing  his  own  petition.  The  diflGi- 
culty  probably  arose  thus :  Prior  to 
the  Act  of  1883,  and  under  the  Act  of 
1869,  a  petition  could  only  be  filed  against 
the  bankrupt,  and  when  the  bankrupt 
fiought  to  institute  proceedings  for  his 
own  absolution  it  was  by  a  petition  for 
liquidation  or  composition.  But  the 
Act  of  1883  introduced  a  new  system, 
tinder  which  a  petition  can  be  filed 
by  or  against  a  debfyor,  and  although 
under  the  previous  practice  and  under 
the  Debtors'  Act  of  1869  a  bankrupt 
could  be  prosecuted  when  a  petition 
was  filed  against  him,  the  new  Act, 
introducing  a  new  system,  and  enabling  a 
debtor  to  file  his  own  petition,  did  not 
provide  in  the  same  Way  for  prosecution 
under  the  Debtors'  Act  in  all  such  cases. 
This  was  probably  a  slip  in  draftsmanship, 
and  with  every^  confidence  I  ask  the 
House  to  say  that,  an  offencp  having 
been  committed,  the  bankrupt  shall  be 
liable,  whether  the  petition  has  been  filed 
by  himself  or  in  hostility  to  him,  to 
the  consequences  of  his  unlawful 
trading.  We  have  seen  the  result  of  the 
omission  from  the  Act  of  1883  in  the 
oase  of  "  Burden  and  Wood,"  and  again  in 
the  well-known  case  of.  Mr.  Walker,  of 
Batley,  it'  was'  impossible  to  make  an 
order  for  prosecution,  though  beyond  all 
doubt  the  offence  had  been  committed. 
Under  such  circumstances  I  can  only  feel 
surprised  that  a  state  of  afEairs,  in  which  a 
bankrupt  can  claim  immunity  because  he 
filed  his  own  petition,  should  have  been 
allowed  to  exist  for  seven  years.  I  can 
only  re-echo  the  words  of  Baron  Pol- 
lock in  a  bankruptcy  case,  "  It  presents 
:a  startling  anomaly."  Whatever  may 
be  thought  of  other  portions  of  the 
Bill,  lam  sure  the  House  will  say  that 
in  the  interest  of  commercial  credit 
this  anomaly  ought  to  be  put  an  end 
to  without  delay.  Another  evil  that 
equally  requires  remedy  is  dealt  with  in 
Clause  22,  which  proposes  to  repeal 
iSection  85  of  the  Larceny  Act,  the  ap- 
plication of  the  terms  of  which,  in 
Bankruptcy  proceedings,  has  seriously 
hampsred  the  elTorts  to  bring  commercial 


criminals — for  so  I  must  call  them — to 
justice.  This  section  of  the  Larceny  Act 
provides  that  no  person  shall  be  liable  to 
be  convicted  of  certain  misdemeanours — 
very  serious  ones,  frauds  or  embezzle- 
ments by  bankers,  agents,  and  factors, 
offences  of  an  essentially  commercial  cha- 
racter— if  he  first  discloses  the  same  in  any 
compulsory  examination  before  the  Court 
in  bankruptcy  proceedings.  Now,  it  has 
been  held  that  this  disclosure  includes 
the  case  of  a  bankrupt  who  has  under- 
gone public  examination.  Of  course,  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Official  Receiver  or 
the  Trustee  upon  the  public  examina- 
tion to  take  care  that  everything 
material  to  the  interests  of  the  creditors 
shall  be  fully  disclosed,  and  the  result  of 
the  operation  of  this  section  of  .the 
Larceny  Act  is,  that  if  a  bankrupt, 
in  the  course  of  his  public  ex- 
amination, has  made  a  statement  which 
would  incriminate  himself,  then,  although 
further  evidence  may  be  forthcoming 
from  an  entirely  independent  source, 
the  law  as  it  stands  is  that  a  prosecution 
shall  not  take  place,  and  the  bankrupt 
escapes,  notwithstanding  his  admission  of 
his  offence.  This  produces  frequent 
miscarriages  of  justice,  and  is  a  very 
serious  commercial  danger.  There  are, 
of  course,  two  principles  in  conflict ;  one 
is,  that  the  truth  and  the  whole  truth  in 
relation  to  all  bankruptcies  shall  be  dis- 
covered ;  and  the  other  is,  that  a  man 
shall  not  be  required  to  incriminate  him- 
self. I  vAture  to  think  that  the  Bill 
adjusts  this  matter  equitably.  It  is, 
monstrous  that  if  a  man  on  examination 
discloses  facts  conclusive  as  to  his  own 
guilt,  independent  testimony  shall  not  be 
able  to  be  adduced  in  crder  to  procure 
his  conviction.  Bat  the  Bill  has  a  proviso 
that  in  cases  where  there  has  been 
an  incriminating  statement  in  public  ex- 
amination it  shall  not  be  used  in 
evidence  against  the  man  who  has  made 
it.  What  is  provided  is  that  a  prosecu- 
tion may  still  take  place  upon  independent 
evidence  derived  from  other  sources. 
That,  I  think,  is  consonant  with  law  and 
equity.  A  jurist  once  said  that  law  and 
equity  were  things  God  had  joined 
together,  but  which  man  had  put  asunder, 
and  I  think  there  can  be  no  better 
illustration  of  this  than  the  state  of  the 
law  I  have  referred  to,  but  if  the  clause  is 
passed,  I  think  the  matter  will  be 
properly  adjusted.  Now  1  come  to  a 
2X2 
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part  of  the  Bankru ptcj  Act  of  1 883, where 
one  must  be  somewhat  ni ore  cr it icaL  The 
effect  of  the  Aet  has  undoubtedly  been» 
as  I  have  Sidd,  to  expose  and  punish 
fraudulent  ti*ading  »s  a  general  rule^  but 
I  must  refer  for  a  moment  to  the 
Report  of  the  Inspector  General  in 
Bankruptcy,  whose  official  statements  may 
be  depended  upon,  and  whose  assistance 
to   myself  I   readily   acknowle<^lge.     He 


•♦The general  feclingof  the  commercial  trorld 
i«,  that  the  effect  of  the  Beclion  providing  for 
the  exposure  and  puoiahment  of  fraudulent 
trading  haA  been  greatly  weakened  and 
very  much  dewtroyed  under  the  fcyatom.  by 
which  a  haDkriipt  guilty  of  gross  coinmercii'd 
irregularities  h  nevertheless  relieved  from  his 
ohIigationSf  subject  only  to  the  nominal  aus* 
pennon  of  his  ilischarge/* 

Now,  I  ask  the  House  to  consider  for  a 
moment  what  is  the  effect  of  a  suspen- 
sion of  discharge,  familiar  as  we  are  with 
such  occurrences  in  bankruptcy.  The 
chief  legal  effect  is  merely  to  prevent  the 
bankrupt  incurring  a  debt  for  more  than 
£20  without  disclosing  the  fact  that  he 
is  an  undischanred  bfinkrupt,  and  if  he 
fails  to  do  that  he  may  be  prosecuted  for 
a  misdemeanour.  But  the  object  of  the 
clause  in  the  Bill  making  the  regulations 
as  to  discharge  more  stringent  Is  not  to 
prevent  legitimate  trading.  On  the  con- 
trary, an  undischarged  bankmpt  can 
trade  legitimately,  subject  to  the  condi- 
tion that  if  he  does  trade,  and  seeks  to 
incur  any  large  liability,  he  must  honestly 
disclose  the  fact  to  the  person  with  whom 
he  is  trading.  We  know  there  are  mani- 
fold methods  by  which  men  carry  on 
trade  illegitimately  after  bankruptcy, 
making  iLse  of  tlie  names  of  relatives  or 
of  strangers,  denuding  themselves  of  tljc 
responsibility  they  may  incur  after  bank- 
ruptcy by  carrying  on  business  in  the  name 
of  other  parties.  There  is  at  the  present 
time  no  obstacle  to  such  trading, 
legitimately  or  illegitimately,  Moi-e- 
over,  for  at  least  a  year  after 
bankruptcy  it  is  very  difficult  for 
a  man  to  obtain  credit ;  but  when  the 
year  has  passed  away,  and  memories  have 
faded  somewhat,  tlieu  he  can  begin 
again  and  incur  new  obligations,  the 
creditors  with  whom  he  is  dealing  being 
unaware  that  he  is  labouring  under  the 
grave  discredit  of  not  having  obtained 
bis  discbarge.  This  matter— ^that  t^us- 
pensiona  of  discharge  are  of  a  nominal 
character— has  attmcted  the  attention  of 
Sir  Albert  MoUit 


the   commercial   community    for   many 
yeai*8,  and  has  received  careful  considera- 
tion    at    the    hands    of    Chambers    of 
Commerce  tlu'ougbout  the  country  ;  and 
in     1886    the    Associated   Chambers   of 
Commerce  passed  a  Resolution,  moved  by 
a  great  commercial  authority,  whose  deati 
has  been  a  great  loss  to  the  comroerciaW 
world — Sir  Jacob  Behrens,  of  Bradford — 
who,  in  strong  terms  in  the  Besohitioiiy 
censured  this  mode  of   carrying  on  busi. " 
ness.     I  stop  to  verify  my  statement  thai 
suspensions  of  discharge  are  of  a  nominal 
character,  wholly    inadequate   to  seen 
proper  trading,  and  to  dett?r  others  from! 
incurring  the  penalty   that   should    at 
tach  to  a  fraudulent  bankrupt-.      Frorntl 
tlie  Report  of  the  Inspector  General  in 
Bankru  ptc3%     I      select     a    few     cases^ 
out    of     a     multitude      said      to      be- 
of     a     typical     character.        In      ono 
case  the  gross  liabilities  of  the  debtoi 
were  £144,354,  and  the  realised  assei 
£166.      In   this  case   the    debtor 
a      merchant       and      steam -shipowner 
who  had  originally  commenced   businesi 
without  any  capital.     He  had  admittedly 
Ijeen  continuing  to  trade    at  a   loss  foi 
some  years  back»  and  canning  forward^ 
ships   and   shares,  which  he  knew  hadF 
uudergone    depreciation,  at  an  excessive 
value  in  his  books.     Among  other  items 
of    liability    was    one   of   £3,500    upo 
accommodation  bills.     Upon  any  true  oi 
reasonable  valuation  of  his  property  h 
must  have  known  that  he  was  insolven 
many    years   before,   and  that   he    wsdj 
contracting  obligations  which  he   had  no 
reasonable  expectation  that  he  would  be 
able  to  meet,  and  the  Court  found 

'*  That  his  hooks  of  account  do  not  diaclnfte 
his  finfiticUl  position  withio  the  three  ytiAT9 
immeduitely  preceding  his  bankruptcy." 

One  would  have  thought  tliis  was  a  case 
calling  for  some  stringent  suspension  of 
discharge ;    but,  notwithstanding   thesi 
fact?,  the  bankrupt  applied  for    his  dii 
charge,    and  obtained   it   subject    to 
suspension  for  three  w^eks.     Re  member 
the  only  penalty  this  involves  is  that  lie 
shall  not  trade  beyond  £20  without  dis- 
closing that  he  is  undischarged,   and   in 
three  weeks   he  would  be  entirely  free 
from    the    obligation    of    making    this 
material  communication.      Take  another 
case,  that    of    a  merchant  with   liabili- 
ties    £32,464,     and      estimated     assets 
£31.       This       debtor      attributed     hii 
failnre   to   the    insolvency  of    liis    fi; 
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three  years  before,  caused  by  differences 
arising  on  speculative  transactions  in  the 
produce  market.  The  Inspector  General 
adds — 

"  These  losses  appear  to  be  as  much  of  the 
nature  of  gambling  as  any  of  those  incurred 
j&t  a  gaming-table.  But  the  debtor's  discharge 
was  granted  subject  to  a  suspension  for  three 
months.  So  this  speculative  gambler  was  at 
liberty  to  go  into  society  and  incur  new  liabili- 
ties without  disclosing  that,  under  these  cir- 
.  cumstances,  he  was  a  bankrupt  three  months 
before." 

Another  case  I  have  before  me  is  that  of 
a  florist  who  was  a  bankrupt  12  years 
previously,  paying  no  dividend.     He  was 
Again    bankrupt    five   years   previously, 
when  a  dividend  of  3s.  4d.  in  the  £1  was 
.  paid.     So  there  were  three  failures  in  1 2 
jears,  and  on  the  third  occasion  his  estate 
was  not  expected  to  pay  more  than  Is. 
in  the  £,     The  OflBcial  Receiver  reported 
that  his  books  were  unreliable ;  that  he 
had  traded  after  knowledge  of  insolvency, 
and  contracted  debts  without  reasonable 
probability  of  repayment.     The  County 
Court  Judge  granted  the  discharge  sub- 
ject to  six  months'  suspension,  remarking 
that  he  felt  in  so  doing  **  ho  was  allowing 
his  sympathy  t»  get  the  better  of  his  judg- 
ment."     I    think    that    his     sympathy 
.should     have    been    reserved    for    the 
creditors,  who  ought  to  be  protected  from 
..the   incursions  of   men  who  fail  under 
such    circumstanc3s   as    these.     I  have 
before  me   the    p3.rticulars    of  another 
failure.     The  debtor  in  this  case  was  a 
financial  agent ;  his  liabilities  amounted 
.to  £35,612,  and  his  assets  to  £80.     He 
had  been    bankrupt    twice   previously. 
Yet    he    was    grantsd    an    almost  im- 
mediate discharge.     There  are  cases  in 
which  the  details  are  almost  humorous. 
One  man — described  as  a  "gentleman"  in 
the  schedule — attributed  his  failure  to 
being  without  an  income  ;  he  had  lived 
for  years  on  the  incomes  of  his  creditors, 
and  ultimately  failed  with  practically  no 
.assets.     Yet  he  was  able  to  get  his  dis- 
charge   very    quickly.      The    Inspector 
Greneral  says  that — 

<<Many    other    illustrations    of    a    similar 
character  might  be  given  from  the  experience 
both  of  London  and  of  the  country,  all  tending 
to  prove  that  bankruptcy  does  not,  as  a  rule, 
arise  from  misfortune  or  from  unforeseen  cir- 
cumstances beyond  the  debtor*s  control,  but  is 
the  necessary  result  of  deliberately  reckless 
trading,  or  of  gambling,  or  of  culpable  abuse 
of    credit.  ......  On  the    question    of   a 

debtor's  discharge,  as  has  been  pointed  out  in 
jHreyioufl    Reports,    and  as  is  further  amply 


verified  by  the  experience  of  the  past  year,  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  and  the  action  of  the 
Courts  in  dealing  with  oflTences  under  the  28th 
section,  have  not,  as  a  rule,  been  such  as  to 
inspire  any  great  degree  of  apprehension  in  the 
minds  of  debtors  who  have  committed  these 
offences,  or  to  prevent  others  from  following 
their  example.  Such  transactions  as  the  float- 
ing of  accommodation  bills  when  a  debtor 
knows  that  he  is  insolvent ;  the  obtaining  of 
goods  on  credit  to  be  sold  below  their  market 
price  for  the  purpose  of  staving  off  bank- 
ruptcy ;  and  the  adoption  generally  of  ruinous 
means  for  obtaining  money  for  the  same  pur- 
pose are  rarely  taken  into  account  in  dealing 
with  a  debtor's  application  for  a  discharge 
under  the  English  law  ;  while  the  non-keeping, 
or  the  improper  keeping,  of  books,  is  generally 
dealt  with  as  an  offence  which  is  amply 
punished  by  the  withholding  of  the  discharge 

for  a  nominal  period A  careful  study 

of  these  cases  (which  it  should  be  remembered 
have  been  selected  solely  on  account  of  their 
magputude,  and  not  on  account  of  their  special 
character),  will  probably  satisfy  anyone  who 
is  acquainted  with  the  most  elementary  condi- 
tions of  business,  that  only  a  very  small  frac- 
tion of  thorn  can  justly  be  attributed  to  mis- 
fortune, and,  apart  from  cases  of  actual  fraud, 
it  may  well  be  doubted  whether  the  Legisla- 
ture in  passing  laws  from  time  to  time  'for 
the  relief  of  insolvent  debtors'  really  con- 
templated the  letting  loose  upon  the  mercantile 
community  without  conditions  and  free  from 
'  their  obligations  of  debtors,  who  (as  appears  in 
the  great  majority  of  these  cases)  have  shown 
themselves  so  reckless  of  their  neighbour's 
interests  and  so  incompetent  to  manage  their 
own  affairs." 

I  am  not  surprised  at  a  remark  attributed 
to  Mr.  Justice  Cave,  the  Bankruptcy 
Judge,  to  the  effect  that  the  Judges  are  fe,r 
too  lenient.  I  think  it,is  clear,  then,  that 
the  suspension  of  discharges  is  too  fre- 
quently of  a  merely  nominal  character, 
and  that  some  alteration  is  urgently 
called  for.  It  may  therefore  be  regarded 
as  one  of  the  main  objects  of  this  Bill  to 
strengthen  the  law  in  respect  to  the  de- 
fects which  experience  has  thus  shown  to 
have  arisen  in  its  administration  under 
this  particular  head.  I  am  perfectly  aware 
that  many  members  of  the  commercial 
community  who  have  studied  this  question 
feel  that  it  is  difficult  to  draw  a  hard- 
and-fast  line  which  shall  be  equally  ap- 
plicable to  every  bankrupt.  I  agree  with 
that ;  but  I  think  it  is  quite  right  and  pro- 
per that  there  should  be  some  attempt 
to  lay  down  a  minimum  line  of  punish- 
ment, so  far  as  the  suspension  of  dis- 
charges is  concerned,  in  the  case  of 
bankrupts  who  have  brought  about  their 
bankruptcy  by  culpable  conduct.  The 
Bill  therefore  proposes  that  where  the 
condition   of  discharge   is  a  temporary 
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suspension  for  certain  acts  specitied  in 
thjs  measure,  then  the  minimum  period 
pf  suspension  shall  be  five  years  ;  and 
tha.t  when  the  cotulition  is  the  payment 
of  a  dividend,  the  minimum  dividend  on 
which  a  discharge  may  be  granted  shall 
be  10s,  in  the  >£!,  Probably  these 
figui^es  miiy  not  command  general  accept- 
ance»  but  they  are  open  to  consideration 
by  the  Grand  Committee  on  Tmde,  I 
should  point  out  a  matter  which  con- 
siderably modities  the  apparent  strio- 
gency  nf  these  conditions:  it  is  still 
profioged  hy  the  Bill  to  leave  in  the  hands 
of  the  Court  unlimited  discretion  as  to  the 
discharge  of  a  bankrupt,  on  his  agreeing 
to  judg-ment  being  entered  up  against 
him,  appropriating  Jus  future  earnings, 
and  in  this  Bill  the  amount  of  future  in- 
csome  to  be  attached  will  be  a  matter 
entirely  in  the  discretion  of  the  Court, 
Under  the  statute  of  liS83,  where  future 
income  is  attached  as  a  condition  of 
dificharge,  judgment  18,  it  has  been  held, 
to  be  entered  up  for  tlie  whole  balances 
of  the  debts ;  Ijut  this  provision  was 
found  to  be  too  stringent,  aiid  the  sec- 
tion has  consequently  become  practically 
inoperative.  I  do  not  dissni^se  fi*om 
myself,  in  dealing  with  this  Bill,  the  fact 
that  Draconic  legislation  frequently 
defeats  its  own  ends  ;  and  therefore  1 
have  propcisjd  that  where  any  portion 
of  a  man's  future  earnings  is  appro- 
priated to  the  payment  of  past  debit*, 
the  amount  should  be  in  the  discretion 
of  the  Court,  and  the  discharge  of 
the  debtctr  may  at  once  be  granted. 
Then,  again,  the  Bill  provides— and  I 
think  rightly  so  —  that  where  the 
bankrupt  has  lieeu  guilty  of  felony  or 
misdemeanour  he  shall  be  cut  off  from 
commercial  society  altogether,  and  that 
no  absolution  shall  bc»  granted  him  by  tho 
Banknipt<^y  Court,  It  may  be  suggested 
that  this  provision  is  too  severe ;  but  I 
think  it  is  one  cidculated  to  secure  pi-oper 
commei^ial  conduct,  and  to  deter  persons 
from  comniittinjr  acts  which  ought  to  be 
universally  condemned.  The  application 
of  the  remedies  I  have  suggested  will,  I 
think,  act  as  an  inducement  to  bankrupts 
not  to  fritter  their  estates  away  in 
various  stages  of  insolvency  to  the  dis- 
advantage of  creditors.  The  present 
syst-em  enables  dishonest  men  to  live  for 
years  on  the  money  of  their  creditors  ; 
it  enables  them  to  plunge  on  the 
principle  **  Heatls  I  win,  tails  yoti  lose  ;" 
Sir  Aliert  Mdlit 


and  the  I'ecords  of  the  Bankruptcy  Court 
afford  many  illufitriitions  uf  the  fact  that 
debtors  themselves  frequently  think  it 
best  to  wreck  their  estate  so  m  to 
leave  little  or  nothing  for  the  creditors, 
in  the  hope  that  the  latter  will  com©  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  is  not  worth  while 
to  investigatt*  the  matter  at  alb  This 
will  account  for  the  numerous  casea 
in  which  dividends  of  one  fartliing 
are  declared.  There  are  many  instances' 
in  which  there  have  c^nly  been  infini- 
tesimal dividends  paid  ;  and  so  long  as  a 
man  feels  that  hecim  with  impunity  and 
at  the  risk  and  cost  of  Lis  creditors  trade 
in  such  a  manner  we  shall  never  ensure 
that  reasonable  and  |>rudent  course  of 
action  which  ought  to  characterise  men, 
even  when  they  are  in  »  position  of  insol- 
vency. One  does  not  want  to  denude  a 
man  of  all  hope ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
we  ought  not  to  jilrtce  creditors  in  & 
hojieless  position  by  encouraging  such  a 
course  of  trading.  The  Bankruptcy 
Court  records  show  that  in  1887  no 
dividends  were  jmid  in  37  per  cent»  of 
the  bankruptcies ;  in  :23  per  cent. 
the  dividend  was  lei^s  than  Is.  in 
the  £\  ;  and  in  20  per  cent,  it  ranged 
from  Is.  to  26.  6d.  in  the  £1,  In  1888 
twc»-t1nrds  of  the  eases  dealt  with  ^a^ 
the  Chief  Official  Receiver  in  Lon- 
don resulted  in  the  payment  of  no 
dividend -at  all.  In  London,  in  1887> 
there  were  eight  cases  with  a  liability  of 
over  a  million  and  a  quarter,  and  the 
dividend  realised  was  only  2  jd.  in  the^ 
£L  In  1888  the  propoi»tion  of  assets  to 
liabilities  was  only  315  per  cent. ;  and  I 
have  here  a  recon:l  of  many  too  fypicsal 
cases  whieli  shows  the  urgent  necessity 
for  something  to  be  done  to  stop  a  couree 
of  action  which  results  in  so  much 
disaster  to  credit^jrs.  1  will  take  first 
the  case  of  Mr.  Ellis  Hyams,  tailor  and 
clothier,  of  Nottingham.  Replying  to 
Mr.  Barlow  at  a  meeting  of  his  creditors 
he  is  i-eportijd  to  have  made  theee 
answers — 

**  Mr.  Barlow  :  ^How  long  have  you  been 
laeolvent  ? 

The  Debtor ;  For  some  years. 

For  aix  years  ? — Yea. 

For  eight  years  ? — Yes. 

For  10  years?— I  cannot  say. 

Don't  you  know  to  a  year  or  two  V — No ;  I 
cannot  tell  you. 

What  have  your  personal  expenaes  been  ^ — 
About  £6U0  a  year. 
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So  yov  bave  been  livine  at  tbe  rafce  of  £600 
a  year  and  bave  been  insolvent  all  tbe  time  ? — 
Yes." 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  report  of  this 
debtor's  examination  goes  on  to  say  that 
a  creditor  inquired  if  there  wrere  no 
power  to  inflict  punishment  in  such  a 
case,  and  he  was  informed  by  the  Official 
Receiver  that  there  was  no  power ;  but 
if  the  case  went  into  bankruptcy  the 
debtor  would  have  to  apply  for  his  dis- 
charge, and  all  the  facts  could  then  be 
laid  before  the  Court,  which  might  sus- 
pend the  discharge.  It  is  to  deal  with 
cases  like  this  that  the  Bill  is  promoted. 
The  Bill  asks  the  House  to  consider  the 
interests  of  creditors  as  well  as  of 
debtors.  If  the  latter  are  entitled  to 
sympathy  the  creditors,  at  any  rate,  should 
receive  justice,  llie  Bill  gives  them  that 
justice,  while  it  refuses  no  reasonable 
mercy  to  debtors  consistent  with  doing 
justice  to  the  creditors.  I  think,  then,  I 
have  shown  that  the  suspansion  of  dis- 
charges is  too  often  nominal,  and  that  the 
absence  of  a  discharge  is  not  a  great 
Incubus  on  a  man  who  trades  legitimately 
or  even  illegitimately,  for  it  only  requires 
him  to  stsite  the  fact  that  he  is  an  undis- 
charged bankrupt.  And,  lastly,  I  have 
pointed  out  that  there  are  too  numerous 
cases  in  which  men  have  gone  on  trad- 
ing recklessly  until  their  assets  have 
been  reduced  to  the  merest  pittance. 
And  now  in  relation  to  deeds  of  com- 
position and  arrangement,  if  the  House 
should  approve  the  clause  dealing  with 
the  suspension  of  discharges  it  will 
be  necessary  to  adjust  to  it  that 
portion  of  the  Bill  which  deals  with 
composition  arrangements ;  because  if  it 
were  not  altered  the  effect  of  the  more 
stringent  regulations  in  bankruptcy 
would  be  to  induce  debtors  to  avail 
themselves  of  composition  schemes, 
and  thus  get  through  the  Court  without 
making  any  substantial  payment  to  the 
creditors.  It  has  been  argued  that  the 
public  have  •  little  or  nothing  to  do  with 
such  arrangements.  We  know  from 
experience  that  often  creditors  are  glad 
to  get  what  they  can,  and  that  they  care 
little  as  to  whether  or  not  the  conduct  of 
the  debtor  has  been  culpable.  But  our 
object  in  bringing  forward  this  Bill  is  to 
strengtJien  the  beneficial  influence  which 
the  Act  of  1883  has  had  upon  commer- 
cial moraliiy  ;  and  we  therefore  propose, 
in   the  matter  of  composition  arrange- 


ments, to  insist  on  the  payment  of  a 
dividend  of  at  least  7s.  6d.  The  distinc- 
tion between  this  sum  and  the  dividend 
to  be  insisted  on  in  bankruptcy  is  accounted 
for  by  the  assumption  that  the  costs  of 
winding  up  and  distributing  a  debtor's 
estate  will  amount  to  the  difference  be- 
tween the  lOs.  and  7s.  6d.,  and  that  a 
guaranteed  composition  of  7s.  6d.  will  be 
equivalent  to  the  administration  in  bank- 
niptcy  of  an  estate  likely  to  realise  10s. 
in  the  £1,  In  one  respect  the  Bill 
facilitates  compositions  by  simplifying 
the  procedure.  At  present,  in  order  to 
effect  a  composition  or  arrangement,  it  is 
necessary  to  hold  one  meeting  before  the 
public  examination  and  one  afterwards,  the 
idea  being  that  creditors  after  the  public 
exami|iation  are  better  able  to  judge  as 
to  whether  the  conduct  of  the  debtor 
justifies  the  acceptance  of  his  offer.  But, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  found  that  the 
question  of  conduct  exercises  very  little 
influence  on  the  decision  of  the  creditors 
in  these  cases,' the  arguments  which 
appeal  to  them  being  chiefly  of  a  pecuniary 
character.  Moreover,  the  holding  of  two 
meetings  -involves  both  delay  and  ex- 
pense, aaid  occasionally  prejudicially 
affects  businesses  which  it  is  desirable  to 
keep  as  going  concerns.  Therefore,  it 
is  proposed  by  this  Bill  that  only  one 
meeting  shall  be  held,  but  that  creditors 
may  be  at  liberty,  if  they  think  fit,  after 
the  public  examination,  to  apply  to  the 
Court  to  set  aside  the  composition 
arrangement.  Another  provision,  which 
I  think  will  be  found  very  useful,  is  con- 
tained in  Clause  7,  by  which  it  is  pro- 
posed that  in  cases  of  summary  adminis- 
tration the  limit  shall  be  extended 
from  £300  to  £500.  It  has  been 
found,  under  the  Act  of  1883, 
that  the  arrangements  for  summary 
administration  have  acted  beneficially 
in  reducing  costs  and  expediting  the 
winding  up  of  estates.  Even  now,  in 
summary  cases,  the  Board  of  Trade  can 
dispensa  with  the  holding  of  .  second 
meetings,  and  although  that  course  is 
generally  adopted  no  complaint  has  ever 
been  received  that  it  has  prejudicially 
affected  creditors.  In  view  of  these  facts, 
the  Bill  proposes  to  extend  the  limit  for 
summary  administration  to  estates  of 
£500.  Now,  Sir,  the  only  other  clause 
to  which  I  need  refer  is  Clause  10, 
which  is  of  a  very  important  character, 
for     it    constitutes    certain     acts     mis- 
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demeanours.  It  is  a  clause  as  to  which 
yery  much  may  be  said  both  for  and 
against ;  and  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade — to  whose  authority  I  shall 
readily  bow — thinks  great  consideration 
should  be  exercised  before  so  penal  a 
cl34iBe  is  inserted  in  the  Act.  In  the 
Grand  Committee  there  will  be 
opportunities  of  consulting  numerous 
opinions  on  the  subject,  and  of  ascertain- 
ing what  is  the  general  feeling  of  the 
commercial  community  ;  and  if  the 
opinion  should  prove  adverse  to  the 
clause  its  stringency  can  be  modified, 
or  it  may  be  omitted,  although  person- 
ally I  think  more  stringency  in 
some  of  these  respects  is  most  desirable. 
At  any  rate,  the  matter  can  be  thoroughly 
threshed  out  in  the  Grand  Conynittee, 
through  which  I  hope  the  Bill  will  pass 
The  new  misdemeanours  proposed  in  this 
clause  are — (1)  rash  and  hazirdous 
speculation,  or  unjustifiable  extrava- 
gance in  living,  which  is  too  often  a 
characteristic  of  bankruptcy  ;  (2)  undue 
preferentje  to  creditors  within  three 
months  of  insolvency,  which  my 
experience  as  a  former  .  Registrar, 
constantly  acting  as  Judge  under  the 
delegated  powers  of  the  Act  of 
1869,  showed  me  was  the  most 
fruitful  source  of  litigation.  The 
very  basis  of  the  Bankruptcy  Law  is  the 
equal  distribution  of  the  estate  among 
the  creditors ;  but  bankrupts  of  ten,  a  few 
months  bofore  their  failure,  take  the 
opportunity  of  preferring  their  relatives 
and  friends  to  the  disadvantage  of  their 
general  body  of  creditors.  The  third  new 
misdemeanour  is  fraud  or  fraudulent 
breach  of  trust.  The  punishment  in 
these  cases  is  proposed  to  be  imprisonment 
not  exceeding  12  months,  with  or  with- 
out hard  labour.-  There  is  a  strong  feel- 
ing in  favour  of  thesa  clauses  in  commer- 
cial circles  ;  and  the  meeting  of  the  Asso- 
ciated Chambers  of  Commerce  at  Cardiff 
unanimously  passed  a  resolution  in 
favour  of  the  constitution  of  these  acts 
as  misdemeanours.  We  have  precedents 
for  this  in  Continental  Codes,  which  1 
believe  are  of  great  advantage  in  repress- 
ing conduct  of  the  cliaracter  I  have  de- 
scribed. Under  tha  French  Code  the 
law  is  as  follows  : — 

"The  debtor  is  liable  to  be  punished  with 
imprisonment  where  among  other  offences — 

(l.)  His  personal  or  household  expenses  have 
been  excessive ; 
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(2.)  He  has  lost  large  sums,  either  in 
gambling,  or  in  operations  on  the  Stock 
Exchange,  or  in  merchandise  ; 

(3.)  He  has  purchased  goods  to  be  sold  below 
their  market  price,  with  the  intention  of 
staving  off  his  failure  ; 

(4.)  He  has,  with  the  same  intention,  bor- 
rowed large  sums  of  money,  and  put  bills 
in  circulation  (accommodation  bills  pre- 
feumably),  or  has  adopted  other  ruinous 
means  for  obtaining  money ; 

(5.)  He  haa  not  kept  books,  or  they  have  been 
ktpt  irregularly  and  do  not  give  a  true 
statement  of  his  assets  and  liabilities." 

Under  the  German  Code  we  find  that 
debtors  are  dealt  with  under  the  Criminal 
Law,  and  punished  by  two  years*  im- 
prisonment, whenever  they  have — 

*'  (I.)  By  excessive  expenditure,  gambling  or 
speculation  in  differences  either  in  Stock 
Exchange  values  or  merchandise,  lost  ex- 
cessive sums  of  money,  or  have  become 
indebted  through  such  losses ; 
(2.)  Omitted  to  keep  trade  books  as  required 
by  law,  or  kept  them  so  improperly  that 
they  fail  to  give  a  proper  survey  of  the 
position  of  their  affairs." 

And  on  the  subject  of  books  I  will  make 
this  remark,  that  in  nearly  all  aggravated 
cases  there  is  the  offence  of  defective  book- 
keeping ;  not  only  are  the  books  defec- 
tive but  frequently  they  are  intentionally 
misleading,  and  in  my  opinion  there 
ought  to  be  a  stringent  requirement  that 
proper  books  shall  be  kept.  I  have  a 
letter  here  from  a  commercial  gentleman 
at  Bradford,  who  points  out  that  un^er 
the  German  Law 

*•  Every  merchant  starting  bu>iness  must 
make  an  opening  balance  sheet,  stating  clearly 
all  his  assets  and  liabilities.  The  balance 
hheet  must  be  signed  by  himself  and  produced 
on  his  stopping  payment.  He  must  also  keep 
a  cash  book,  journal,  and  ledger,  all  books  to 
be  properly  paged  and  to  be  preserved  10  years. 
Anyone  who  fails  and  is  found  to  have  broken 
one  of  these  rules  is  dealt  with  in  a  most  strrn- 
gent  manner." 

Bad  book  keeping  is  far  too  frequent  and 
is  the  cause  of  much  commercial  mischief. 
Fas  est  ah  haste  doceri  ;  and  no  doubt  there 
is  much  to  be  said  in  favour  of  this  foreign 
stringent  procedure  where  a  man  is  so 
negligent  as  not  to  keep  books  at  all. 
In  such  a  case  he  cannot  hope  for 
success,  the  only  success  he  can  hope  to 
obtain  being  at  the  expense  of  those 
with  whom  he  deals.  We  may 
then,  I  think,  learn  a  little  from 
the  laws  of  foreign  countries  on 
this  subject,  and  where  we  are  under 
strong  competition  with  foreign  nations 
it  is  possible  that  a  knowledge  of  their 
mode  of  procedure  in  such  cases  may  to 


1185 


Bankruptcy 


{Makch  19,  1890} 


BUI. 


1186 


asefnl  to  us  in  onr  own  commercial  deal- 
ings. I  have  now  gone  through  the 
chief  points  of  the  Bill.  I  do  not  think 
it  necessary  to  deal  at  any  length  with 
those  minor  proposals  which  are  more 
matters  of  detail,  and  which  will  be 
much  better  discussed  by  the  Grand 
Conmiittee.  There  is,  however,  one 
point  to  which  I  should  like  to  make 
a  passing  allusion,  and  that  is,  the 
provision  of  the  Bill  which  reduces 
the  amount  on  which  a  bankruptcy  peti- 
tion may  be  filed  from  £50  to  £20.  I 
think  £50  is  an  arbitrary  and  also  an 
illogical  sum,  because  if  a  man  is  deemed 
to  be  insolvent  when  he  cannot  pay  £50, 
he  certainly  ought  a  fortiori  to  be 
regarded  as  insolvent  if  he  cannot  pay  £5. 
It  would,  however,  be  desirable  to  reduce 
the  amount  experimentally  to  £20,  in  con- 
templation of  any  further  diminution 
which  experience  may  demand.  There  are 
other  good  reasons  why  the  amount  should 
be^ reduced  to  £20.  One  is  that  although 
a  petition  can  only  be  granted  on  debts 
of  £50  and  upwards,  nevertheless  a 
petition  may  be  equally  granted  on 
a  judgment  for  any  amount,  so  that  if  it 
is  thought  desirable  to  make  .a  man 
bankrupt  for  a  debt  of  less  than  £50  the 
debtor  must  incur  the  expense  of  obtain- 
ing a  judgment  before  he  can  present 
his  petition.  That  is  an  additional  hard- 
ship on  both  creditor  and  debtor  which 
this  Bill  seeks  to  remedy.  The  Bill 
also  contains  provisions  for  altering 
an  innovation  made  by  the.  Law  of 
1883,  as  compared  with  the  Act 
of  1869.  It  relates  to  the  Trustees'  title, 
and  the  Bill  provides  that  such  title 
ishall  no  longer  be  restricted  to  three 
months*  but  shall  go  six  months  back, 
as  was  the  case  for  12  months 
under  the  Law  of  1869.  I  think 
,  I  may  say  that  the  period  now 
adopted  is  too  short,  and  that  it  has 
opened  the  door  to  a  great  deal  of  fraud. 
My  own  experienca  tells  me  that  a  great 
deal  of  litigation  in  bankruptcy  has 
turned  on  the  short  period  of  the  relation 
of  the  Trustees'  title,  and  has  facilitated 
undue  preference  by  the  debtor  of  his 
family  and  other  friendly  creditors. 
There  is  also  a  provision  which  gives  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  power  to  appoint 
special  managers  of  the  bankrupt's  estate. 
The  object  is  to  appoint  these  special 
managers  only  in  urgent  cases,  and  it  is 
nought    because     sometimes     the     two 


creditors  who  now  nominata  are  apt 
to  give  a  vested  position  to  persons . 
who  would  not  be  the  best  managers 
for  the  intended  purpose.  In  conclusion, 
I  have  to  apologise  for  having  taken  up 
so  much  of  the  time  of  the  House, 
although  the  subject  is  a  very  intricate 
and  difficult  one,  and  not  without  great 
practical  importance.  I  am  glad  to  see 
present  so  many  Members,  who  I  hope 
are  prepared  fully  to  debate  the  subject 
and  to  throw  more  light  upon  it.  I  feel 
I  have  dealt  with  it  somewhat  in- 
adequately ;  nevertheless,  I  commend  the 
Bill  to  the  cordial  consideration  of  the 
House.  It  comes  from  the  commercial 
community,  and  they  have  a  strong 
feeling  in  favour  of  the  reforms  it  pro- 
poses, a  feeling  which  is  based  on  very 
unpleasant  experiences  as  far  as  they 
are  concerned.  I  think  the  best  mode  of 
dealing  wilh  the  subject  under  discus- 
sion would  be  to  adopt  the  course  taken 
in  the  case  of  the  Act  of  1883,  which 
was  carried  through  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  and  refer  the  Bill  to 
a  similar  tribunal,  and  I  trust  the  end 
may  be — as  I  think  it  will,  because  the 
proposals  are  based  on  strong  considera- 
tions— to  benefit  legitimate  trade,  and 
encourage  the  legitimate  trader,  and  at 
the  same  time  to  deter  those  who  pursue 
and  think  only  of  their  own  selfish 
interests,  while  they  sorely  damage  the 
interests  of  those  with  whom  they  deal  as 
well  as  the  general  commercial  interests 
of  the  country  to  which  they  belong. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

♦(2.25.)  Colonel  HILL  (Bristol,  S.) :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  second- 
ing the  proposition,  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  made  in  a  speech  of  that  clearness 
and  ability  one  would  naturally  expect 
in  one  of  his  professional,  commercial, 
and  official  experience,  which  has  placed 
him  in  possession  of  so  much  knowledge 
on  the  subject.  I  do  nob  think  it  is 
possible  to  exaggerate  the  importance  of 
the  question  of  bankruptcy.  Upon  the 
due  administration  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Laws  depends,  to  a  very  great  extent,  the 
preservation  of  that  standard  of  commer- 
cial morality  which  it  is  necessary  for  this 
country  to  keep  if  it  is  to  maintain  its 
great  position  in  tlie  commercial  world. 
The  subject  of  bankruptcy  has  occupied 
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the  attention  of  the  Associated  Chambers 
of  Conmieree,  of  wJiich  I  now  have  the 
hnnmir  to  be  President,  for  gome  28  or  29 
years  ;  and  all  kinds  of  mcltions  have 
btten  made  and  have  received  ample 
attention  from  the  Chrimbers.  We  have 
even  discnssed  the  qnestion  whether  any 
Biinkmptey  X4aws  at  all  should  be  adopted. 
The  Bill  introduced  by  the  right  hem. 
Gentleman  the  Membc^i  for  West  Bir- 
mingham has,  no  donbtj  done  a  very  great 
deal  to  imppove  tre  Bankruptcy  Laws,  but 
experience  has  shown  that  the  Act  con- 
tains certain  an onialics,  and  that  there  are 
certain  deficiencies  in  it,  which  it  is  the 
object  of  the  present  Bill  to  remove  and 
correct  This  Bill  niia-ht  very  properly 
be  termed  the'Debtors'  llelief  Bill,  for  that 
18  really  its  main  object.  The  Legishi- 
tnre  have  thought  that  it  would  be  more 
kind,  and  more  advantageous  to  the  State, 
when  a  man  has  been  overcome  by  mis- 
fortune^ that  he  should,  if  possible,  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  of  exercising  any 
abilities  he  may  possess,  m  retrieving 
his  position,  and  so  benefitting  the  com- 
munity^ and  so  he  is  i»elicved  fmm  the 
legal  burden  of  his  debt«.  The  question 
of  their  repayment  is  left  t<*  him  tts  a  monil 
responsibility.  And  we  have  had  some 
brilliant  examples  of  men  who,  by  their 
abilities,  have  emanci^iated  themselves 
from  their  difficulties,  and  having  paid 
small  dividends  have  afterwards  satis- 
fied, in  full,  all  claims  upon  them, 
though  their  obligation  to  do  so  was  of 
a  moral  and  not  of  a  legal  character. 
I  will  not  go  into  the  Bill  more  than 
13  necessary,  but  I  will  remark  upon  one 
or  two  leading  matters  which  it  is 
designed  tx)  correct.  First  of  all,  it 
has  been  found  that  there  is*  some  eon- 
siderabie  difficulty  in  ascertaining  what 
exactly  constitutes  a  Imnkrupt.  It  is  a 
matter  which  has  been  much  debated  by 
learned  Gentlemen,  and  about  which 
there  has  lieen  highly  technical  decisions 
given  by  the  Bankruptey  Court.  The 
second  clause  may  besiudto  deal  with  the 
matter  and  make  it  more  plain  in  future. 
Consideriible  inconvenienci)  has  aris?n 
and  creditors  have  been  injuriously 
affected  because  £50  has  been  the 
minimum  amount  of  indebtedness 
necessary  to  the  pnxjf  of  bankruptcy.  I 
am  informed  that  the  proportion  of  debts 
under  £50  is  something  like  80  per  cent, 
of  the  whole.  It  is  proposed  by  the 
Bill  to  reduce  the  minimum  amount  of 
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debt  entitling  to  a  Imnkmptcy  petition  J 
frt^m  £50  to  £20.     Even  ,£20  is  a  sumj 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  nmny.  is  a  great 
deal  too  large,  and  the  fivct  that  60  per 
cent,  of    debts    are    under   £10    seems] 
tc>    suppurt    that    contention.      That  isj 
a    question,    however,    which    may   be| 
reserved  for  the   (iniud   Committee,  or 
for  future  legialation  ;    but  tliere  is  little | 
doubt  that  some  reductitiU  of  the  £o0  iai 
needed.      Another  inconvenience,  and  I 
may   say    a    great  injury    to    creditors,! 
i)ccurs    in    consequence    of    limiting   tol 
three  months  the   retrospective  view  of] 
the  Act.  It  hsis  been  shouTi  liy  experience  I 
that  fraudulent  pretences  are  made,  and  I 
legal  documents  making  over  property! 
are  executed,  which  woiikl  nut  be  p<jssible| 
if  a    longer  time   were   adtqitcd.      Th« ' 
Bill  proposes  that  the  period  should  be 
extended  from  three  mtmtlis  to  six.     I, 
think   the    feeling    of  the    Housa    willl 
be  that  tliat  is  a  very  moderate  proposi- ' 
tion,    which     w^ill    not     in     any     ^ay 
inconvenience  the  honest  trader,     Again^J 
it    is   considered   desiml>le    that  a  com- 
position may    be   acceptt-d    at  the    tirstl 
meeting  in  ortler  to  encourage  creditors,! 
t«i  attend  the  meeting   in  person,  and   to 
judge  of  the  chamct-r  of  the  biinkmptcy 
in  which  they  are  interested.      This  also 
is  a  propo.sal  which  seems  to  me  to  be. 
worth    attentive    consideration    of    thfl 
House.     A  great  defect  in  the  present^ 
Act    is    found     in     the     discharge     ol 
bankrupts,    and     the     facilities     which  j 
debtors    enjoy     for    evading    the     lawJ 
Clause   9    of  the  Bill  suggest**    certain" 
penalties  to  be  imposed  on  the  bankrupt 
coming     into     the    Court    with     assets 
less     than    lOs,    in     the     £1.       With 
regard    to    the   question    of    Ixniks,    in 
99  cases  out  of  a  100  a  hinkrupt  who 
keeps  proper  books  can  tell  his  positionl 
well    enough   to    wind    up    his    affairs 
before  he  has  lost  lOs.  in  the£l.     I  hold 
tliat  in  these  days,  when  education  is  i 
thoroughly     extended     all     over    the 
country,    when    you    can    hardly  find 
little  girl  or  boy  who  cannot  read  and 
write  and  do  something  in  arithmeticJ 
that  for  a  man   to  engage   in   businesai) 
without  keeping  proper   books  is   very 
wn>ng,  and  that  if  he  i^hould  come  to  grief 
he  ought  to  Ire  made  to  feel  that  he 
been  guilty  of  negligence.      Very  oftoi 
no   btxiks    are    kept,    or    tliey    canno 
be   produced    in  Court,    and  for    sucli 
negligence,  or  for  hazardous  speculation 
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.^dp.for  the  iDstdgation  of  frivolous  actions, 
or    for    wanton   extravagance   while  in 

.  debty.  no  consideration  is  due  to  the 
bankrupt.  Then  there  comes  the 
question,  of  the  punishment  of  individuals 

.  who  are  guilty  of  faults  of  this  kind.  I  do 
not  think  the  Bill  is  unduly  stringent 
on  /  this  point.  Such  offences  are 
seriously  regarded   in    other  countries, 

.and  ought  to  be  in  this  country. 
13iere  is  another  provision  which  is 
intended  to  apply  to  compositions.  Com- 
positions have  frequently  been  used  as  a 

.  means  of  evading  the  Bankruptcy  Laws, 
and  unfortunately  fche  difficulties,  expense, 
and  delays  of  bankruptcy   proceedings 

-are  so  great  that  creditors  are  induced  to 
connive  at  compositions  which  ought  not 
to  be  accepted.    I  think  it  only  wise  that 

.0Oine  limit  should  be  placed  on  this  power 
of- making  compositions.  No  doubt  there 
aie  circumstances  under  which  com- 
positLons  are  honest,  just,  and  desirable, 

■  hat  on  the  other  hand  they  are  frequently 
very,  much  abused.  I  am  sure  no  one 
would  wish  to  make  a  law  which  would 

•  act  unkindly  or  harshly  upon  the  just 

.  trader.  But  the  laws  hitherto  have 
been  so  much  abused  that  there  is 
undoubtedly  a  feeling  springing  up  in 
the  commercial  mind  that  it  would  be 
fax  better  to  abohsli  Bankruptcy  Laws 
altpgether,  and  leave  the  debtor  to  the 

.  tender  mercies  of  the  creditor,  and  my 

>  experience  is  that  cases  in  which  that 
mercy  would  be  withheld  would  be  of 
Tery  unfrequent  occurrence.  I  do  not 
propose  that  we  should  do  so,  but  I  refer 
to  the  feeling  as  a  reason  why  the  House 

.'and the  Grand  Committee  should  give  its 
Tezy  best  attention  to  the  Bill.  I  believe 
tbe  measure,  if  carried,  would  do  a  great 
deal  to  make  proceedings  in  bankruptcy 

.  such  as  we  should  wish  they  should  be. 

•(2.40.)  Mb.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stock, 
port)  :  I  find  I  have  Lived  already  under 
six  Bankruptcy  Laws,  and  if  the  Bill  is 
passed  I  shall  have  to  live  under  a 
seventh,  because  it  will  practically  con- 
stitute .  a  new  Bankruptcy  Law.  I 
remember  the  time  when  we  all  thought 
ourselves  fortunate  in  obtaining  the  con- 
solidation of  the  law  in  1849,  and  I 
personally  regret  that  one  of  the  features 
of  the  law  as  it  then  stood  has  since  been 
-  done  away  with,  namely,  degrees  in 
certificates.  Then  I  remember  the  chorus 


of  triumph  and  blowing  of  trumpets 
with  which  the  Law  Officers  in  1869 
brought  in  a  Bankruptcy  Bill,  under 
which  we  lived  for  14  years.  There 
were  great  defects  in  that  law,  and  1 
was  very  glad  indeed  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  brought 
in  the  Act  under  which  we  have  been 
living  since  1883.  I  sincerely  hope  that 
the  provisions  of  that  Bill  will  continue 
during  my  lifetime — not  that  I  ever  hope 
or  fear  to  take  advantage  of  the 
provisions  of  a  Bankruptcy  Act.  ,  I  lode 
on  all  these  changes  chiefly  fiom  a 
creditor's  point  of  view.  When  I  read 
this  Bill  through  last  night  my  first  im- 
pression of  it  was  that  it  ought  to  be 
rejected  on  the  Motion  for  the  Second 
Reading.  The  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend 
who  introduced  the  Bill  has,  however, 
convinced  me  that  such  a  course  would 
be  a  mistake,  and  that  all  the  Bill's 
defects  can  be  cured  in  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee. I  confess  1  do  not  find  in  the 
measure  exactly  the  principles  which  my 
hon.  Friend  spoke  of  in  his  able  and 
interesting  speech.  Its  first  principle, 
as  it  struck  me  when  1  read  the  Bill  last 
night,  seems  to  be  the  multiplication  of 
small  bankruptcies.  It  will  take  away 
discretion  as  much  as  possible  from  the 
Court.  It  will  take  away  from  creditors 
powers  which  they  already  have,  and  it 
will  set  a  great  number  of  traps  by  intro- 
ducing many  new  offences  to  be  followed 
by  serious  consequences.  The  result 
will  be  to  enable  small  people  to  black- 
mail those  with  whom  they  have  dealings. 
In  some  respects,  at  all  events,  I  think  I 
can  showtheseobjectionsare  well  founded. 
The  Bill  is  exceedingly  difficult  to  under- 
stand, because  it  takes  different  clauses 
of  the  existing  Act  and  alters  them,  and 
sometimes  inserts  new  clauses,  but  docs 
not  say  whether  these  are  to  supersede 
the  old  or  to  be  added  to  them,  and 
one  has  to  read  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  into  the  Act  of  1883  in  order  to 
understand  it.  The  measure  carries 
further  than  is  the  case  at  present  that 
which  is  a  dangerous  thing  to  do,  namely, 
to  treat  all  persons  alike,  whether  traders 
or  not.  Now,  the  Legislature  has 
abolished  the  distinctions  between 
bankruptcy  and  insolvency,  but  in  doing 
that  and  in  making  laws  to  catch  the 
dishonest  trader  care  must  be  taken  not 
to  catch  honourable  men  who  find  them- 
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selves,  without  intending  it,  within  the 
meshes  of  the  law.  For  instance,  the 
9th  clause  proposes  to  enact  that  the 
Court  shall  refuse  the  discharge  of  the 
bankrupt  where  it  appears  he  has  com- 
mitted any  felony  arising  out  of  or  con- 
nected with  his  bankruptcy,  which  is 
right  enough,  but  it  also  imposes  on 
the  Court  the  obligation  cf  refusing 
the  discharge  of  a  bankrupt  where 
he  has  committed  any  misdemeanour. 
You  might  then  have  a  case  of  this 
kind.  A  man,  ])eing  unable  to  pay  his 
debts,  sends  his  boy  to  school  withe  ut 
the  fee,  and  thereby  commits  a  misde- 
meanour. Under  such  circumstances 
the  Court  is  obliged  to  refuse  his  dis- 
charge. Surely  this  is  not  the  intention 
of  the  promoters  ?  My  hon.  Friend  who 
has  just  sat  down  seemed  to  think  it 
would  be  a  good  thing  if  there  were  no 
Bankruptcy  Laws.  I  have  often  thought 
the  same,  but  that  is  hardly  a  reason  for 
making  such  a  strini^ent  Bankruptcy 
Law  as  this.  The  first  object  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Laws  is,  I  presume,  to  enable 
creditors  to  get  a  bankrupt's  estate  into 
their  hands  and  convert  it  into  cash 
as  expeditiously  as  iK)ssible.  The  next 
object  is  to  allow  a  debtor  who  has 
become  a  bankrupt  through  no  fault 
of  his  own  to  get  his  discharge,  so  that 
he  can  begin  to  earn  his  living 
again  as  soon  as  possible,  instead  of 
becoming  a  burden  on  the  parish.  A 
purely  subordinata  object  is  to  punish  a 
dishonest  debtor  in  the  hope  of  deterring 
others.  In  doing  so,  we  must  be  very 
careful  indeed,  because  of  the  great 
ramifications  of  modern  business  and 
.  modem  society.  I  have  known  a  very 
eminent  literary  man  who  became  bank- 
rupt in  early  life,  because  he  had  taken  a 
share  in  an  unlimited  liability  company, 
which  came  to  grief.  Every  shareholder 
in  an  insurance  ofiice  whose  liability 
is  unlimited,  and  which  fcdls,  is  liable  for 
the  whole  amount  of  its  indebtedness. 
Judgment  may  be  obtained  against  him 
for  the  whole  amount,  and  under  this 
Bill  a  man  against  whom  such  judgment 
is  obtained  can  never  get  his  discharge 
if  he  cannot  pay  10s.  in  the  £1,  a 
simple  impossibility  in  &uch  cases  as 
these.  A  number  of  clmnges  are  made 
by  the  Bill  which  seem  to  me  to  be 
by  no  means  wise,  and  which  I  hope 
will  be  amended  in  Committee.  I  find 
that  acts  which  are  defined  to  be  acts  of 
Mr,  Sydney  Gfdye 


bankruptcy  are  very  widely  extended  by 
the  Bill  beyond  anything  which  have  ever 
been  acts  of  bankruptcy  in  the  English 
Law  before.  Thus,  if  a  man  submits  to 
any  of  his  creditors  a  statement  showing 
that  he  is  insolvent,  that  is  made  an  act 
of  bankruptcy,  and  such  a  provision  may 
be  availed  of  by  some  small  creditor  to 
make  the  poor  man  a  bankrupt.  His 
solicitor  is  in  all  probability  a  creditor, 
and  if  he  submits  to  him  confidentially  a 
statement  of  afiairs  showing  that  he  is 
insolvent,  or  if  he  shows  a  similar  state- 
ment to  three  or  four  creditors  together, 
that,  under  the  Bill,  is  an  act  of  bank- 
ruptcy, and  a  small  creditor  hearing  of  it 
may  take  advantage  of  it  to  levy 
blackmail  upon  the  debtor.  The  man 
may  be  insolvent  at  the  present  moment 
if  everybody  presses  him  for  payment 
of  all  he  owes.  I  have  known 
a  barrister  who  was  able  to  obtsin  time 
paying  his  college  debts  which,  if  they 
had  all  been  pressed  for  at  once,  he  could 
not  have  paid.  Under  this  Bill  that 
man,  if  he  consulted  two  or  three  of  his 
creditors,  or  his  solicitor,  and  put  before 
them  a  statement  showing  that  at  that 
particular  moment  he  could  not  meet  his 
debts,  would  be  committing  an  act  of 
bankruptcy,  although  he  was  doing  his 
best  for  his  creditors  and  had  every  pros- 
pect of  paying  everybody  in  full  in  a  few 
years.  [Mr.  W.  Redmond  :  Divide, 
divide.]  I  hope  the  hon.  member  who 
says  "  Divide  '*  will  never  come  under 
this  measure.  1  am  sorry  to  see  that 
under  the  Bill  the  Official  Receiver  can 
no  longer  be  a  Trustee.  Under  Section 
5,  while  at  present  no  man  can  go  and 
look  at  the  debtor's  statement  of  afbtirs 
unless  he  suites  in  writing  that  he  is  one 
of  the  creditors,  under  this  Bill  any 
person  can  look  at  the  statement  I 
observe  that  the  name  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  is 
at  the  back  of  the  Bill,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  if  the  clause  passes  in  its 
present  form  we  shall  have  a  man  sent 
round  by  TnitJi  to  inspect  and  report 
upon  the  books  cf  all  well-known  creditors. 
Again,  I  see  no  reason  for  the  distinction 
that  while  the  bankrupt  must  pay 
lOs.  in  the  £1  before  he  can 
get  his  discharge,  a  composition 
must  not  be  less  than  7s.  6d.  I 
did  not  quite  follow  the  argument  of 
my  hon.  Friend  on  that  point.  I  under- 
stood him  to  say  that  2s.  6d.  oat  of  th^ 
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lOs.  would  be  the  cost  of  the  bankruptcy. 
But  the  dividend  actually  paid  is  to  be 
10s.  in  the  £1,  and  if  the  cost  is 
to  be  2s.  6d.  out  of  every  10s. 
collected,  you  must  provide  for  12s.  6d. 
in  the  £1.  Then  I  come  to  Sub- 
section  2  of  Clause  7.  I  find  that 
whereas  under  the  present  law  a  state- 
ment of  the  creditor's  afEairs  must  accom- 
pany the  offer  of  a  composition,  under 
this  Bill  there  is  no  such  provision,  and 
therefore  the  creditors  will  have  to  con- 
sider whether  they  will  accept  the  com- 
position without  having  that  information 
before  them.  There  is  much  less  dis- 
cretion left  to  the  Court  and  the  creditors. 
Under  Clause  8  a  Trustee  "shall"  be 
appointed  not  "  may."  I  do  not  think 
we  ought  to  limit  or  take  away  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  creditors  and  the  discretion 
of  the  Court.  Clause  9  specifies  the  facts 
on  proof  of  which  the  Court  must  either 
refuse  or  order  a  discharge,  or  suspend 
the  operation  of  the  order  for  a  specified 
time,  or  grant  an  order  of  discharge  sub- 
ject to  conditions.     The  first  fact  is — 

**  That  the  bankrupt's  assets  are  not  of  a  value 
equal  to  lOs.  in  the  £1  on  the  amount  of  his 
unsecared  liabilities." 

Surely  it  is  very  unwise  to  lay  down  a 
hard-and-fast  rule  of  that  kind.  That  is 
a  fact  which  ought  to  be  omitted  from 
the  clause.  Why  not  leave  the  matter 
to  the  discretion  of  the  creditors  and  the 
Court.     Then— 

''  That  ihe^  bankrupt  has  during  within  the 
three  years  immediately  preceding  his  hank- 
mptoy,  failed  to  take  steps  to  make  himself 
properly  aoquainted  with  his  true  financial 
positioii." 

Suppose  he  did  take  steps  three  years  be- 
fore, and  found  himself  insolvent  owing  to 
his  college  debts,  for  example,  is  he  on  that 
account  never  to  get  his  discharge  ?  Then 
take  Sub-section  2  of  the  same  section. 
The  Court  has  no  discretion  with  regard 
to  the  period  of  the  suspension  of  the 
dischaige.  It  must  either  suspend  the 
discharge  for  a  period  of  not  less  than 
five  years  or  until  a  dividend  of  not  less 
than  10s.  in  the  £\  has  been  paid,  and 
so  on.  To  suspend  the  discharge  for  five 
years  is  heavy  punishment.  Whom  does 
it  benefit  ?  It  benefits  no  one,  but  it  does 
infinite  harm  to  the  bankrupt.  I  have 
already  shown  the  hardships  of  susp3nd- 
ing  the  discharge  until  10s.  in  the  £1  is 
paid.  Another  alternative  is  that  the 
Court  '♦  must,"  not  "  may," 


<*  require  the  bankrupt,  as  a  condition  of  hii» 
discharge,  to  consent  to  judgment  being  entered 
against  him  by  the  Official  Receiver  or  Trustee 
for  any  halance,  or  part  of  any  balance,  of  the 
dehts  provable  under  the  banlmiptcy,  which  i» 
not  satisfied  at  the  date  of  the  discharge." 

The  introduction  of  the  words,  "  part  of 
any  balance,"  is  new,  and  I  approve  of 
it,  but  I  object  to  the  removal  of  the 
present  condition,  that  the  judgment 
shall  be  enforced  by  execution  only  by 
leave  of  the  Court,  and  it  has  to  be 
shown  that  the  bankrupt  has  become 
possessed  of  some  property  or  earnings  on 
which  the  judgment  can  be  enforced- 
You  may  have  a  Trustee  or  Receiver  who- 
is  a  personal  foe  of  the  bankrupt,  and 
who  follows  the  poor  fellow  week  after 
week  with  the  intention  of  enforcing  the 
judgment.  I  will  pass  on  to  Clause  1 1 
which  seems  to  me  to  be  open  to  grave 
objection.     It  is —  • 

*'  If  the  Court  is  of  opinion  that  the  terms 
of  any  proposal  for  a  composition  or  for  & 
scheme  of  arrangement  are  not  reasonable,  or 
are  not  calculate  to  benefit  the  general  hody 
of  creditors,  or  in  any  case  in  which  the  Ck>urt 
is  required-  where  the  debtor  is  adjudged  bank- 
rupt to  refuse  his  discharge,  the  Court  shall 
refuse  to  approve  the  proposal." 

In  other  words,  you  have  creditors  who 
have  trusted  the  man  foolishly,  they  are 
oiffereda  composition  of  9s.  6d.  in  the  £1, 
it  is  shown  that  no  more  can  be  paid, 
and  they  wish  to  get  it.  Because  the 
bankrupt  has  acted  badly  that  composi- 
tion must  be  refused.  All  the  creditors 
are  to  be  punished.  They  are  to  see  the 
estate  wasted  because  the  bankrupt  has 
behaved  badly.  Could  anything  be  more 
illogical  than  such  a  proposal  as  that  ?  I 
hope  it  will  be  struck  out  of  the  Bill. 
There  is  only  one  other  point  I  wish  to 
refer  to,  and  that  is  the  examination  of 
the  bankrupt.  At  present  it  is  con- 
sidered of  such  paramount  importance  in 
the  public  interest  to  get  at  the  facts  that 
when  a  man  discloses  an  offence  he  is  not 
liable  to  be  prosecuted  for  it.  In  order 
to  encourage  a  bankrupt  to  make  a 
clean  breast  of  everything,  he  cannot  be 
punished  for  any  offence  he  admits 
having  committed.  That  protection  is  to 
be  taken  away.  I  hope  the  House  will 
hesitate  to  interfere  with  this  old  and 
well-known  principle  in  English  Law. 
It  is  true  that  his  evidence  is  not  to  be 
used  against  him ;  but  this  evidence  will 
enable  other  proofs  of  the  same  facts  to 
be  obtained  elsewhere.     The  Bill,  how- 
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ever,  aceroa  to  me  to  contain  some 
valuable  clauses,  and  the  House  is  cer- 
tainly indebted  to  the  Lon.  Member  for 
Islington  and  his  Colleagues  for  framing 
and  introducing  it ;  at  the  same  time 
many  of  its  provisions  are  detrimental  to 
the  interests  of  the  trader,  are  calculated 
to  defeat  the  objects  of  the  Bill,  and  are 
likely  to  act  with  undue  harshness.  In 
my  opinion,  the  House  should  be  very 
cautious  in  altering  a  law  wliich  was 
passed  with  «o  much  care  S8  the  present 
Bankruptcy  Act  of  1 883,  and  should  not 
do  60  on  the  points  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred without  much  stronger  proof  of 
its  necessity  than  has  yet  been  bn^nght 
before  the  House,  I  will  uot  move  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill,  but  only  express  the 
hope  that  every  effort  will  be  made  in 
Committee  to  alter  some  of  its  pro- 
visions. 

(3.130  Mr.  J.  LLOYD  MORGAN 
^Carmarthen »  W.)  :  I  cannot  agree  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  object  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Ijaw  is  dimply  to  protect 
creditoi's.  A  main  object  is  to  relieve 
debtors.  Again,  we  would  imagine  from 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  BrisUil  (Colonel  Hill)  that  the  only 
parties  to  be  considered  in  the  matter  of 
altertitious  in  tlie  Bankruptcy  Law  are 
members  of  Chambers  of  Commerce. 

♦Mr,  S.  GEDGE:  I  beg  the  hon. 
Gentleman*^  pardon.  I  distinctly  said 
the  object*  of  the  Bankraptcy  Law  was 
to  protect  creditors,  to  relieve  honest 
traders,  and  to  punish  dishonest 
traders. 

Mr.  J.LLO^T)  M0RGA:N'  :  I  think  we 
should  tuke  a  much  wider  view  of  this 
matter  tlian  the  hon.  and  galUint  Gentle^ 
man  (Colonel  Hill)  seems  to  favour. 
There  is  one  observation  I  desire  to 
make  in  reference  t>o  the  4th  clause  of 
the  Bill.  The  12th  section  of  the  Act 
of  1883  gives  power  to  the  Official  Re- 
ceiver to  appoint  a  special  manager,  in 
case  the  creditors  upply  to  him  to  do 
so.  By  the  4th  clause  of  this  Bill  aliso- 
lute  power  is  given  to  the  Official  Re- 
ceiver to  appoint  a  special  manager, 
whether  the  creditot*s  desire  it  or  not. 
I  am  ineh'ncd  to  think  that  the  power 
givcD  by  the  Act  of  1883  to  the 
Official  Receiver  in  inspect  to  the 
management  of  the  csbite  of  the  debtor 
IS  satHcient.  1  cannot  help  thinking 
Mr.  Sydney  Gcfige 


tltat  the  creditors  are  perfectly  wellable 
to  form  a  judgment  sls  to  whether  or 
not  it  is  advisable  in  their  interest  to 
have  a  special  manager.  I  am  not  opposed  I 
to  the  Bill — it  is,  in  my  opinion,  a  most  i 
excellent  measure — ^but  I  cannot  help ' 
thinking  that  there  are  some  sections 
under  which  small  debtors  will  be  treated 
with  great  severity  and  hardship.  Under  * 
the  28th  section  of  the  Act  of  1883  the 
County  Court  judge  has,  in  case  certain 
offences  have  been  committed  liy  the 
debtor  and  reported  by  the  Official 
Receiver,  discretionary  power  to  withhold 
or  to  grant  the  discharge  in  a  certain 
time,  and  to  impose  certain  conditions  if 
he  tliinks  it  necessary.  This  Bill  not 
only  increases  the  number  of  offences  to 
which  regard  may  be  had,  bnt  it  divesta 
the  County  County  Judge  of  discretionary 
pciwer.  I  see  great  objection  to  this 
provision,  because  the  County  Goturt 
Judge  or  the  Bankruptcy  Judge,  having 
all  the  facts  and  docnments  before  him, 
is  undoubtedly  the  best  authority  on  the 
question  whether  or  not  the  debtor  onght 
to  have  his  discharge.  The  Mover  of  the 
Second  Reiuling  has  said  that  an  undis- 
charged kinkrii[>t  is  ii  man  who  is  nndci* 
no  practical  disability  ;  that  he  can 
go  about  and  trade  just  as- 
he  likes,  only  he  must,  if  he 
incurs  a  debt  of  .£20,  disclose  the  fact 
that  he  is  an  undischarged  bankrupt- 
How  can  a  trader  carry  on  business  if, 
when  he  incurs  a  small  liability,  he  has 
to  make  the  humiliating  admission  that 
he  is  an  undischarged  bankrupt?  I 
think  it  is  a  great  disability  for  a  man  to 
be  obliged  to  make  a  disclosure  of  that 
kind,  and  that^  in  fact,  it  prevents  a  man 
carrying  on  any  business  in  tlie  future. 
I  fear  it  really  leads  to  fraud.  Men  will 
not  trade  unless  they  are  able  to  do  so 
like  their  fellow  men,  and  the  result  of 
this  provision  is  that  undischarged  bank- 
rupt-s  transact  business  in  the  names  of 
their  wives.  They  are  thus  able  to  com- 
mit a  fraud  on  the  public,  or,  at  any  rate, 
to  be  free  from  the  penalties  of  the  Act 
of  1883.  The  only  other  part  of  the 
Bill  whicli,  I  think,  ought  U^  bo  received 
with  great  caution  is  that  chiuse  which 
creates  a  new  niisdemeimour.  If  a  man 
has  been  speculitting  or  living  beyond 
his  means — for  that  is  what  it  comes  to 
— he  is  to  be  liable  lo  12  mouths'  im- 
prisonment with  hard  lalxjur.  We  can 
imagine  tlmt  snch  a  provision  may  lead 
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to  great  hardships,  especially  in  the  case 
of  young  and  inexperienced  traders.  I 
trust  that  when  the  Bill  reaches  Com- 
mittee hon.  Members  will  duly  consider 
this  and  the  other  points  I  have  raised. 

•(3.18.)  Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St. 
Pancras,  N.):  If  I  felt  as  strongly 
with  reference  to  the  Bill  as  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  I.  should  certainly 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
this  day  six  months.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
entertain  such  grave  doubts  as  to  the 
policy  of  the  measure,  the  only  course  for 
them  to  adopt  is  to  oppose  the  measure 
altogether.  There  is  no  doubt  that  some 
amendment  of  the  Bankruptcy  Law  is 
necessary  in  the  direction  of  this  Bill ; 
whether  it  should  be  of  such  a  severe 
character  as  that  now  proposed  is  alto- 
gether another  question.  There  is  one 
provision  which  I  believe  will  be 
attended  with  many  disadvantages :  I 
refer  to  the  provision  allowing  creditors 
for  £20  instead  of  £dO  to  present  a 
petition  in  bankruptcy.  I  am  sure  that 
this  will  lead  to  a  great  deal  of  expense 
and  a  great  deal  of  trouble  ;  and  will 
be  made  use  of  as  a  means  of  ex- 
torting money  by  avaricious  crieditors 
of  small  amount,  while  a  certain 
olass  of  practitioners  will  readily  avail 
themselves  of  this  mode  of  manufac- 
turing costs.  Fifty  pounds  is  surely  a 
small  enough  sum  to  justify  a  petition  in 
bankruptcy.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  statement  to  the  Official 
Receiver,  with  a  view  to  a  composition 
and  the  summoning  of  a  meeting, 
that  seems  to  be  a  subject  rather 
for  the  rules  of  procedure  than  for  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  It  is  desirable  that 
if  any  creditor  or  the  debtor  himself 
considers  that  composition  would  be 
more  beneficial  to  the  creditors,  there 
should  be  some  speedy  mode  of  taking 
the  opinion  of  the  creditors,  and  I  would 
suggest  that  a  simple  majority  of 
creditors,  both  in  number  and  value, 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Court,  should 
be  quite  sufficient,  without  its  being 
necessary  that  there  should  be  a  majority 
m  number,  and  of  three-quarters  in 
value.  If  the  majority  of  the  creditoi*s 
desire  it,  surely  that  is  a  sufficient 
guarantee  that  a  composition  is  fair. 
With  regard  to  the  creation  of  new 
offences,  I  entertain  very  grave  doubts 


as  to  whether  it  is  wise  to  make  two  or 
three  of  the  things  proposed  punishable 
as  misdemeanours.  Another  offence  I 
would  like  to  notice — where  a  man  has 
within  three  years  of  his  bankruptcy 
failed  to  take  steps  to  make  himself 
properly  acquainted  with  his  true 
financial  position ;  this,  I  think,  will  lead 
to  a  great  deal  of  dispute,  and  will  be 
very  difficult  to  establish  as  an  offence, 
so  as  to  disqualify  a  debtor  from  having 
his  discharge,  and  I  doubt  whether  this 
provision  will  lead  -to  any  good.  There 
is  another  provision  that  the  bankrupt 
who  has  put  any  of  his  creditors  to  un- 
necessary expense  by  bringing  a  frivolous 
or  vexatious  action  should  be  punished. 
Whether  ihe  action  is  frivolous  or 
vexatious  is  a  matter  on  which  people 
may  entertain  very  different  opinions. 
Is  the  Judge  who  tries  the  action  to 
certify  in  view  of  a  possible  bankruptcy, 
or  is  the  Judge  in  Bankruptcy  to  decide 
after  the  result  whether  the  action  was 
frivolous  and  vexatious  ?  At  any  rate,  I 
think  the  provision  open  to  a  good  deal  of 
doubt.  With  regard  to  the  suspension  of. 
the  period  of  discharge  for  five  years,  it 
seems  to  me  that  that  is  an  inordinately, 
long  time.  The  position  of  an  undis- 
charged bankrupt  is  one  of  considerable* 
difficulty  when  he  wants  to  carry  on 
business,  and  this  suspension  of  the  dis- 
charge is  only  calculated  to  make  him 
carry  on  business  under  some  other 
person's  name,  or  to  do,  in  some  indirect 
way,  what,  of  course,  he  must  do  in  order 
to  earn  his  living.  There  are  some  other 
provisions  in  the  Bill  which  are  open  to 
criticism,  but  as  this  is  a  discussion  on 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  and  not 
one  upon  its  details,  I  will  refrain  from 
going  into  these  questions.  As  the  Bill 
is  going  to  a  Standing  Committee  I  will 
not  discuss  details  fully.  I  am  in 
doubt  as  to  the  policy  of  reducing  the 
amount  for  which  petitions  in  bank- 
ruptcy can  be  presented,  and  as  to  the 
policy  of  increasing  the  number  of 
offences,  but  my  principal  objection  to 
the  Bill  is  that  the  provisions  generally 
are  too  severe  in  many  respects ;  and  in 
consequence  of  their  extreme  severity 
will  defeat  the  very  object  that  the  hon. 
Members  who  have  the  Bill  in  charge 
desire  to  effect.  I  hope  the  Bill  will 
receive  careful  consideration  upstaiiSy 
and  I  believe  considerable  changes  will 
have  to  be  made  in  it. 
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■•(3.300  Mb.  DIXON-miRTLAND 
(Middlesex,  Uxbridge) :  I  congratulate 
the  Mover  on  the  eloquent  speech  he  has 
made  in  support  of  the  Bill,  and  I  hope 
after  the  Second  Reading  the  Bill  will 
be  allowed  to  ^  before  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee, for  I  cannot  b?  blind  to  the  fact 
that  there  are  a  great  many  clauses  in  it 
that  will  require  entire  alteration  or 
omission.  I  am  one  of  those  who  even  in 
regard  to  the  Bill  of  1883  thought  the 
commercial  classes  would  be  better  off  if 
there  were  no  Btmkrnptcy  Bill  at  all. 
In  some  of  the  States  of  America  there 
is  no  Bankruptcy  Act,  and  they  get  on 
much  better  than  wo  do.  When  two 
people  fail  in  their  contract,  and  the  one 
is  unable  to  pay,  it  is  better  to  allow 
them  to  get  out  uf  the  difficulty  by 
arrangement  than  to  have  recourse  to  a 
system  of  law.  Anyhow  we  ought  to 
hesitate  before  allowing  the  Bil!  to  pass 
as  a  whole.  Clauses  21  and  l*^  will  be 
most  valuable,  and  there  is  nothing  to  be 
said  against  the  remarks  of  ray  hon. 
Friend  upon  these.  But  it  seemed  to  me 
that  the  whole  of  his  speech  was  in 
favour  of  suspension  of  dischai^e^  and 
1  notice  from  the  form  of  various  clauses 
that  that  seems  to  h^  the  great  point  of 
his  Bi^ll.  Now,  I  am  not  one  of  those 
who  think  that  suppression  of  discharge 
is  of  great  consequenco.  Wo  do  not, 
in  commercial  circles,  find  that  it  much 
matters.  I  know  two  lai^e  tniders 
in  the  City  who,  having  failed, 
carry  on  business  in  other  names, 
and  nobody  makes  any  objection. 
There  are  plenty  of  ways  of  getting  rid 
of  the  difficulty,  and  the  risk  is  nominal. 
Whether  creditors  have  such  short 
memories  that  in  a  year  they  forget  that 
a  man  was  once  a  bankrupt  I  do  not 
know,  but  there  are  new  credit<irs  and, 
as  a  rule,  a  man  does  not  disclose  that  he 
is  an  undischarged  bankrupt  and  it  is 
not  to  the  int^r.^st  of  anyone  to  go  to  the 
Court  and  find  out.  What  is  far  more 
important  is  to  see  that  it  is  a  man's 
own  interest  to  suspend  jmyraent  before 
he  is  in  very  low  water,  and  that  he  shall 
not  get  liis  dischaige  unless  he  jiays  10s. 
in  tlie  £1*  If  yitu  can  make  a  man  sfcop 
before  he  goes  beyond  that  limit  that 
will  be  of  f.ir  more  itdvantage  to  the  com- 
mercial cldisses  than  any  punishment  by 
suspension  of  discharge.  Criminal  acts, 
of  course,  ought  to  be  punished  irre8p3C' 
tive  of  dividend.     Reckless  men  now  get 


far  too  much  sympathy,  and  the  Coui-t  i»  , 
too  lenient  with  them.     When  a  man  f 
gets  ^o  low  and  is  so  thoronghly  in  sol- 1 
vent  that  he  cannot  pay  more  than  2s.  orl 
3s.  in  the  =£1,  then  he  is  utterly  reckless 
and  his   only  course  is  to   go   on   from 
hand  to  month,  and  thou  he  does  mort>  > 
damage  to  honest  t leading  than  anybody  ' 
else  ciin.     It  dofes    not    mutter    to    hint 
whether  he  makes  a  profit  or  loss ;  but 
it  does  to  the  honest  trader,  who  cannot 
live  in  competition  with  a  man  who  ia - 
careless  of  the  result,  and  thus  arise  vast  J 
evils  to  the  trade  of  the  country.   Statis-l 
tics    show    how    large   a  proportion   ofi 
bankrupts  among  the  mercantile  classes 
pay  very  small  dividends,  and  in  such 
cjises  pity  is  much  misplaced.     The  hon. 
and  learned  Mem  her  for  Stockport  sayai 
that  gentlemen  bscome  liankrupt  through  ! 
no  fault  of   their  own,   that  they   juin  j 
limited  ccnupanies  and  so  suffer  losses. 
But  what  difference  is  there,  if  they  join  I 
a  trading  concern  they  do   it  with  their  J 
eyes  op^n  ?      I    do   not   think    in    the  f 
suspension  of  discharge  there  would  bdj 
any  advantage  in  mtiking  a  distinction. 
The  hon.  Member  for  West  Carmarthen! 
(  M  r.  Morgan)  said  a  BLl  I  should  deal  equally 
with  the  interests  of  debtor  and  cralitor, 
but  it  is  the  debtor  who  gets  into  trouble, 
not  the  creditor  ;  the  debtor  obtiins  the 
goods  and  is  first  to  b^  thought  of.     In 
regard   to  future  profits    I    have   nevef 
known  a  ease  where  future  profits  wer 
really  pledged,  and  if   they  were  it   is 
nobody's   business   to   look   after  them ; 
nobody  will  take  the  trouble  to  see  it 
they  are   earned    or    piid.      The    real! 
question  is  what  a  man  has  at  the  time 
he  suspends  payment,  not  what  he  may 
have  in  the  future.     I  do  not  believe  in 
the  pledging  of  future  profits.     A  man 
is  sufficiently  handicapped  by  becoming- 
a  bankrupt,  and  if  he  is   further  handi- 
capfied  by  liaving  to  yield  part  of  hia 
future  profits,  I  venture   to  say  he  will 
never  bucceed.     In  regard  to  the  clause 
dealing  with  executions,  if  any  execution; 
being  levied  is  \^  make  a  man  bankrupt 
then  ther<?  will  be  an  end  of  executions, 
except  for  purposes  of  black- mail,  for  nc 
honest  trader  woiild  put  in  an  execution! 
if  the    moment    he     had    gone    to    tht^| 
expense,     he     bad    to    hand     the    pro-J 
ceeds    to     the     Official     Rec?iver,     anf 
would     get     no     advantage     for     him-J 
self.     Tliere  would   b-   an    end    to    this 
process  of  law  being  carried  out.     Tber 
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mider  this  Bill  it  is  to  be  a  criminal  offence 
to  give  an  undue  preference  to  any  credi- 
tor. But  what  is  undue  preference  1 
Suppose  a  man  has  a  bill  falling  due, 
and  it  is  not  paid,  then  the  creditor 
comes  down  on  him  to  enforce  payment, 
bat  on  getting  security  gives  time.  Is 
ih&t  undne  preference  to  bring  a  man 
under  the  penalty  imposed  by  the  Bill  1 
If  he  lets  the  thing  go  he  becomes  a 
bankrupt,  but  because  he  does  a  thing 
which  is  perfectly  honest,  and  which  not 
doing  would  bring  about  an  act  of  bank- 
ruptcy, is  he  to  be  punished  ]  I  think 
thu  clause  will  require  much  modifica- 
tion. As  to  special  managers,  I  think 
this  point  was  thoroughly  discussed  in  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1883.  We  were 
all  desirous  of  making  the  working  of 
the  Act  as  cheap  as  possible,  and  the 
special  manager  clause  was  fought  for 
two  days.  The  compromise  arrived  at 
was  a  reasonable  one,  that  the  manager 
should  be  appointed  wherever  the  Official 
Beceiver  thought  it  necessary.  The 
last  point  I  will  mention  is  the 
disclaimer  of  leases.  The  Official 
Receiver  is  to  have  more  than  28  days 
to  consider  whether  he  shall  disclaim  a 
lease ;  that  is  not  fair.  If  he  is  going 
to  keep  it  he  knows  that  before  the  end 
of  28  days,  and  it  is  not  fair  to  the  owner 
that  the  Receiver  should  hold  this  power 
for  so  long  a  time.  I  have  known  cases 
of  great  hardship  where  the  Official 
Trustee  has  kept  the  landlord  in  suspense 
until  the  day  before  quarter-day,  and 
then  cleared  out  everything,  leaving  the 
landlord  with  no  rent  whatever.  It  is 
bad  enough  now  ;  it  would  be  still  worse 
if  this  clause  were  passed.  Under  all 
circumstances  I  think  it  is  very  desirable 
that  the  Bill  should  be  sent  to  Committee 
upstairs,  and  I  hope  it  will  come  back  to 
us  in  a  very  much  altered  form,  and  on 
that  we  shall  pass  our  judgment. 

(3.40.)  Mr.  p.  Mcdonald  (siigo, 

N.)  :  As  a  trader  I  desire  to  say  a  few 
words  in  support  of  the  Bill.  The  object 
of  a  Bankruptcy  Law  ought  to  be  to 
cheapen  and  expedifce  procedure,  but  the 
tendency  of  the  observations  of  those 
hon.  Members  who  have  spoken  in 
opposition  to  the  Bill  has  not  been  in 
that  direction.  Three  of  these  hon. 
Gentlemen  are  members  of  the  legal 
VOL.  CCCXLII.    [third  series.] 


1.  It  is  a  very  singular 
thing  that  proposed  Amendments  of 
the  Law  of  Bankruptcy,  in  which  the 
trading  interest  is  mainly  concerned,  are 
always  opposed  by  members  of  the  legal 
profession.  This  is  purely  a  trade  ques- 
tion, and  consequently  should  be  left  for 
decision  to  the  trading  interest.  I  have 
carefully  read  over  the  Bill,  and  will 
confine  myself  to  saying  that  it  has  my 
thorough  and  entire  approval  as  a  trader, 
and  I  shall  cordially  support  the  Second 
Reading.  I  do  not  take  exception  to 
clauses  as  several  hon.  Gentleman  have 
done,  inasmuch  as  I  think  every  clause 
in  the  Bill  is  necessary  and  very  much 
called  for,  and  I  only  hope  that  similar 
provisions  may  be  passed  into  law  for 
Ireland,  for  the  Irish  Bankruptcy  Law  is 
in  a  state  of  confusion  that  has  led  to 
great  trouble  and  many  abuses.  The 
English  Bankruptcy  Law,  after  five  years* 
operation,  is  about  to  be  amended,  but 
the  Irish  Law  has  existed  18  years 
without  a  touch  of  improvement,  and  I 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  give  us 
such  facilities  as  I  understand  they  are 
now  going  to  give  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  who  has  introduced 
this  Bill,  for  passing  a  measure  that  will 
meet  the  much-needed  demands  of  Irish 
traders. 

•(3.42.)  Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER 
(London) :  Like  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  spoken  I  look  at  the  question 
from  a  commercial  and  non-legal  point 
of  view.  I  wish  to  point  out  that 
when  a  commercial  man  has  had 
the  misfortune  to  make  a  bad  debt,  he 
thinks  the  best  thing  lie  can  do  is  to 
write  it  off  at  once,  though  anything  that 
may  come  out  of  it  of  course  he  is  glad 
to  get.  There  is  a  story  current  in  the 
City  that  a  large  firm,  having  written 
off  what  they  considered  to  bo  a  bad 
debt  of  £40,000,  told  an  inquirer 
immediately  afterwards  that  the  debtor 
did  not  owe  them  a  sixpence.  The  fact  is 
commercial  men  have  a  dread  of  bank- 
ruptcy proceedings  and  do  not  give  their 
attention  to  the  winding  up  of  bankrupt 
estates.  An  hon.  Member  has  said  this 
is  the  seventh  Bankruptcy  Bill  within  his 
recollection,  and  though  I  have  not  so 
many  in  my  memory,  I  can  recollect 
2  Y 
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dnring  the  time  T  have  been  a  Member 
of  the  House,  and  before,  many  altera- 
tions of  the  Bankniptrcy  Law,  but  I  did 
hope  that  the  law  had  heeti  brought  into 
as  satiafact^ory  a  sUiU^  as  possible.  I  do 
not  heheve,  owing  to  the  circnni  stance  I 
have  mentioned,  that  the  procee dings  arc 
always  quite  satisfactory,  but  the  diffi- 
culties are  rather  outside  legislation. 
I  had  hoped  that  the  legislation  of  1883 
had  been  fchoroughly  succeesful,  I 
remember  the  ability  displayed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain), 
in  carrying  the  Bill  through  the 
House  and  through  Committee,  and 
after  the  exhaustive  discussions  we 
then  had,  I  certainly  do  regret  exceed- 
ingly that  the  House  Beems  disposed  to 
re-open  the  whole  question  and  pass  a 
new  Bankruptcy  Act,  The  Committee 
tkroQgh  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
piloted  the  Bill  with  so  much  ability  was 
very  strongly  manned  by  Members  of 
both  the  legid  and  commercial  interests — 
among  the  latter  I  may  mention  my 
lamented  friend  Mr.  Hamuel  Morley, 
Sir  Henry  Peek,  who  has  retired  from 
the  House — ^everything  was  fully  dis- 
cussed, and  I  regret  the  intention  to  go 
over  the  whole  question  again, 

(3.450  Mb.  HANDEL  COSSHAM 
(Bristol,  E.) :  I  will  not  dwell  upon 
details  of  the  Bill ;  that  will  be  better  dis- 
cussed in  Committee,  but  there  are  two 
principles  I  would  ask  the  House  to  bear 
in  mind.  The  point  at  which  all  these 
Bills  should  aim  is  to  get  the  estate  dis- 
tributed as  cheaply  as  possible  and  as 
soon  as  possible.  There  is  too  much 
interception  between  the  estate  and  the 
creditors;  mt^mberg  of  the  legal  profession 
get  their  teeth  in  and  secure  much  that 
should  go  to  t}ie  creditors.  Any  Bank- 
ruptcy Bill  that  does  not  tend  to  prevent 
this  is  imperfect  in  a  very  imporbmt  par- 
ticular.  At  the  present  time  I  think 
half  an  estate  is  oaten  up  by  the 
interposition  of  lawyers,  and  our  aim 
should  be  to  prevent  this.  The  great 
defect  I  find  fault  with  as  a  commercial 
man  is  not  so  much  dishonest  tradings 
hut  the  fact  tliat  a  soticihir  gets  hold  of 
an  estate,  and  a  largo  bulk  of  it  is  con- 
sumed before  the  residue  reaches  the 
creditors-  I  am  in  favour  of  reading  the 
Bill  a  second  time,  Imt  the  details  should 
Mr,  Koberi  Fowler 


remain  for  Committee,  We  are  indebted 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  his  explana- 
tion of  the  Bill,  I  have  not  much  faith 
in  Bankruptcy  Bills  myself  ;  my  own 
belief  is,  that  creditors  would  be  quite 
as  well  off  \\4th  no  Biinkruptcy  Act  as 
with  any  Act  you  may  pass,  but  the 
main  point  I  would  insist  on  is  that 
lawyers  should  not  get  such  considerable 
pickings  from  an  estate*, 

(3.47.)  Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Bir- 
mingham, W.)  :  I  tliink  that  the  feeling 
of  •the  commercial  community  with 
respect  to  bod  debta  has  been  accurately 
stated  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  London,  They  t^ke  no 
trouble  to  investigiitij  the  circumstances 
of  a  bankruptcy  and  to  prosecute  the 
wrongdoers  if  there  be  any.  This  is 
fierfectly  true,  but  it  is  not  to  the  interest 
of  the  commercial  class  as  a  whole  that 
this  state  of  things  should  continue. 
It  is,  on  the  contrary,  to  their  interest 
that  all  failures  should  be  investigated, 
and  that  any  culpable  malpractice  should 
be  visited  with  condign  punishment, 
I  confess  I  do  not  regard  the  Bill  before 
the  House  as  in  any  way  hostile  to 
the  work  upon  which  we  were  engaged 
in  1883.  On  the  contrary,  I  hail  the 
Bill  and  this  discussion  with  great  satis- 
faction, for,  indirectly,  at  all  events,  it  is 
a  signal  confirmation  of  the  opinions 
arrived  at  by  the  Grand  Committee  in 
those  days.  That  Committee  did  not  at 
the  time  believe  a  hnal  settlement  of  the 
question  was  being  arrived  at.  I  may 
say  at  once  there  were  several  points  on 
which  the  Board  of  Trade  were  defeated 
in  Comraitteet  and  some  of  these  I  find 
in  this  Bill ;  and  by  the  light  of  the 
further  experience  we  have  had  there  is 
a  prospect  of  their  having  more  favour- 
consideration  than  they  received  at  that 
time,  Tliere  were  points  in  respect  to 
which  the  Board  of  Tmde  desired  to  go 
further,  hut  we  had  not  the  courage  to 
go  further  at  that  time,  because  we 
were  endeavouring  to  substitute  for  the 
system  which  we  thought  had  failed  a 
system  which  was,  in  faet»  a  return  to  a 
still  older  system— namely,  that  which 
prevailed  before  the  Act  of  1 869.  There 
was  in  1883  a  very  strong  opinion  in  the 
country  against  any  extension  of  official 
administration,  but  now  experience  justi- 
fies a  further  extension  of  it«    There  is 
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a  clanse  in  the  Bill  which  extends  juris- 
diction from  £300  to  £500,  and  I  may 
say  it   was  my  desire    that   the   limit 
should  be  £1,000.      Experience   amply 
justifies    the    extension    of   the    limit. 
Although  iihe  Bankruptcy  Act  of  1883 
has  not  brought  all  dividends  up  to  20s. 
in  the  £1,  an  effect  we  cannot  expect 
from    any  legislation,   it    has   had  the 
effect  of  reducing  most  materially  the 
percentage  of  costs,  and  the  number  of 
very  small  dividends  has  greatly  dimi- 
nished.     These  results  have  been  more 
marked  in  cases  settled  under  official 
administration  than  in  cases  under  the 
control  of  creditors  themselves.     I  would 
go  further,  and  I  think  experience  justi- 
fies me  when  I  say  that,  to  insure  full 
investigaMon,  you  must  entrust  inquiry 
to  a  public  authority,  and  that  you  can- 
not rely  on  the  public  spirit  or  even  the 
self-interest     of    creditors     themselves. 
There  is  another  point  of  considerable 
importance.       That     the     debt     of     a 
petitioning    creditor    must    amount    to 
£50   is    a    condition    which    I    should 
like      to      see     altogether      abolished. 
The  limit  was  inserted  in  the  Bill  rather 
against  the  opinion  of  those  who  were 
advising  me  at  the  time.     In  every  case 
it  is  necessary  that  an  act  of  bankruptcy 
should  have  been  committed,  and  that 
being  the  fact,  every  creditor,  however 
small  his^debt,  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
bring  his  case  before  the  Court.     The  in- 
terests  of    creditors    demand    that    all 
eases  of  insolvency  should  be  at  once 
investigated,  and  that  matters  should  not 
be  allowed  to  goon  until  the  whole  of  the 
estate  is  wasted  or  lost.     The  present 
limit  of  £50  is  based,  as  far  as   I  know, 
on  no  sound    principle.     In    the    vast 
majority  of  bankruptcies  there  are  no 
creditors  who  are  owed  as  much  as  £50. 
The  law,  it  is  true,  provides  that  several 
creditors  may  combine  so  as  to  reach  the 
prescribed  limit,  but  it  is  not  often  easy 
for  them  to  take  advantage  of  the  pro- 
vision.    It  is  difficult,  for  example,  when 
the  creditors    are    scattered    over    the 
country,  and  live  at  long  distances  one 
from  another.     The  change  proposed   in 
the  Bill  is,  therefore,  one  which  I  heartily 
approve.     The  question  of  the  suspension 
of  discharge  is  more  difficult.     I  agree 
with   some    hon.    Members    who  have 
spoken  as  to  the  insufficiency  of  this  sus- 
pension of  discharge  as  a  penalty.     The 
Judges  have  been  extremely  lenient  in 


exercising  the  discretionary  power  which 
they  enjoy,  and  I  think  the  House 
might  well  say  that  the  power  must  be 
exercised  and  no  longer  be  discretionary. 
I  also  agree  that  in  many  cases  the  sus- 
pension of  the  discharge  is  hardly  a 
penalty  at  all,  because  the  undischarged 
person  finds  it  possible  to  carry  on  his 
business  in  another  name,  and  in  that 
way  to  evade  the  law.  But  I  am  bound  to 
say  I  do  not  know  any  other  penalty  that 
can  be  substituted,  and  I  should  be  in- 
clined to  take  it  for  what  it  is  worth,  so  &r 
altering  the  law  as  in  some  cases  to  remove 
the  discretion  that  rests  with  the  Court. 
I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  gone  to 
extremes  in  the  extension  of  the  penal 
clauses,  and  that  some  of  the  offences  for 
which  it  is  proposed  to  make  bankrupts 
liable  to  12  months'  imprisonment  hardly 
justify  so  heavy  a  punishment.  That 
however,  is  a  matter  which  can  be  con- 
sidered in  Grand  Committee,  and  though, 
in  regard  to  that  particular  point,  I  differ 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  must  say  it 
does  not  affect  the  value  of  the  Bill. 
There  is!only  one  other  point  I  wish  to  refer 
to,  and  that  is  with  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  special  managers.  It  is  now 
proposed  to  give  an  independent  power  to 
the  Official  Beceiver  to  make  such  appoint- 
ments. When,  on  a  previous  occasion, 
this  matter  was  discussed  in  Grand  Com- 
mittee, it  was  dealt  with  from  a  rather 
different  standpoint  It  was  then  urged 
on  behalf  of  creditors  that  Official 
Receivers  should  have  the  right  in  every 
case  to  appoint  special  managers.  I  am 
prepared  to  consider  the  arguments  in 
favour  of  that  proposal,  but  at  present 
I  regard  it  with  some  distrust,  as  the 
result  would  be  to  multiply  officials  and 
expenses.  The  Official  Receiver  must 
have  a  great  deal  of  discretion  in  the 
matter,  but  it  may  make  him  inclined  to 
throw  some  of  his  duties  on  the  special 
manager,  and  thus  create  two  offices  and 
two  salaries  for  the  duties  which  ought 
to  be  performed  by  one.  But  on  the 
whole  I  regard  the  introduction  of  this 
Bill  with  great  satisfaction,  and  I  hope 
it  will  be  sent  to  the  Grand  Committee. 

♦(4.4.)  Mr.  J.  E.  KELLY  (Camber- 
well  :  I  regret  that  I  cannot  support  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  and  I  must 
add  that  I  think  measures  of  this  kind 
should  be  undertaken  by  the^Govemment 
if  they  are  to  be  undertaken  at  all.  No 
2  Y  2 
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doubt  the  Bankniptey  Law  is  a  iniittcr  of 
vltiii  importance  to  the  mercantile  com- 
munitj.  One  hon.  Member  has  twitted 
the  lawyers  in  this  House  with  taking 
part  in  the  discussion,  but  I  venture  to 
think  it  is  almost  impossible  for  a  layman 
to  deal  with  a  Bill  of  thia  kind.  The 
fact  of  the  matter  is  that  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  time  to  go  throu^rh  the  Bill  as 
carefully  as  1  hava  done  they  would 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Stxick- 
port,  who  described  it  as  a  measure  for 
the  iTide^finit'3  multiplication  of  small 
liankruptcies,  and  see  that  the  only  people 
who  would  gain  by  it  would  ba  the 
blackmailers  and  the  money  lenders. 
The  right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Member 
f«tr  Birmingham  has  called  attention  to 
the  fact  to  one  section  which  has  not  been 
discussed,  althou|^h  it  is  a  very  useful 
and  that  is  the  proposal,  to  extend  the 
limit  of  eases  for  summary  administra- 
tion from  £300  to  X500.  I  think  every 
one  agrees  that  that  would  be  a  useful 
extensioa,  and  if  this  Bill  were  simply 
limited  to  str^ng-thening  and  extending 
the  provisions  of  the  admirable  Act  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  I 
should  be  happy  to  support  it.  But  this 
is  an  altogether  new  Bankruptcy  Act, 
based  upon  principles  which  this  House 
never  yet  has  sanctiont^d,  and  which  I 
hope  it  never  will  sanction,  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  in 
his  views  as  to  the  compulsory  examina- 
tton  of  debtors,  and  I  think  that  the  effect 
of  Clause  22  will  simply  be  to  force  them 
to  commit  perjury*  inasmuch  as  they  will 
have  to  choi>se  between  admissions  w^hich, 
as  the  indemnity  is  to  be  withdrawn, 
may  lead  to  their  own  conviction,  and 
stating  what  they  know  to  be  false  ;  and 
that  is  a  position  in  which  I  am  sure  the 
House  would  uot  desire  to  place  any 
man.  Throughout  this  discussion  there 
has  been,  to  my  mind,  a  very  strange 
fallacy*  It  is  that  everybody  hns  sup- 
posed that  creditttrs  are  a  wonderfully 
innocent  set  of  people,  who  arj  imposed 
u|K>n  by  a  wncked  set  of  debtors,  with  no 
sort  of  possibility  of  refusing  to  give 
credit,  and  often  with  no  idea  of  giving 
credit,  while  it  is  an  undonhtL'il  fju*t  that 
they  must  know  perfectly  well  when  the 
retailer  is  carrying  on  a  risky  trade,  and 
thit  they  are  giving  the  credit  in  order  in 
cut  i  nt  business  rivals,  The  fact  of  the 
matter  is  that  99-lOOtlis  of  the  bad 
debts  made  in  this  cuuntry  are  made 
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through  the  recklessness  with  which 
credit  is  given,  and  with  the  knowledge 
that  there  is  littie  chance  of  the  debt 
Ijeing  paid  in  full.  But  creditors  well 
know  how  to  protect  themselves,  because 
in  miiny  trades  there  is  a  discount  of  75 
per  cent,  given  for  ready  money.  For 
instance,  it  is  notorious  that  gaseliers  are 
sold  at  a  discount  of  60  per  cent,  for 
C4ish,  and,  therefore,  where  an  estate  pays 
5s.  in  the  £1  the  cn.*ditor  is  perfectly 
safe.  Now  I  will  give  my  reasons  for 
saying  that  this  is  a  new  Bankruptcy 
Bill  altogether.  1  am  not  at  all 
satisfied  with  Clause  2  ;  I  think  it  would 
do  no  good  whatever,  I  do  not  know  of 
any  case  in  which  a  trader  would  take 
any  real  trouble  to  follow  a  debt  of  £50, 
but  I  have  known  many  cases  where 
they  have  not  taken  the  trouble  to 
follow  a  debt  of  ten  times  that  amount. 
Well,  if  they  will  not  take  the  trouble  for 
a  debt  of  £50,  they  would  not  be  more 
likely  to  do  so  in  the  case  of  a  £20  debtv 
and  I  view  w^ith  considerable  anxiety  and 
doubt  the  suggestion  that  advantage 
would  accrue  to  the  public  generally  from 
Irnving  an  enormous  number  of  people 
liable  to  be  made  bankrupt  at  any  time 
by  a  person  to  whom  they  owe  £20, 
Indeed,  the  principle  might  be  carried 
further,  for  the  lion.  Gentleman  who 
intrcnluced  the  Bill  boldly  stated  that  he 
could  see  no  virtue  in  any  limit.  But 
those  who  know  anything  of  County 
Court  procedure  must  ha  well  aware  of 
the  enormous  labour  such  a  reduction  of 
thi  limit  would  throw  on  the  County 
Courts,  and  the  waste  of  the  small 
estates  which  would  ensue.  Again,  I 
think  a  most  extraordinary  proposal  ha« 
l>een  raade^  that  a  person  who  is  not  a 
creditor,  and  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
bankruptcy,  shall,  upon  payment  of  a 
fee,  ba  able  to  examine  the  accounts,  and 
take  whatever  extracts  he  likes  from 
them.  Upon  what  principle  should  a 
man,  perhaps  a  rival  in  the  trade,  l>e  able, 
on  the  payment  of  a  few  shillings, 
to  find  out  who  are  the  customers  of 
the  debtor,  and  at  what  prices  lie  sold 
his  goodii  ?  I  fear  improiier  use  would  be 
made  by  rival  traders  of  that  power. 
But  I  pass  from  that  and  come  to 
the  chief  provisions  of  the  Bill,  which 
are  to  b3  found  in  Causes  9  and  10. 
In  passing,  however,  I  may  point  out,  in 
reganl  to  Clause  8,  wliich  debara  persons 
fr  .>m  acting  na  Trustees  m  hen  once  they 
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have  been  removed  from  a  similar  oflBce, 
that  it  would  act  very  unjustly,  as 
sometimes  a  Trustee  is  removed 
simply  for  neglecting  his  duties, 
in  consequence  of  ill-health,  and  yet  by 
this  Bill  he  will  be  for  ever  prevented 
from  taking  a  similar  position.  And  now, 
as  to  the  proposals  affecting  bankrupts' 
discharges,  I  think  it  is  a  most  astounding 
proposal  that  unless  a  bankrupt's  estate 
shows  10s.  in  the  £1  on  the  unsecured 
liabilities  the  discharge  must  be  suspended 
for  five  years.  According  to  that  pro- 
posal it  does  not  matter  in  the  least 
how  far  the  bankruptcy  has  been  caused 
by  the  action  of  the  bankrupt  himself, 
or  his  partner,  or  of  a  customer,  over  which 
the  bankrupt  had  no  control,  nor  whether 
he  has  struggled  honestly  to  pay  his 
creditors  9s.  in  the  £\,  or  has  tried 
to  cheat  them  and  has  not  paid  them  9d. 
Under  any  and  every  circumstance  he  is 
to  remain  an  undischarged  bankrupt  for 
five  years.  There  must  be  many  cases  in 
the  knowledge  of  hon.  Members  in  which 
a  man  has  taken  a  large  contract,  and 
subsequently,  through  a  strike,  the  price 
of  labour  and  material  has  gone  up  and 
he  has  been  ruined.  Yet,  under  this 
Bill,  a  man  who  fails  through  no  fault  of 
his  own  will  have  his  discharge 
suspended  five  years  unless  he  can  pay 
his  creditors  10s.  in  the  £\.  Then, 
again,  a  penalty  is  to  be  inflicted  if  a 
bankrupt  has  not  taken  steps  to  acquaint 
himself  with  his  true  financial  position 
within  three  years  immediately  preceding 
his  bankruptcy.  But  does  every  Member 
of  this  House  know  his  true  financial 
position  ?  Why,  there  must  be  thousands 
of  men  in  this  city  who  speculate  in 
produce,  and  are  at  any  time  unable  to 
ascertain  their  true  financial  position.  A 
frivolous  defence  to  an  action  is  also  to 
be  constituted  an  offence  under  the  Bill, 
but  it  is  not  stated  who  is  to  decide 
whether  a  defence  is  or  is  not  frivolous. 
It  would  hardly  be  fair  to  throw  the 
onus  of  deciding  this  on  the  County  Court 
Judge,  who  has  only  a  few  of  the  facts 
before  him,  considering  the  severe  con- 
sequences which  by  this  new  Act  the 
offence  would  entail.  Again,  it  is  pro- 
posed that  when  a  man  applies  for  his 
discharge  he  shall  be  called  upon  to 
consent  to  judgment  being  entered  up 
against  him  for  the  balance  of  his  debts, 
and  this  judgment  is  to  be  enforceable, 
not  as  now  only  by  leave  of  tha  Court,  ' 


but  at  any  moment  which  the  Trustee 
may  select.  I  am  afraid  that  such  a 
provision  might  work  very  unsatis- 
factorily, and  that  it  might  be  used 
vindictively  by  a  rival  trader  who 
happened  to  be  Trustee  of  the  estate. 
But,  of  course,  the  real  point  of  the  Bill 
is  Clause  10,  which  says  that  if  a  man 
brings  on  his  bankruptcy  by  rash  and 
hazardous  speculation  or  unjustifiable 
extravagance  of  living,  or  within  three 
months  preceding  the  date  of  the  receiv- 
ing order,  gives  an  undue  preference  to  a 
creditor,  or  is  guilty  of  any  fraud  or 
fraudulent  breach  of  trust,  he  is  to  be 
liable  to  12  months'  imprisonment^  with 
or  without  hard  labour.  Therefore,  a 
man  who  speculates,  say,  in  produce,  if 
successful  will  be  honoured,  but  if  un- 
fortunate he  will  be  imprisoned.  A  man 
who,  on  the  verge  of  ruin,  pays  back 
mone^  lent  to  him  by  friends  or  relations 
will  get  12  months'  imprisonment ;  b«t  a 
man  who  give«  a  bill  of  sale,  and  so 
cheats  his  creditors  of  the  price  of  their 
goods,  and  his  relations  of  the  money g 
they  have  lent  him,  will  not  be  punished. 
As  for  a  fraud  or  fradulent  breach  of 
trust,  I  thought  they  were  already 
offences  under  the  existing  law,  and  I 
should  think  that  any  man  guilty  of  such 
an  offence  would  be  lucky  to  get  off  with 
only  12  months'  imprisonment.  We 
have  heard  a  good  deal  about  foreign 
codes,  but  it  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind 
that  these  codes  have  always  made  the 
strongest  distinction  between  cases  of  in- 
solvency and  bankruptcy.  If  in  this 
Bill  a  similar  distinction  were  drawn 
perhaps  I  should  not  oppose  it.  But  in 
this  Bill  you  make  a  series  of  new  offences, 
and  entirely  remove  that  discretion  which 
it  is  so  necessary  to  leave  to  the  Judges  in 
these  matters.  Moreover,  the  Bill 
actually  names  a  minimum  instead  of  a 
maximum  penalty,  which  is  opposed  to 
the  principle  of  all  modern  legislation. 
The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  this  is  a 
Bill  favoured  by  Chambers  of  Commerce, 
and  it  treats  debtors  as  criminals,  sending 
them  to  prison  for  acts  which  have  never 
been  deemed  to  be  offences  against  our 
law  at  all.  We  are  not  here  to  study 
merely  the  opinions  of  Chambers  of 
Commerce.  We  must  look  to  the  public 
interest  generally,  and,  therefore,  in 
order  to  ent3r  my  protest  against  the 
Bill,  I  beg  to  move  "  That  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  this  day  six  months." 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  tlie 
word  *'iiow,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  woixls  '*uiion  this 
daj  six  months.''— {J/r.  John  Kelly.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
*  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question/' 

^(4  26,)  Sir  J.  N.  McKK:NXA(Monaghan, 
S.) :  Although  I  second  the  Amendment^ 
I    quite    recognise   that   this   Bill    con- 
tains many  valuable  clauses,  and  if    it 
goes  upstairs  I  hope  it  will  pass  through 
the    Committee  in   a   form   which   will 
retain    those    clauses    while    the   more 
objectionable    features    are    eliminated, 
which  the  hon.  Member  wliolast  spoke  has 
pointed  out.     There  are  pcreons  who  give 
credit,  perfectly  well   knowing  tliat  the 
trader  is  practically  insolvent.     We  all 
know  there  are  cases  in  which  *50  per 
centt  discount  is  allowed  on  ready  money 
transactions,  and  this  class  of    trade  is 
particularly  prev^alent  among  the   small 
shopkeepers,  who  not  only  get  goods^  but 
also    get    money    on     credit    on    most 
onei-ous     conditions.        Now,     Sir,     my 
principal  objection  to  the  Bill  is  thiit  it  pro- 
vides no  remedy  against  fmudulent  credi- 
tor. The  fraudulont  creditor  is  one  who  ad- 
vances, say,  £50  and  obtains  interest  at 
the  rate  of  100  or  120  per  cent.,  and  who, 
having  had  back  two  or  three  times  over 
the   money   he    has    lent,    nevertheless 
appears  as  a  creditor  at  a  meeting  of  the 
general   creditors  of   a  bankrupt,  who, 
perhaps,  in  consequenct^  is  only  able  to  pay 
Is,  or  2s.  in  the  £  I .  Now,  Sir,  I  will  make 
an  offer  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
introduced  this  Bill^  and  that  is  thtit  if 
he  will  undertake  in  Committee  upstiurs 
to  introduce  or  propose  a  clituse  which 
will  provide  some  legitimate  relief  against 
the  usurious  creditor  and  prevent  tliat 
creditor  from  getting  anything  more  than 
the  amount  due  to  him  with  reasonable 
interest  on  the  money  he  has  advanced, 
I  shall  he  perfectly  satistied  to  see  the 
Bill  sent  upstairs.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  SLigo  (Mi*.  P.  McDonald) 
has  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Bill  may 
be  extended  to  Ireland,  and  for  my  part 
I   should  like  to  see  any  good  measure 
that  would  be  popularwiththe  I risli  people 
extended  to  Ireland  ;  but  it  slumld    be 
remembered  that  the  sympathies  of  the 
Irish  people  are  in  the  main  with  the 
debtor.     My    t^yrapathies,    however,   are 
Mr.  J,  E.  Kelly 
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not  in  the  main  with  the  debtor ;  they 
are  divided  between  the  debtor  and 
creditor;  but  I  know  that  anything 
which  would  accentuate  the  punishment 
of  the  debtur,  which  is  now  in  the  hands 
of  the  creditor,  to  iuEict  would  be  most 
uuj.K>p\ilar  in  Ireland,  The  only  point  I 
desire  to  insist  upon  is  this :  that  this 
Bill  ought  not  to  re-appear  in  the  House 
without  bringing  with  it  some  t^ounter* 
poise  to  the  enormous  strength  of  the 
creditor  to  enforce  an  usurious  contract. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir  E. 
Clabke,  Plymouth)  :    I  think,   Sir,  the 
discussion  we   have  had  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  has  been  of  a  very 
useful  character,  but  the  measure  proposes 
alterations  in  the  Act  of  1883  which  it 
is  essential  sli<  >uld  be  carefully  considered 
by  a  Committee  upstairs.     The  difficulty 
the    House    is    in    with    regard    to    a 
measure  of  this  kind  is  this :  that,  in  a 
Bill  proposing  to  amend  so  large  a  body 
of    the    law   as    that    which   relates   to 
bankruptcy,  wldle  there  are  a  number  of 
provisions  that  ai'e  obvii3nsly  good  and 
reasonable  and    which    the    House   may 
contidently  Ix^   asked   to  supi»ort,  there 
are  also  a  number  of    proijosals  which 
can   hardly   be   said   to  partake  of  that 
character.     My  hon.  Friend,  who  moved 
the    Second    Reading   of    the   Bill   has 
put  in  the   forefront   of   his  argument 
references  to  Clauses  21   and  22,  with 
regard  Uj  one  of  which  it  can  be  said 
that  it  is  quite  oliviously  a   reasonable 
propositi,  and  with   reganl  to  the  other 
that  there  is  a  \ery  strong  balance  of 
opinion  in  its  favour.      TJie  21st  clause 
is  rendered  necessary  by  the  fact  that 
there  was  a  mistake  in  drafting  the  Bill 
of  1883,  which  did  not  notice  the  terms 
of  the  Debtor  s  Act  of   1869;    while   in 
Clause  22  a  provision  of  the  present  law 
is  repealed  which   prat^cts  a  man  from 
prosecution  when  he   is  the  first  to  re- 
veal an  offence  under  examination.    This 
is  a  serious  question,  deserving  of  careful 
discussion  ;  but  I  believe  the   balance  of  , 
opinion  is  strongly  in  favour  of  the  Bill  1 
before  the  HousCj  provided  it  snihciently 
protects  the  man  who,  under  compnisiiiy  | 
examination,  reveals  an  offence   lie  has 
committed.      The    proposal  in  the  Bill 
does  as  much  as  is  reasonable  for  the  pro*j 
tection   of  a  man   who  has  been    eom^ 
pulsorily  examined,  and  is  the  first   tal 
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reveal  one  of  the  offences  specified  in 
the  sections  referred  to.  The  Attorney 
General  and  myself  have  had,  since  we 
came  into  office,  to  consider  whether  a 
great  criminal  should  escape  whose  crime 
is  revealed  in  a  compulsory  examination. 
Bat  there  are  a  large  number  of  pro- 
posals in  the  Bill  to  which  grave  objec- 
tion ought  to  be  fcaken.  It  has  been 
^d  that  the  Government  look  with 
friendly  eyes  on  this  Bill  as  far  as  some 
of  its  provisions  are  concerned,  and 
would  be  willing  to  see  it  sent  to  a 
Grand  Committee  for  further  considera- 
tion; but  the  Motion  which  has  been 
•  made  for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  makes 
it  incumbent  on  me  to  say  something  as 
to  the  proposals  it  contains.  I  hope  that 
my  hon.  IViend  who  has  moved  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill  will  see  that  the 
questions  on  which  he  has  expressed  so 
•Sbrong  an  opinion  are,  after  all,  questions 
that  may  well  bo  relegated  to  the  con- 
4nderation  of  a  Grand  Committee.  There 
are  a  few  suggestions  I  should  like  to 
offer  to  the  promoters  of  the  Bill.  The 
hon.  Glentleman  who  introduced  the 
measure  has  stated  that  it  comes  to  this 
House  backed  by  the  authority  of  the 
Associated  Chambers  of  Commerce,  and 
■supported  by  a  large  number  of  commer- 
•oiid  gentlemen  who  think  its  passage 
would  be  of  great  advantage  to  them.  If 
this  be  so,  I  can  see  nothing  unreason- 
able in  the  proposal  that  before  this  Bill 
is  allowed  to  go  before  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee a  careful  Memorandum  should  be 
prepared  showing  the  changes  it  pro- 
poses to  make  in  the  existing  law ; 
otherwise  it  would  be  extremely 
difficult  for  the  Committee,  at  a 
brief  notice,  to  pick  out  those 
•questions  which  will  require  the  greatest 
^amount  of  consideration.  I  will 
igive  the  House  an  illustration  of 
what  I  mean.  In  the  very  first 
clause  of  the  Bill  there  is  a  limita- 
tion of  the  present  law  which  is  of 
oxtreme  gravity,  and  wiU  require  great 
and  careful  consideration.  In  section 
(6«)  of  that  clause,  it  is  provided  that  a 
man  shall  commit  an  act  of  bankruptcy 
if  by  himself  or  through  any  other 
person  .he  informs  any  of  his  creditors 
that  he  has  suspended,  or  is  about  to 
suspend,  payment  of  his  debts.  As  the 
law  stands  at  present,  a  man  would 
commit  an  act  of  bankruptcy  if  he  gave 
notice  to  his  creditors  that  he  intended 


to  suspend  payment.  It  is  not  necessary 
that  tiie  notice  should  be  in  writing,  but 
the  Courts  hold  that  it  should  be  a 
definite  notice  upon  which  the  creditors 
can  act,  and  that  a  mere  casual  notice 
shall  not  be  sufficient.  The  effect  of  this 
section  would  be  to  alter  the  law  so  as  to 
make  information  given  to  a  creditor 
through  any  one  else  as  to  a  suspension 
of  payment  sufficient  to  constitute  an  act 
of  bankruptcy.  I  do  not  propose  to 
discuss  in  detail  whether  this  would  be  a 
good  alteration  or  not,  but  I  would  point 
out  that  the  Members  of  the  Grand 
Committee  would  not  be  able  to  address 
themselves  to  the  discussion  of  this  Bill, 
unless  they  have  before  them  an  exact 
indication  of  the  way  in  which  the 
present  law  would  be  altered.  In  regard 
to  the  main  parts  of  the  Bill,  my  hon. 
Friend  who  has  opposed' it  felt  called  on 
to  say  what  in  his  judgment  were  its 
main  provisions  and  its  principle.  He 
pointed  to  the  section  referring  to  the 
suspension  of  the  order  of  discharge  and 
to  tiie  creation  of  a  new  offence.  With 
regard  to  the  section  dealing  with  the 
Older  of  discharge,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
pointed  out  that  the  law  would  be 
strengthened  by  requiring  that  the  assets 
of  the  debtor  should  be  equal  to  10s.  in 
the  £1  on  the  amount  of  his  unsecured 
pebts.  That  would  be  a  large  al- 
teration of  the  Act  of  1883.  The 
point  was  discussed  by  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  of  1883,  the  authority 
of  which  Committee  has  by  no  means 
been  exaggerated,  and  it  was  resolved 
that  the  10s.  should  be  struck  out.  The 
House  has  had  no  reason  why  the  10s. 
should  be  introduced.  The  effect  of  the 
Act  of  1883  has  been  to  improve  the 
procedure  in  bankruptcy,  and  to  increase 
the  amount  of  assets;  and  it  would 
require  some  strong  reason  why  failure 
to  achieve  the  10s.  should  be  an  offence 
which  would  oblige  the  Court  to  susppnd 
the  order  of  discharge.  So  much  for 
Section  9,  which  deals  with  this  matter. 
The  next  clause.  Clause  10,  is  undoubt- 
edly a  very  important  clause,  and  it 
appears  to  me  that  it  is  open  to  the  most 
serious  objection.  It  relates  to  new 
criminal  offences,  and  is  most  curiously 
worded.  "  Where  it  appears  to  the 
Court  on  the  Report  of  the  Official 
Receiver  that  a  bankrupt  has  done  any 
of  the  following  things  "  then  the  things 
arc   enumerated    '^he  shall  be  deemed 
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guilty  of  a  misdemeanour/'     That  is  nut 
au    ftccnrate    way    of  dealiog    witli    tlie 
matter.     It  should  be  if  a  man  has  done 
any  of   these  things   the    Court   should 
be  empowered   to    order  a   prosecution, 
and  then  you  are  to  prosecute,  the  charge 
against  him    being  that  he  was  rather 
rash,   or   eutercd   into   an    unjustifiable 
speculation.     It  is  said  that  one  reason 
for  proposing  this  Bill  is  that  the  County 
Court    Judges    do    not    exercise    their 
authority  strictly  enough.     Why  is  that  ? 
Because  they  do  not  think    the   offence 
has  been  committed*     To  refer  a  qiiestion 
of  that  kind  to  a   jury  would*  I    think, 
in   a  great   many  cases    be   productive 
of    serious    injustice.       But    the    next 
part   of    the    clause    is    still    more    re- 
markable.    It   deals   with   the  question 
of  undue  preference  of  any  creditor — ^an 
extremely  dangerous   thing   to   make  a 
criminal  offence.     As  if   that  were  not 
enough,  Clause  13  of  the  Bill  is  intended 
to  be  read  with  that  relating  to  undue 
preference,  the  two  together  constituting 
a  sort  of  constructive  offence  of   undue 
preference,  for  which  there  is  no  justifi- 
cation whatever.     After  so  long  a  debate 
afi   w^o    have    had   on    this   Bill,  it   was 
desirable  that  Boraething  should  be  said 
from  this  Bench  on   the   subject.     The 
Government     are     quite     willing     that 
it   should   go  to  the  Grand  Committee 
on  Trade ;   but  I   hope   my  hon.  Friend 
will  accept  the  suggestion  to  circulate  a 
Memorandum    before    the  Bill   is    sub- 
mitted to  that  Committee,  and  that  he 
will    look  to   those   clauses  which    liave 
l>een   commented    upon    this  afternoon, 
with  a  view  to  seeing  whether  he  himself 
does  not  recc^nise  that  further  Amend- 
ments might  be  made.     I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  will  alhnv  this  Bill  to  be   read  a 
second  time  and  not  preai  his  Amend* 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mittL^d  to  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Trade,  drc. 

LEASEHOLDERS    (IRELAND)   BILL. 

(no.  13.)       SLTOND   REAHINO. 
Oi*der  for  Second  Heading  read. 
(>.48.)  Mr.  T.  p.  CrCOISTNOR  (Liver- 
pool, Scotland  Division):  At  this  late  hour 
Sir  E.  Clarke 


of    the   afternoon,   Mr.  Speaker,  I   feel 
com|x^lled  to  make  my  observations  very 
brief  on  the  Bill  which  1  have  now  the 
honour  of  intrcducLng.     I  do  not  at  the 
present    moment   see  on    the   Treasury 
Bench   any  representative  of  the  Irish 
Government.     We  on  these  Benches  are 
most  anxious  to  have  an  expression  of 
opinion    from    I  he  Government   on  tliis 
matter*     This   is   a   measure    which    is. 
looked  forward   to  with  a  great  deal  of 
anxiety  among  the  tenants,  especially  in 
Ulster,   where  I   am   sure    the    tenant 
farmers  will  be  grievously  disappointed  if 
this     debate    closes    to-day    wntbout  aiv 
expression  of  opinion  fri:>m  the  Treasury 
Bench  favourable  to  thu   proposals    put 
forward.      This    Bill     consists    of    five 
clauses,  the  first  of  which  gives   to  the 
long  leaseholder  the  same  right  to  go  to 
the   Court  fis  the   great  majority  of  tJi0 
leaseholders  have  to  get  a  fair  rent  fixed. 
The  way  the  matter  stnnds  is  this — all 
leaseholders  who  hold  leases  for  above  09 
years   are   excluded   from   going  to  the 
Court.     Leaseholders  of  land   which   is 
demesne,    town,    park,  or    home    farm, 
which  is  let  mainly   for   the  purpose   of 
pasture,  are  excluded  by  the  58th  section  • 
of  the  Land  Act,  188L    I^ow,  if  this  Bill 
be  passed,  tlie  same  rights  and  privileges 
of  having  fair  rents  which  are  accorded 
to  other  leaseholders  will  bo  accorded  t© 
those  who  are  at  present  excluded.      Aa 
it  is,  the  leaseholder  of  one  farm  may  be 
able  to  go  and  get  his  rent  reduced  20  or 
30  per  cent.,  while   the   tenant    of    an 
adjoining  farm  is  bound  to  pay  a  rent 
which  is  clearly   excessive,    liecause    he 
happens    to   have   a   lease    for  a  longer 
peril  id  than  i\%  years.     The  maintenance 
of  this  anomaly  is  neither  justifiable  in 
reason  or  in  public  j>olicy.      I  am  sure 
the  hon,  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel 
Waring)  must  have  had  brought  before 
him  many  cases  in  which    the  existing 
law    presses  most   heavily   on   his  own 
constituents,     I  hope,  therefore,  we  may 
have     the     support     of    the     hon.     and 
gallant     Gentleman     for     the     Second 
I  Reading,     T  welcome  the  presence  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,   who  has 
just  entered.    I  think  he  would  dischargei 
his    duty    more    courteously   and  more 
etficiently  [**  Order  "']  —  the      Solicitor 
General    (Sir  E.   Clarke)    murmurs    at 
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that  observation.  If  an  English  Bill 
of  this  nature  had  been  brought 
into  the  Honse  wonld  not  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  have  been  pre- 
sent in  his  place;  and  was  not  the 
Solicitor  General  himself  here  when  the 
Bankruptcy  Bill  was  discussed?  I  am 
sure  he  would  have  thought  himself 
deserving  of  censure  had  he  been  absent. 
I  quote  the  case  of  Edmund  Kelly.  He 
has  the  misfortune  to  hold  a  lease  for 
above  99  years. 

Colonel     WARING      (Down,     N.) : 
How  long? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Nine  hundred 
and  ninety-nine  years.  The  lease  was 
taken  in  the  year  1873,  when  land  was 
at  a  high  price.  I  hope  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  will  not  place  any 
reliance  on  the  duration  of  the  lease, 
because  I  think  that  would  be  a  most 
untenable  argument  as  against  this  Bill. 
The  valuation  put  upon  the  farm  is  £91. 
There  is  a  number  of  leaseholders  upon 
this  estate,  and  they,  having  leases  for  a 
shorter  period  than  Mr.  Kelly,  were 
enabled  to  have  their  rents  reduced  by 
the  Land  Courts,  the  reduction  in  three 
instances  being  for  a  total  rental 
of  £331  to  £195,  whereas  Mr. 
Kelly  has  actually  been  paying 
£234  for  a  farm  valued  at  £91.  The 
probability  is  that  the  full  rent  would  be 
about  £160  a  year,  which  would  be 
about  the  same  reduction  as  in  the  other 
cases.  I  have  read  the'  debate  on  the 
Bill  of  1887,  and  I  find  a  statement  in 
the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  which  would  lead  me  to  believe 
that  this  Bill  is  required  by  more  than 
10,000  tenants.  I  think  I  am  justified 
in  saying  that  13,000  tenants  would  be 
affected  by  this  legislation.  I  do  not  go 
into  the  exclusions  under  the  58th 
section,  because  they  would  be  wiped 
away  if  this  Bill  were  passed.  These 
exclusions  are  more  burdensome  because 
the  Land  Courts  and  the  Court  of  Appeal 
have  given  a  more  liberal  interpretation 
of  this  provision  than  was  originally 
intended.  With  regard  to  the  3rd 
clause  of  the.  Bill,  most  people  will  be 
surprised  to  learn  that,  although  the 
tenants  have  had  conferred  upon  them 
the  right  to  apply  to  have  a  fair  rent 
fixed,  yet  their  own  improvements  are 
excluded  from  consideration  when  the 


rent  is  being  fixed.  On  this  question  I 
must  say  the  law  appears  to  me  to  be 
very  ambiguous  and  complex.  As 
to  improvements  efEected  before  the 
leases  were  made,  it  has  been  held  that 
such  cannot  be  considered  at  all,  as  the 
leases  have  been  the  consideration  for 
them.  Altogether  that  portion  of  the  law 
is  in  a  most  unsatisfactory  condition  for 
the  tenants,  and  I  think  it  high  time  that 
some  such  provision  should  be  passed  as 
that  I  propose  in  my  Bill.  I  shall  listen 
with  great  curiosity  to  hear  what  the  GKj- 
vernment  will  say  in  this  matter.  It  is  not 
for  me  to  point  out  to  them  their  own 
business,  but  I  may  assure  them  that  I 
do  not  bring  forward  this  measure  in  a 
Party  spirit,  and  that  I  should  be  rejoiced 
— as  they  themselves  ought  to  feel — if 
they  can  satisfy  the  legitimate  demands 
of  these  leaseholders.  I  can  assure  them 
that  this  is  a  Bill  which  afEects  farmers 
who  share  their  way  of  political  feeling  in 
a  much  larger  degree  than  those  who 
share  mine.  This  is  practically  an  Ulster 
grievance — a  grievance  of  Protestant 
and  Conservative  farmers  in  Ireland — 
and  I  hope  the  Chief  Secretary  when  he 
speaks  will  not  send  to  them  a  message 
disappointing  to  their  hope,  that  this 
long  standing  grievance  may  be 
remedied. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

(5.4.)  Mr. W.REDMOND (Fermanagh, 
N.)  :  I  second  the  Motion  for  the  Second 
Reading,  and  I  do  so  as  an  Ulster  Repre- 
sentative. I  am  certain  that  what 
my  hon.  Friend  has  said  in  introducing 
the  Bill  is  quite  true,  namely,  that  the 
measure  will  affect  Ulster  principally,  and 
affect  those  farmers  in  Ulster  who  are 
our  political  opponents.  I  shall  be 
very  much  interested  to  hear  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  has  to 
say  in  regard  to  the  Bill.  Last  time  this 
question  was  under  discussion  he 
declared  indignantly,  when  the  Govern- 
ment declined  to  entertain  the  idea  of 
legislating  for  these  leaseholders,  that  he 
was  not  the  slave  of  the  Government.  I 
am  aware  that  the  hon.  Member  has 
supported  the  demand  that  leaseholders 
should  be  allowed  to  have  the  full  bene- 
fit of  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  time  after 
time,  but  I  am  bound  to  say,  as  an  Ulster 
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representative,  that  1  do  not  believe  that 
the  hon.  Member  has  used  with  sufficient 
earnestness     the     influence    which    his 
fie r vices  to  the  Government  individually 
give   him.        The    hon.    Member    may 
speak  about  not  being  the  slave  of  the 
Government,  but  he  knows  very  well  that 
if  be  were  in  earnest  in  desiring  to  biing 
this  benefit  to  the  farmers    of    Ulater, 
if     he      were     rexJly      determined     to 
get  this  boon  for  them,  he  would  be  able 
to  do  so  if  he  took  a  determined  attitude 
against    the    Government.      The      hon. 
Member's    position  only    illustrates   the 
absurdity  of  a  Member  denouncing  the 
Government  one  moment  and  suppc^rting 
them  at  all  hazards  the  next  moment.  If 
the  Ulster  Unionist  Members  thought  a 
little  more  of  the  interests  of  their   con- 
stituents, the  Ulster  Protestant  farmers, 
and  less  of  what   they  term    *'  the    dis- 
integration of  the  Empire,'*  it   would  be 
iojr  better  for  their  constituents,  and  the 
people  of  Ulster  generally,     I  remember 
some  short  time  ago  a  statement  being 
jDBde  in  the  House    that  legislation  for 
Ireland  was  always  preceded  by  agitation. 
Ever  since  the  Land  Act   of    1881    this 
question  of  leaseholders  has  been   under 
discussion,     J^^irst  of  all  we  could  get  the 
Government  to  do   nothing.     Then  the 
Act   of    1887  was  passed,  and  now   we 
ask  the  Government,  nine  years  after  the 
introduction  of  the  I^nd  Act,  to  do  justice 
to  the  long  leaseholders  of   Ulster,  and 
put  them  on  the  same  footing   as  other 
occupiers  of  the  soil.     If  the  Government 
refuse  to  do  this  it  will  simply  amount  to 
a  declai*ation  on  their  part  that  they  dis- 
trust the  Land  Commissioners.     If  they 
have  trust  in  the  Land   Commissioners, 
in  the  name  of  goodness  why  should  they 
refuse  to  allow  the  long  leaseholders   to 
go  into  the  Land   Courts  and   get  their 
<5as98  settled?   I  am  certain  that,  whether 
hon.  Members  representing  Ulster    sup- 
port this  Bill  or   not,  their  constituents 
are  altogether  in  favour  of  it, 

(5.8,)  COI.ONEL  WARING  :  1  must 
congratulate  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  on 
their  newly  found  anxiety  to  look  after 
the  interest  a  of  their  Protestant  opponents 
in  L*eland.  It  k  a  very  encouraging 
symptom,  and  I  hope  we  may  see 
it  largely  extended.  At  the  same 
time  I  must  deprecate  a  remark  that  fell 
from  the  Mover  of  the  Second  Reading. 
He  made  a  most  unfair  and  unjustifiable 
Mr,  W.  Ecdnumd 


attack  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  complain- 
ing  of  his  absence  when  the  Bill  came 
on.  Why,  1  do  not  think  there  is  a 
Member  of  the  House  who  has  so  con- 
tinuously attended  to  all  questions  that 
he  is  distinctly  interested  in  as  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman*  As  to  the 
Bill  before  ns,  I  am  free  to  admit  that 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  interest  taken  in 
it  by  many  Ulster  farmei«,  and  I  am 
ready  to  admit  that  some  step  might 
well  he  taken  to  relieve  suoh  substantial 
grievances  as  the  long  leaseholders  labour 
under,  I  would  remind  the  House  that 
the  question  is  one  which  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
propased  to  deal  with  in  the  direction  of 
purchase  or  redemption.  It  is  well 
known  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  shortly  introduce  a  large  measure 
dealing  with  land  puiThase  in  Ireland^ 
and  the  sulgect  can  be  dealt  with  either 
in  that  Bill  or  by  means  of  some 
amendment  on  one  of  its  clauses.  It  is 
not  desirable  to  treat  this  subject  piece* 
meal,  and  it  would  be  far  better  to  wait 
until  the  Government  Bill  is  introduoed.- 
I  may,  however,  point  out  that  there  is 
no  reciprocity'  in  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  for,  while  it  enables  the  lessee  or 
grantee  to  go  into  Court  to  have  the  rent 
tixed,  there  is  no  provision  that  the  lessor 
or  grantor  shall  have  the  same  right. 
If  one  party  who  has  made  a  bod  bargain 
is  to  be  allowed  to  back  out  of  it  at  hia 
option,  why  should  not  the  other  party 
be  given  similar  rights  1 

Mr.  T,  P,  0'C0]!^K0R  :  Our  precedent 
is  the  Act  of  1887. 

CoLOKja  WAKING  :  That  was  a  good 
tiling  so  long  as  it  dealt  with  terminable 
leases,  for  a  period  arrives  in  those  leases 
when  any  anomalies  wliich  were  created 
by  the  original  lease  can  be  remedied ;  ] 
but    here   we  arc   dealing   with   leases 
which  are  practically  in  perpetnity,    ae 
between  99  years  and  999  years  scarcely  i 
a  lease  exists  in  the  whole  of  Ireland,  sof 
that  leases  of  over  99  years  may  be  taken  1 
aa  in  perpetuity.     I  maintain  that  thai 
lessor  is  as  much  entitled  to  consideratia 
as    the    lessee,    and    if  a  clause    werol 
inserted     in     the     Bill     giving     the 
lessor    an    equal    right    I    should    be 
very     much     tempted     to     give      the 
measure      my      sanction.       There      ia. 
one     argument     in     favour     of     tb 
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Bill,  which  I  am  not  at  all  inclined  to  object 
to.  Many  of  the  evils — I  might  almost 
aay  most  of  the  evils — complained  of  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  arisen, 
not  in  consequence  of  the  action  of  the 
older  landloi^  in  Ireland,  but  in  conse- 
quence of  the  action  of  a  class  of  lessors 
•  with  whom  I  have  no  sympathy, 
namely,  those  who,  haying  bought  land 
i|i  the  Landed  Estates  Court,  have  re- 
garded their  purchase  as  a  commercial 
investment,  and  have  proceeded  to  raise 
the  rents  of  ordinary  tenants  and  to 
grant  leases  at  unduly  high  rents.  Such 
lessors,  I  know,  have  been  tempted  in 
many  cases  to  invest  large  sums  of 
money  in  land  on  the  representation  of 
the  landed  Estates  Court,  that  the  rents 
on  the  properties  were  too  low.  Having 
bought,  and  being  unaccustomed  to  the 
feudal  relations  existing  between  land- 
lords and  tenants  which  existed  long  ago, 
and  which,  I  am  happy  to  say,  exist  still 
in  parts  of  Ireland,  in  spite  of  hon. 
Crentlemen  opposite,  they  have  raised 
the  rents  in  many  cases,  and  have  in- 
duced their  tenants  to  take  long  leases 
at  high  rents.  These'  cases  may  require 
aome  legislation ;  but  this  is  not  the  proper 
moment  to  introduce  it,  and  I.  therefore 
beg  to  move  the  Amendment  of  which 
I  have  given  notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

*'  Ab  the  Government  are  about  to  introduce 
a  Land  Purchase  Bill  in  which  the  question  of 
the  lon^  leaseholders  can  be  dealt  with,  it  is 
inexpedient  to  raise  the  question  at  the 
present  time." — {Colonel  Waring.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

•(5.17.)  Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone, 
S.)  :  The  hon.  Member  for  Fermanagh 
(Mr.W.  Redmond)  has  expressed  his  curio- 
aity  as  to  the  course  I  shall  take  on  this  sub- 
ject ;  but,  considering  that  I  voted  on  last 
Wednesday  for  the  Second  Reading  of  a 
Bill  which  contained  a  clause  somewhat 
aimilar  to  the  main  provisions  of  this 
measure,  the  hon.  Member  can  scarcely 
be  in  doubt  on  the  point.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber accused  me  of  not  using  whatever 
influence  I  may  have  had  with  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  subject.  I  think  if 
tiie  Chief  Secretary  heard  that  charge 
he  must  have  been  somewhat  amused, 


because  I  can  appeal  to  him  that  if  there 
be  one  question  that  I  have  personally 
pressed  on  his  notice  and  that  of  other 
Members  of  the  Government  more  than 
another  it  is  that  of  long  and  perpetuity 
leases.  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour:  Hear, 
hear.J  Now,  I  do  not  altogether  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland 
Division  of  Liverpool.  Thi3  is  not 
specially  an  Ulster  question,  and  that 
view  is  borne  out  by  the  fact  that  the 
Leaseholders'  Association  has  its  head 
quarters  in  the  City  of  Cork.  Nor  do  I 
believe  that  the  number  of  aggrieved 
leaseholders  is  anything  like  13,000.  In 
1887  it  was  said  that  the  number  exclu- 
ded from  the  Act  of  1881  was  100,000,  but 
only  from  25,000  to  30,000  have  availed 
themselves  of  the  privilege  of  going 
into  Court.  If  we  take  into  account  those 
perpetuity  leaseholders  who  have  not  the 
slightest  idea  of  going  into  Court,  I 
befieve  we  shall  find  at  most  the 
number  who  would  care  for  this  boon 
and  privilege  is  a  little  over  4,000.  The 
grievance  of  the  leaseholders  was  bad 
enough  when  all  were  excluded  from  the 
benefit  of  the  Land  Act;  but  the  grievance 
of  the  leaseholder  who  does  not  enjoy 
the  benefit  of  the  Act  because  his  lease 
is  over  99  years,  wliilst  his  neighbour  on 
the  other  side  of  the  fence  with  a  shorter 
lease  is  admitted  to  its  privileges,  is  a 
very  obvious  and  real  grievance.  I  put 
it  to  the  Chief  Secretary  what  is  the  use 
of  allowing  this  friction  to  go  on  among 
a  small  class  in  Ireland  1  If  all  landlords 
were  like  the  hon.  and  gallant  Members 
for  North  Down  and  North  Armagh 
there  would  be  no  Land  Question  in 
Ireland ;  but  that  is  not  the  case.  The 
perpetuity  and  long  leases  were  in  tho 
main  forced  on  tenants  by  middlemen 
who  purchased  in  the  wreck  and  ruin  of 
40  years  ago  at  50s.  and  60s.  an  acre, 
and  I  do  not  see  why  these  middlemen 
should  be  better  treated  than  other  land- 
lords who  have  given  leases  for  99  years • 
It  is  on  this  ground  I  make  another  . 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  take  away 
this  cause  of  friction  and  to  allow  these 
people  to  come  into  Court  and  obtain  the 
benefit  of  such  decisions  as  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  may  give  them. 
•(5.22.)  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY 
FOB  IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub, 
Manchester,  E.)  :  The  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  made,  an  appeal  to  me 
to  say  whether  or  not  he  has  exerted  hia 
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influeiiC3  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  p^rpetuit}'- 
leaseholders.  1  give  him  my  testimony 
in  the  most  hearty  m:iimer,  for  there  is 
no  doubt  that  of  all  the  advocates  of  the 
interests  of  the  perpatuity  leaseholders 
in  Ireland  the  hon.  Member  haa  been  at 
once  the  most  persistent  and  the  most 
able,  and  if  it  is  jwssible — aa  it  may  be 
possible^ — ^to  find  some  nietliod  of  dealing 
with  this  particular  case,  I  shall  cer- 
tainly feel  that  it  is  due  to  the  way  in 
which  the  matter  has  been  j^resseti  on 
the  att-ention  of  the  Government  by 
the  hon*  Memljer,  What  is  the  griev- 
ance of  those  leaseholders?  On  ihiR 
pDint  I  am  not  able  tj  pW^e  myself 
wholly  in  accord  with  raj  hon«  Friend. 
Ht>n.  Membtjrs  appear  to  think  that  if 
a  tenant  finds  himself  the  victim  of 
an  onerous  bargain  it  must  be  the  land- 
lords that  are  to  blame  ;  bnt>  personally,  I 
cannot  acquit  from  blame  the  perscms 
who  have  entered  into  these  bargains. 
My  hon.  Friend  holds  that  the  tenants 
have  been  forced  into  long  leases,  for  the 
most  part^  under  the  threat  of  eviction  by 
middlemen  who  bought  tlitYnigh  the 
Landed  Estates  Court,  But  if  it  can  be 
proved  that  the  tenants  have  been  com- 
pelled to  enter  into  leases  under  the 
threat  of  eviction,  then  the  law  already 
provides  an  adequate  remedy,  and  the 
leases  can  be  broken  by  going  into  Court 
under  the  Act  of  1881.  But  I  suspect 
that  the  main  reason  why  the  tenants 
entered  into  these  leases  was  that  they 
imagined  tliat  the  rise  in  the  value  of 
land  which  went  on  from  1865  to  1875 
was  going  ti.i  hj  continuous  ever  after- 
wai*ds  'y  and  haviog  formed  that  estimate, 
they  were  only  too  glad  to  make  them- 
selves parties  to  a  bii^in  which  would 
hand  over  to  their  pockets  and  keep  out 
of  the  pockets  of  the  landlords  any  future 
rise  which  might  take  place  I  cannot^ 
therefore,  acquit  them  of  culpable  negli* 
gence  and  want  of  foresight,  when  thev 
deliberately  bound  theniSL'lves  to  |>ay  for 
.  agricultunil  laud  the  full  rent  for  ever. 
At  the  same  time,  1  do  not  acquit  the 
landlords »  I  think  that  the  landlord 
ought  to  consider  that  the  rent  was  paid 
as  a  consideration  for  the  land,  and  if 
there  becomes  a  manifest  and  hojjeless 
discrepancy  between  what  the  land  can 
produce  and  the  fixed  rent,  a  reastmable 
landlord  will  not  refuse  to  reduce  the 
rent  to  a  fair  amount,  Kow,  consider  for 
a  moment  the  principles  on  which 
Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour 


we  ought  to  proceed  in  deahng  with 
these  cases.  I  have  always  maintained 
that  those  who  took  perpetuity  leases 
are  no  longer  to  be  fairly  considered  in 
the  same  aitegory  as  ordinary  agricultural 
tenants.  There  is  a  jioint  beyond  which 
you  cannot  regard  agreements  as  ordinary 
bargains  between  landlords  and  tenants. 
They  are  rather  analogous  with  the 
purchase  of  land  on  borrowed  money- 
Bnt  the  landlord  cannot  be  allowed  to 
claim  lx)th  the  privileg:e8  of  a  landlord 
and  the  privileges  of  an  incumbencer.  If 
he  electii  to  Ix?  a  landlord  he  must  submit 
like  other  Irish  landlords  to  having  his 
lease  broken,  and  his  tenant  may  go  into 
Court,  and  liave  a  fair  rent  fixed.  If  he 
chooses  the  jjosition  of  a  mortgagee,  there 
will  be  no  hardship  in  his  being  bought 
out  at  market  value.  Speaking,  there- 
foru%  on  broad  grounds  of  the  prin* 
ciple  raised  in  the  Bill  before  us,  I  am 
of  opinion  that,  without  inequity  to  the 
landlords,  and  to  the  enormous  advan- 
tage of  the  small  and,  I  admit,  hardly* 
used  class,  which  this  measure  is  es- 
pecially designed  to  serve,  you  could 
give  the  landlords  the  alternative  either 
of  Ijeing  landlords  and  having  the  leases 
broken,  or  of  being  head  rent  chargers 
and  being  compulsorily  bought  out*  I 
think  in  this  way  a  fair  and  adequate 
solution  might  be  found  of  a  problem 
svhich  hiis  perplexed  me  even  moi^e  than 
the  many  other  difficult  problems  raised 
by  the  Irish  liand  Question.  In  that  way 
what  is  uudoubtedly  an  Irish  grievances 
— in  Ulster  as  well  as  other  parts  of  Ire- 
land — might  he  brought  to  a  satisfactory 
termination. 

(5.30.)  Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  rose  in 
his  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  Thai 
the  Question  be  now  put;"  but  Mr- 
SPEAKER  withheld  his  assent^  and 
declined  then  to  put  the  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  Ac): 
I  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  It  is  already  past  the 
half  hour,  and  consequently  too  late. 

And,  it  bain^  half  an  hour  after 
Five  of  the  clocks  the  Dehite  sUx^d  ad- 
journed. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  to-morrow* 
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SUPPLY  [17th  MAKCH], 
Resolutions  reported  (see  pages  1028- 

Firsfc  four  Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Resolution  5. 

(5.40.)  Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  : 
I  should  like  to  point  out  on  this  Resolu- 
tion that  when  before  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates Committee  Mr.  Dick,  who  is  con- 
nected with  the  Medical  Department  of 
ihe  Navy,  stated  that  it  had  been  recom- 
mended by  Lord  Campardown's  Com- 
mittee— and  this  gentleman  felt  it  his 
duty  to  support  the  recommendation  as 
strongly  as  he  could — that  medical 
officers  returning  after  long  absence 
from  medical  service  abroad  should  be 
given  a  period  of  leave — say  six  weeks 
or  two  months — to  bring  themselves 
abreast  of  the  most  recent  medical  and 
surgical  knowledge.  This  is  the  system 
adopted  in  Germany,  and  I  think  it  is 
one  worthy  of  imitation.  I  am  anxious 
not  to  detain  the  House  at  this  period.  I 
frequently  object  to  discussion  at  this 
hour,  and  desire  myself  to  avoid  a  course 
which  I  have  to  complain  of  in  others; 
but  I  should  like  to  hear  from  the 
noble  Lord  whether  anything  is  to 
follow  from  the  recommendations  I  have 
referred  to. 

•The  first  LORD  op  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing):  We  desire  to  give  effect 
to  these  recommendations.  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  that  a  short 
training  would  be  of  great  use  to  medical 
men  who  return  from  long  periods  of 
foreign  service,  and  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  question  has  not  been 
lost  sight  of.   It  is  now  being  considered. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  6,  7,  8  and  9,  agreed  to. 

Tenth  Resolution  postponed. 

Subsequent  Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Postponed  Resolution  to  be  considered 
to-morrow. 

Ordered,  'lliat  the  Resolution  which,  upon 
the  14th  day  of  this  instant  March,  was  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  of  Supply,  and 
which  was  then  agreed  to  by  the  House,  be  now 
read; 

"That  a  number  of  Land  Forces,  not  ex- 
ceeding 153,483,  all  ranks,  be  maintained 
for  the  Service  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  at  Home  and 
Abroad,  excluding  Her  Majesty* s  Indian 
Posaessions,  during  the  year  ending  on  the 
Slst  day  of  March  1891." 


Ordered,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  provide,  during  Twelve  Months,  for  the 
Discipline  and  Regulation  of  the  Army ;  and 
that  Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope,  Lord  Qeorge 
Hamilton,  the  Judge  Advocate  General,  and 
Mr.  Brodrick,  do  prepare  and  bring  it  in. 

SOUTH  INDIAN  RAILWAY  PURCHASE. 

Resolution  reported, 

**  lliat  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  Council  of  India  to  raise  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  on  the  securities  of  the 
Revenues  of  India,  any  sum  of  money, 
not  exceeding  in  the  whole  the  sum  of 
£5,267,556  lis.  2d.,  for  the  purchase  of  the 
South  Indian  Railway,  and  for  the  discharge 
and  redemption  of  debentures  thereon." 

•Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
I  do  not  wish  to  prevent  this  formal 
stage  from  being  taken,  but  I  do  desire  to 
intimate  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
charge  of  the  measure  that  if  he  wishes 
to  prevent  a  debate  on  the  Second 
Reading — ^which  I  have  no  wish  to  raise, 
as  I  understand  there  is  need  for  passing 
the  Bill  during  a  limited  period — he  will 
say  something  as  to  the  new  policy  of  the 
Indian  Government  with  regard  to  rail- 
ways and  the  grants  of  land  and  mineral 
rights,  especially  as  there  is  a  material 
dilEerence  in  their  statements  last  year 
and  this  Session  in  reference  to  the 
Chittagong  and  Assam  Railway.  I 
simply  say  these  few  words  to  avoid 
delay  on  the  Second  Reading. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.)  : 
This  Vote  was  obtained  in  Committee 
without  explanation  as  to  the  purposes 
and  objects  with  which  it  was  put 
forward.  We  have  not  heard  a 
word  from  any  responsible  Minister  as  to 
the  reason  why  £5,000,000  should  be 
raised  here  for  the  service;  of  India,  and 
if,  as  appears  £o  be  suggested  now,  the 
Second  Reading  is  to  be  taken  without 
discussion  or  full  explanation  as  to  the 
present  policy  and  attitude  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  Indian  revenue,  it 
is  perfectly  unreasonable  to  expect  the 
House  of  Commons  to  assent  without 
protest.  It  certainly  is  unreasonable  to 
expect  a  stage  of  an  important  measure 
like  this  to  ba  taken  without  debate  on 
such  a  day  and  at  such  an  hour  as  this. 
The  question  of  railways  in  India  is  one 
which  requires  to  be  threshed  out  at  con- 
siderable length.  Questions  have  been 
raised  here  and  in  India  as  to  railway 
works  which  many  people  would  like  to 
S3e  undone.  Enormous  sums  of  money 
have  been  spent  on  these  works,  some  of 
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which  are  xinremunerative,  and  it  is  a 
qnestion  wliether  it  is  fair  to  charge 
India  for  millions  of  capital  upon  which 
a  dividend  is  ^aranteed  to  English 
capitalists.  I  only  rose  for  the  purpose 
d  protesting  tigainst  the  formal  way  in 
which  important  Resolntions  of  this  kind 
are  passed — without  a  single  word  of  ex- 
planation. 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fek- 
GUBSoy,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  The  hon. 
Member,  I  think,  could  not  have  been  in 
the  House  when  the  Erst  stage — that  is 
to  say,  the  Committee  stage  in  which  the 
Resolution  was  agreed  to — ^was  taken, 
because  a  question  was  put  by  an  Irish 
Member,  ami  I  then  gave  a  very  concise, 
but  still  a  true,  explanation  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  BilL  The  object  of  the 
Bill  I  can  state  in  three  minutes,  and  it 
may  be  as  well  that  I  should  do  so  now. 
It  is  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
purchase  the  Great  Southern  of  India 
Railway,  which  at  present  bears  a 
guarantee  for  the  most  part  of  5  per 
cent,  by  raising  funds  at  3  per  cent. 
which  would  cause  a  saving  to  the  reve- 
nues of  India  of  £36,800  sterling  a  year. 
In  1873  the  Great  Southern  of  India  pur- 
chased the  luilway,  but  in  the  contract 
with  the  Secretary  of  State  tliere  was 
ft  clause  empowering  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  1890  to  purchase  these  rail- 
ways on  an  average  price  of  Stock 
during  tliree  years  previous ;  but  tliat 
could  only  be  done  by  giving  notice  on 
the  1st  of  March;  accordingly,  the  notice 
was  given  on  the  Ist  of  March  this  year 
of  intention  to  purchase  on  the  3 Ist  of 
December  next.  The  necessary  legal 
steps  having  been  taken,'  the  Bill  has 
been  brought  in  to  give  effect  to  the 
purchase.  "There  is  £3,200,000  of  sfcjck 
at  5  and  4  J  per  cent,  valued  at  131  per 
cent,  someth  ing  over  £  1 ,000,000  of  deben- 
tures at  3  J  and  3|  per  cent.,  and  £460,000 
of  debenture  stock  that  will  not  be 
affected  by  this  traDsaction  ;  that  is  to 
say,  there  is  £5/200,000  to  pay  for  the 
railway.  There  is  no  opposition  to  the 
Bill,  and  it  cannot  impose  a  fresh  burden 
on  the  j)eople  of  India,  for,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  it  will  effect  a  saving.  There  is  no 
question  of  waste  lands.  As  to  wlmt 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  has 
asked  I  can  give  him  the  answer  he  de- 
sires in  regard  to  the  Assam  Railway. 
The  Secretm-y  of  State  does  not  altogether 
Mr,  A,  O'Connor 


upprove  of  the  terms  the  Government  of 
India  propose  with  regard  to  giving  waste 
lands  in  Assam  as  part  payment  for  the 
making  of  the  line.  The  Government 
guarantee  a  grant  of  certain  lands,  but 
have  reduced  the  amount  of  the  conces- 
sion to  be  given  in  that  particular.  That 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  Bill  in  ques* 
tion,  which  deals  with  a  guarantee  on  the 
old  principle  of  5  per  cent. 

Mk.  a.  O^CONNOR:  Is  the  income 
of  this  Southern  Railway  sufficient  to 
meet  its  liabilities  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  No  Sir  ;  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  is  not  the  case.  Tliere 
is  an  annual  deficiency  of  about  £1 40,000 
on  thLs  line,  but  tliat  will  be  reduced 
by  this  change,  Ab  the  hon.  Member 
has  truly  said,  some  railways  in  India 
do  not  earn  the  interest  guaranteed  on 
their  capitol,  yet  I  should  Imve  grave 
doubts  whether  any  railway  can  be  said 
to  be  unremunerative  which  tends  to 
develop  a  country  and  gire  greater 
security. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  bt^  brought  in  by  Sir 
James  Fergusson  and  Sir  John  Gorst. 


IRMY  (aV-XUAL)  bill. 
Bill  to  provide,  daring  12  month*,  for  the 
Discipline  and  Regalatioa  of  the  Army.  I*re* 
^nted  and  read  the  Brst  time;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  to*morrow^  and  to  be  prints. 
[BiU  194,] 

SOUTH    INDIAN   RAILWAY   PURCHASK   TilLL. 

Bill  to  empower  tho  Secretary  of  State  in 
CoQDcil  of  India  to  imm  money  in  the  United 
Kingdom  for  tho  purchase  of  the  South  Indian 
Hallway ;  and  for  other  purpoies  relating 
thereto.  Presented  and  read  tho  first  time  ;  U> 
he  read  a  second  time  to-morrow,  and  to  be 
printed.    [BiU  193,] 


THE    RESIGNATION    OF    PRINCE 
BISMARCK. 

On  the  motion  for  the  adjonmment  of 
the  House, 

Mk.  BUKDETT  -  COUTTS  (West- 
minater) :  I  desire  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfEairs 
whether  he  can  give  the  Honse  any 
information  as  to  the  rnmoured  resignar 
tion  of  Prince  BiRmarck  ? 
♦Sni  J.  FERGUSSON :  Her  JVIajesty^s 
Government  are  not  in  possession  of  any 
information  other  than  that  which  has 
appeared  in  the  newspapers. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o^dock* 
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happened  several  times  recently.  On 
two  occasions,  in  my  own  cafie.  Bills 
which  have  been  passed  have  not  been 
returned  to  yoar  Lordships,  as  they 
should  have  been.  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  in  the  cas3  to  which  my  noble 
Friend  refers  much  mischief  will  be 
done  in  the  present  condition  of  the 
business  of  this  House  ;  but  I  must  say 
that  this  unexpected  and  unlooked  for 
delay  at  other  periods  of  the  Session 
might  occasion  considerable  public 
inconvenience. 


VISCOUNT  FRANKFORT  DE  MONT- 
MORENCY. 

Report  made  from  the  Lord  Chancellor 
that  the  right  of  Raymond  Harvey 
Viscount  Frankfort  da  Montmorency  to 
vote  at  the  elections  of  Representative 
Peers  for  Ireland  has  been  established  to 
the  satisfoction  of  the  Lord  Chancellor ; 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

SMOKE  NUISANCE  ABATEMENT 
(METROPOLIS)  BILL. 

LordSTR  ATHEDEN  andCAMPBELL  : 
My  Lords,  I  have  to  present  a  Bill  for 
First  Reading  for  the  abatement  of  smoke 
nuisance  in  the  Metropolis.  I  need  only 
say  that  the  measure  is  identical  with 
that  which  was  proposed  to  your  Lord- 
ships last  Session  except  in  one  particular, 
that  it  provides  for  giving  power  to  the 
County  Councils  to  exercise  their  in- 
fluence in  regard  to  the  heating  apparatus 
of  hous3S  to  be  constructed.  I  shall  not 
move  for  a  day  for  Second  Reading  until 
the  various  bodies  and  associations 
interested  in  the  matter  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  scrutinising  its  provisions. 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Acts  for  abating 
the  nuisance  arising  from  the  smoke  of 
furnaces  and  fireplaces  within  the 
Metropo'is — Was  presented  by  the  Lord 
Stratheden  and  Campbell ;  read  l'^ ;  and 
to  be  printed.     (No.  45."^ 

TRUST  COMPANIES  BILL.— (No.  42.) 

Lord  HERSCHBLL  :  My  Lords,  I 
feel  bound  to  postpone  the  Report  stage 
of  this  Bill  until  Monday  next,  inasmuch 
as  the  Bill  has  not  been  furnished  in  its 
revised  form  in  print.  It  passed 
tlirough  Committee  on  Monday  last, 
when  there  were  only  two  or  three  small 
Amendments  made,  and  I  think  there 
is  some  reason  to  complain  when,  the 
Bill  haying  been  put  down  for  Thursday, 
one  is  obliged  to  postpone  it  on  account 
of  its  not  having  yet  been  received  from 
the  printers. 

The  LORD  CHAJJ^CELLOR  :  I  can- 
not  help  feeUng  that  attention  must  be 
directed    to    tius     subject.      This    has 

VOL.  CCX7XLII.    [third  sebies.] 


Report  of  Amendments  (on  Re-com- 
mitment) (which  stands  appointed  for 
this  day)  put  off  to  Monday  next. 

COLONIAL    COURTS    OF    ADMIRALTY 
(No.  44.) 
Amendments     (on     Rs-commitment) 
reported  (according  to  order)  ;    and  Bill 
to  be  read  3**  on  Monday  ne;tt. 

TRANSPORT  OF   CIVILIAN    SICK   AND 
INJURED. 

QUESnON — OBSEEVATIOXS. 

♦The  Earl  of  MEATH:  My  Lords,  I 
desire  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government 
whether  they  are  in  possession  of  informa- 
tion regarding  the  most  recent  means 
adopted  in  our  colonies  and  foreign 
countries  for  the  transport  by  ambulance 
of  civilian  sick  and  injured ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  they  will  cause  instructions  to 
be  issued  to  the  representatives  of  Her 
Majesty,  directing  them  to  furnish 
Reports  on  the  subject,  to  be  laid  before 
Pafliament.  My  object  in  asking  this 
question  is  to  draw  your  Lordships' 
attention  in  this  House,  and  the  atten- 
tion of  the  public  generally,  to  the  fact 
that  in  this  country  we  have  no  organ 
ised  system  of  transport  for  civilian  sick, 
wounded,  and  injured.  Having  lately 
visited  the  United  States  of  America  I 
found  in  even  third  and  fourth-rate 
towns  that  arrangements  for  that  pur- 
pose are  made  which  should  put  to  the 
blush  the  authorities  of  some  of  our 
largest  towns.  I  may  mention,  as  an 
illustration,  that  the  other  day  a  friend 
of  mine  had  a  servant  who  met  with  a 
serious  accident,  and  it  was  found  impos- 
sible to  obtain  an  ambulance  to  take  the 
servant  to  an  hospital.  This  occurred  in 
Paddington,  and  we  were  told  that  the 
nearest  place  where  an  ambulance  could 
be  got  was  Clerkenwell,  and  that  even 
2  Z 
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then  it  would  b.*  necesssary  to  piy  for 
the  transport  of  th?  individual.  Nuw,  1 
do  not  tliink  anyone  Ciin  say  that  is  a  satis- 
fiicfcory  state  of  things  in  regard  to  the 
trAUspart  of  injaredpei*st>nsina  Metropolis 
of  this  size,  containing  very  nearly 
5,000,000  inhabitants.  Some  10  years 
ago  H.R.H.  the  Duke  of  Cambridf^L' 
made  a  most  landiible  effort  to  establish 
some  kind  of  system  of  ambulance  work 
in  the  Metropolis,  similar  to  that  which 
I  saw  in  operation  in  America ;  and 
althouj»h  no  actual  result  can  be  shown 
for  that  work,  I  still  think  that  that 
cSort  was  not  entirely  lost,  inasmuch  as 
it  turned  public  attention  to  the  want  of 
transjx^rt  in  London,  and  it  perhaps  led 
in  no  small  measure  to  the  formation  of 
the  ambulance  branch  of  the  St.  John's 
Socie^,  of  which  H.R.H.  the  Prince  of 
Wales  is  the  active  President.  Culonel 
Duncan,  M  P.,  has  been  a  great  loss  for 
many  r^^asons  to  this  Metropolis,  but 
more  especially  perhaps  in  record  to  the 
work  which  be  carried  on  during  his 
lifetime  in  the  e.^tablifihment  of  ambu- 
lances. We  owe  it  to  him  in  a  great 
measure  that  we  have  anything  at  all  in 
the  shap?  of  ambulances  in  London  ;  and 
both  bi^fore  and  since  his  death  we  have 
owed  a  great  debt  of  gratitude  to  Mr. 
Furley,  who  is  the  acting  director  of  the 
Ambnlanoe  Department  of  the  St.  John^s 
Society.  I  have  taken  tlie  trouble  to 
investigate  what  are  our  resources  in 
this  Metropolis,  and  I  find  that,  ap- 
purently,  the  only  public  body  which  has 
ambulances  at  all  ara  the  Asylums  Bimrd 
Authorities,  and  I  cannot  make  out  that 
they  are  very  numerous,  or,  indeed,  very 
effective.  Besides  tbesL%  the  only  hors?- 
ambulanc  3S  in  the  Metropohs  are  three  that 
are  supplied  by  the  St.  John's  Ambulance 
Society.  It  is  true  there  are  three 
hospitals  which  have  nominally  horsa- 
ambulances^  but  that  is  somewhat  of  a 
misnomer,  inasmuch  as  they  have  no 
horses,  and  if  hora:*s  are  required  thi? 
patients  have  to  provide  the  horses  to  put 
to  the  ambulance.  There  is  another  insti- 
tution, Charing  Cross  Hospital,  which 
has  a  hand -ambulance  Four,  if  not 
more,  of  our  lar^/est  hospitals  have  no 
syfifcem  of  ambulanc^  whatever,  I  do  not 
like  t'»  mention  names,  hut  they  are  some 
of  our  very  largest  hospitals.  We  now 
come  to  the  police.  The  police  have 
stretchers  which  th  *y  use  principally  for 
the  convenienc:!  of  drunkards :  and  if 
The  Earl  of  Mmth 


any  of  ytmr  Lordships  were  to  meet  with 
an  accident  in  the  streets,  it  is  probable 
you  would  bi;  carried  away  upon  a 
stretcher,  and,  unless  your  chai-ucter  were 
known  by  the  public,  you  might  bethoiight 
to  be  in  a  v^'ry  p-culiar  state.  On  the 
other  side  of  the  Athmtic,  in  Boston, 
they  havcs  to  my  mind,  a  very  pei'fect 
system.  That  system  is  under  tlie 
direction  of  the  police,  and  is  applicable 
to  all  cases  of  illness  and  accident — that 
is  to  say,  of  illness  that  is  not  infectious. 
Throughout  the  city — and  tliis  system  I 
may  say  is  in  operation  also  in  the  towns 
of  New  Haven  and  Norwich,  Connec- 
ticut, and  may  be  in  force  in  other  cities 
for  aught  I  kuow^at  c^rtiin  distances 
in  the  streets  there  are  boxes,  generally 
placed  at  corner  lamp  posts.  Every 
policeman  has  a  key  with  wliich  he  can 
open  the  boxes.  Oa  opening  them  a  tele- 
phone is  discovert'd  inside  and  a 
means  of  communicating  by  electricity 
with  the  central  office.  If  a 
person  desires  to  have  a  patient  re^ 
moved  from  liis  house  to  the  ht jspital,  or 
if  an  accident  ixjcurs  in  the  street,  it  is 
(jnly  necessary  to  communicate  with  the 
nearest  policeman  ;  that  ]K)liceman  opens 
the  nearest  box  ;  he  instantaneous  y  com- 
nmnicates  with  the  central  office  ;  they, 
in  turn,  communicate  with  ihe  nearest 
district  office  ;  in  that  district  office  there 
are  horse -ambulances  ready  with  atten- 
dants ;  the  horse  is  ready  harnessed,  the 
doors  are  instantaneously  thrown  open, 
the  whole  arrangements  being  carried  out 
by  electricity,  and  away  gallops  the  am- 
bulance, with  two  men  in  attendance, 
and,  proliablvt  within  two  or  three 
minutes  after  an  accident  in  the  street 
has  occurred,  the  ambulance  may  be  seen 
galloping  down  to  the  assistance  of  the 
injured  individual.  This  system  is  made 
available  not  only  for  accidents  but  for 
other  purposes,  that  is  to  say,  for  the 
assistance  of  the  jwlice.  Consequently 
they  consider  it  is  no  extra  expense,  inas- 
much as  uo  policeman  in  those  cities  is 
called  upon  to  leave  his  beat.  If  he 
arrests  an  individual  upon  his  beat  he 
either  hims:4f  opens,  or  gets  somelx>dy 
else  to  open,  his  box  and  communicates 
with  the  central  office.  He  is  not  allowed 
i<\  take  the  pri.soner  to  the  police-station. 
The  ambulances  are,  therefore,  used 
also  for  the  purpose  of  taking  prisoners 
to  the  police-station.  That  avoids  the 
necessity   of  the    policeman   having    to 
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leave  his  b3at  for,  perhaps,  half-an-hour 
or  an  hour  ;  it  also  prevents  the  neces- 
45ity  for  other  policemen  leaving  their 
beats  to  go  to  his  assistance,  because 
with  the  ambulances  assistanca  always 
<5omes.  To  my  mind  it  is  a  perfect  system, 
enabling  assistance  to  be  given  to  the 
police  ;  in  fact,  doubling  and  even  trebling 
the  numbers  of  the  police,  and,  at  the 
fiame  time  furnishing  a  very  satisfactory 
system  of  ambulance,  extending  over  the 
whole  city.  At  the  present  time,  in  this 
country,  we  are  trusting  almost  entirely 
to  voluntary  effort.  Voluntary  effort  is 
a  vary  magnificent  thing,  no  doubt,  but 
it  cannot  be  expected  to  do  everything — 
^^C^est  magnifique,  niais  ce  n^est  pas  la 
£fiierre"  was  said  of  a  certain  cavalry 
-charge  ;  and  I  certainly  think  that  some 
of  our  voluntary  work  cannot  be  con- 
sidered the  most  effective,  especially 
when  we  have  to  deal  with  enormous 
masses  of  population  in  our  great  cities 
and  in  our  crowded  Metropolis.  I  do 
think  that,  in  the  case  of  ambulance 
work,  some  organisation  is  required. 
My  object,  therefore,  in  asking  this 
question  is  not  so  much  in  the  expecta- 
tion of  receiving  a  reply  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government  as  to  ascertain  the 
extent  of  information  which  may  be 
obtainable  in  this  respect.  I  shall  be 
exceedingly  astonished  if  they  are  able  to 
afford  us  any,  but  I  hope  they  will  take 
steps  to  obtain  information  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  what  is  the  best 
system  now  adopted  in  our  colo- 
nies or  in  any  country  in  the  world, 
with  regard  to  establishing  ambulances, 
so  that  if  we  find  a  good  system,  we  may 
adopt  it  or  improve  upon  it.  At  all 
events,  the  Question  will  be  brought  under 
the  consideration  of  the  public,  and  I  hope 
that,  by  means  of  the  Reports  which  maybe 
sent  in,  some  definite  result  may  be  ob- 
tained. Our  provincial  towns  are  better  off 
than  we  are  in  the  Metropolis.  I  find  that 
in  Liverpool  there  are  three  hospitals 
which  are  provided  with  horse-ambu- 
lances ;  there  is  also  one  in  Leeds  and 
another  in  Nottingham.  I  am  not  going 
to  detain  your  Lordships  with  further 
remarks,  but  I  hope  Her  Majesty's  Gt> 
vernment  if  they  have  not  the  informa- 
tion will  kindly  consent  to  obtain  it. 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  for  the 
COLONIES  (Lord  Knutsfobd):  My  Lords, 
I  have  in  reply  to  state  that  we  have  no 


information  at  all  from  any  of  the 
colonies  upon  this  subject,  but  I  see  no 
reason  why  we  should  not  ask  the 
Governors  to  give  us  some  information. 
I  should  not  propose  to  get  this  from  every 
colony,  but  with  reference  to  some  of  the 
leading  towns  in  Canada  and  Australia. 
It  would  not,  I  think,  answer  the  noble 
Earl's  purpose  to  have  Returns  from 
Crown  Colonies. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
I  can  only  say  with  regard  to  foreign 
countries  that  this  is  not  the  kind  of 
information  which  would  naturally  be 
furnished  to  us  by  our  representatives 
unless  it  were  specially  asked  for.  I  may 
add  that  I  have  no  knowledge  as  to  the 
existence  of  such  a  system  as  the  noble 
Lord  describes  anywhere  in  the  whole 
world. 

•The  Earl  of  MEATH  :  Do  I  under- 
stand that  the  noble  Marquess  will  consent 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  and 
Ambassadors  abroad  to  draw  up  Reports 
on  the  subject  ? 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
would  rather  take  it  in  the  usual  form 
that  the  noble  Lord  should  move  for  a 
Return,  stating  where  he  thinks  it  pro- 
bable such  a  system  exists.  I  do  not 
think  it  reasonablfe  that  we  should 
write  to  representatives  in  all  the  cities 
throughout  the  world  on  the  subject, 
without  any  ground  for  believing  that 
such  system  is  in  existence  there. 

♦The  Earl  of  MEATH:  Would  the 
noble  Marquess  state  whether  he  would 
be  willing  to  take  any  steps  in  the 
matter  ? 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
would  rather  leave  it  to  the  noble  Lord. 

•Lord  KNUTSFORt) :  I  may,  perhaps* 
say  that  I  propose  to  follow  the  same 
course  with  regard  to  the  colonies. 

METROPOLITAN  HOSPITALS*  INQUIRY. 
QUESTIONS —OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  SANDHURST  :  It  may  be  within 
the  knowledge  of  some  of  your  Lordships 
that  I  moved  for  an  inquiry  last  Session 
as  to  the  various  methods  adopted  for 
the  relief  of  the  sick  poor,  both  by  means 
of  charity  and  by  means  of  payments 
2  Z  2 
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from  tlie  rates,  The  noble  Viscount, 
ihen,  in  the  cotirs.?  of  a  vi*ry  Hyni- 
I>atUetio  reply,  lulniitted  tluit  there 
was  Bcjme  reitson  fur  sutrli  ini  inquirj 
beititi^  insttiuterl,  and  suggested  that 
he  should  be  allowed  si>me  tiintj  to  con- 
eider  the  m at t-er  and  see  wbat  was  the 
best  method  of  inquiry  to  be  uiidertttJcen, 
I  then  withdrew  the  Motion,  Some  time 
has  now  elapsed,  aud  I  now  beg  to  ask 
the  noble  Viscount  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  agree  to  an 
inquiry  by  a  Select  Committee  with 
regard  to  all  Jiospitals,  provident  aud 
other  public  dispensaries,  and  eharital^le 
institutions  within  the  Metropolitan  area 
for  the  care  or  treatment  of  the  sick  p(X)r, 
which  po:3se8s  real  pn^perty  or  invested 
psrsonal  property  in  the  nature  of  endow- 
ment of  a  permanent  or  tern  porn  ry 
nature,  the  Committc^e  to  receive,  if  they 
think  fit,  evidence  tendered  by  the 
authorities  of  voluntary  institutions  for 
like  purposes,  or,  with  their  coi^8?nt,  in 
relation  to  such  innti  tut  ions  ;  and  further 
to  inquire  and  report  what  amount  of 
accommodation  for  the  sick  is  provided 
by  rate,  and  the  management  thereof  ? 

The  lord  PRESIDENl^  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Ckanbrook)  :  In 
answer  to  the  noble  Lord  I  should  state 
that,  in  accordance  with  my  promise,  1 
c5onsuU?d  my  Collertgues  upon  this  sub- 
ject, aud  I  may  inform  him  that  the  pro- 
posal which  he  has  put  on  the  Pap3r  is 
one  which  we  should  heartily  assent  to. 
If,  therefore,  the  noble  Lord  will  move 
at  any  time  that  may  be  convenient  to 
.him  for  aConiniitteeon  this  subject  I  can 
only  say  that  he  will  receive  the  hearty 
support  of  the  Government. 

liORD  8ANDHLT11ST:  That  Is  a  very 
8atisfactx)ry  reply  on  the  part  of  the 
noble  Viscount,  and  I  bt^g,  therefore,  to 
give  notice  that  upon  an  early  day  I  will 
move  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee, and  for  the  appointment  on  that 
Committee  of  such  noble  Lonls  ns  may  be 
willing  to  serve  upon  it. 

House  adjourned  »t  ft  quarter  before  Five 

o*clock,  till  To-murrow,  a  quarter 

pHHt  Ten  o'clock. 


Lord  SafudhurH 
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(CONVERSION 
BILLS. 
Thk    CIL\IRMAN    of    ways     ani> 
ME.'VKS  (Mr,  Ooi:rtnet,  ComwHll,  Bod- 
min) :  It   may  be  in   the  recollection  of 
the  House  that  last  year  I  had  to  rea>m- 
mend  the  adoption  of  a  Bill  c<iuoeming 
the   Taff   Vale    Railway,    in    which    the 
question  of  dividing  the  ordina.i'y  Stock 
was  considered.     On  that   occasion    th© 
Ijuoa  which  it  was  proposed  to  confer  on 
the  stockholders  was  balanced  ly  their 
eun  sen  ting  to  the  limitation  of  the  profit 
on  Stock,  and  to  the  insertion  of  a  pro- 
vision that  if  the  profits  on  the  Stock 
exceeded    the    dividend    provided,    th©  \ 
excess  of  profit  should  be  devoted  to  th© 
re"  duct  ion   of   far^s^    or   in    makiii]^  pro- 
vision for  better  accommodation,     I  then 
mentioned  that,  in  tlie  case  of  father  Bill^  j 
coming  forward,    it  mij^ht  be  desirable 
that  they  should  be  considered  by  a  strong"  I 
Committee  of  this  House,  or  by  a  Joint  1 
Committee  of  lioth  Houses.     There  are^l 
three  Bills  of  this  kind  now  before  the*  | 
House ;  and  I  intend  i*\  propose  that  they 
shall  bw»  referred  U^  a  Hybrid  Committee, 
with    power   to    hear  evidence    on   both  I 
sides,  and  to  consider  what  provision  in 
the  public  interestsoug^ht  to  be  inserted  in 
them.     I  mwy  mention  that  one  of  themi 
is    the    Caledonian    Bill,    which,    being*! 
technically  an  unopp'>scd  Bill,  has  been 
referred  to  me  as  Chairman  of  Ways  ami  I 
Means.     LTnder  the  Standing  Order  I  am  ( 
empowered  to  mention  the  matter  to  the 
House,  in  iirder  that  ihey   may  deciddfl 
whether  it  is  one  which  is  fit  to  be  dealt 
with  iSA  an  opposed  measure — that  is  \ 
sny,   that   it  sliould  l)e  considered  by 
Hybrid    C<»mmittee.      Considering    th 
vast  interests  involved,   I  think  it  is  not " 
too  much  to  Hsk  the  House  to  deal  w4th 
the  question.     I  beg  now  to  move — 

"Thiit  the  Caledonian  Railway  (Conversion  of 
Stock)  Hill,  the  Great  Northern  Railway  (Capital  n 
BilJ^  and  the  tendon  and  South- Weatem  RtiiL  I 
way  (Conversion  of  Stock)  Bill^  be  referred  to  ] 
a  Stilpct  Cominittee  coQaiiiting  of  nine  Meml>era„  I 
five  to  be  nomioated  by  the  House  and  four  by  ( 
the  Committee  of  Selection. 


1237         Ireland— the  Case         {March  20,  1890}         of  Sergeant  M'Guire.     1238 

That,  subject  to  the  Rules.  Orders,  and  Pro- 
ceedings of  this  House,  all  Petitions  against 
the  said  Bills  be  referred  to  the  Committee, 
and  that  such  of  the  Petitioners  as  pray  to  be 
heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel,  Agents,  or 
"Witnesses,  be  heard  upon  their  Petitions,  if 
ihey  think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in  favour  of 
the  said  Bills  against  such  Petitions. 

That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for 
peisors,  papers,  and  records. 

ITiat  Five  be  the  quorum." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


QUESTIONS, 


ADMIRALTY— SECOND    DIVISION 
CLERKS. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether,  since  the  20th  of  January  last, 
a.  considerable  number  of  the  Lower  or 
Second  Division  Clerks  in  the  Seamen's 
Pay  Branch  of  the  Admiralty  have  been 
ordered  to  work  eight  hours  daily  instead 
of  seven  as  heretofore ;  whether  it  was 
understood,  on  engagement  prior  to  the 
date  in  question,  that  these  clerks'  daily 
office  hours  were  from  10  a.m.  to  5  p.m. ; 
whether  the  extension  of  office  hours  has 
^en  necessitated  in  consequence  of 
arrears ;  and,  if  so,  whether  such  arrears 
were  consequent  upon  a  numerically 
insufficient  staff ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  his  reply  in  this  House  on  the  10th 
of  December,  1888,  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Prestoiiy  viiie  Hansard 
-331,  397,  and  1576,  any  remuneration 
has  been,  or  will  be,  given  for  the  extra 
work  ;  and,  if  so,  at  what  rate  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTr  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  It  is  the  fact  that  the  Lower  or 
Second  Division  Clerks  in  the  Seamen's 
Pay  Branch  of  the  Admiralty  have  been 
required  to  give  extra  attendance  at  the 
omce  since  January  last.  The  necessity 
for  this  extra  attendance  is  due  to  arrears 
of  work  having  accumulated.  The  ques- 
tion as  to  the  sufficiency  of  the  present 
staff  of  this  particular  branch  is  under 
eonsideration ;  but,  in  the  meanwhile, 
temporary  assistance  has  been  given 
from  other  branches  of  the  Department. 
It  is  under  consideration  to  give  some 
additional  pay  to  the  clerks  of  the  Second 
Division,  from  whom  this  extra  attendance 
has  been  required. 

Dr.  tanner  :  May  I  ask  the  noble 
liord  whether,  under  the  circumstances 


mentioned  in  the  question,  it  is  legally 
competent  for  the  Admiralty  to  compel 
the  attendance  of  Second  Division  Clerks 
beyond  the  recognised  seven  hours  per 
day,  and  is  he  aware  that  the  Treasury 
allow  the  Second  Division  Clerks  Is.  6d. 
an  hour  for  overtime  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  I  think  it  is 
undesirable  to  raise  any  further  question 
as  tD  what  extra  services  the  Department 
are  entitled  to  call  for  in  times  of  emer- 
gency. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  will  put  a  further 
question  on  a  future  day,  in  order  to 
afford  the  noble  Lord  the  opportunity  of 
giving  me  a  proper  answer. 

CHURCH    PROPERTY. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire, 
E.),  who  had  on  the  Paper  a  question 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  when  the  Return, 
ordered  on  the  20th  of  June,  1887,  of  the 
Property  and  Revenue  of  the  Church  of 
England  and  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners, under  the  several  heads 
specified  in  fchs  Address  moved  on  that 
day,  will  be  presented,  said :  I  believe  that 
the  question  has  been  already  sub- 
stantially answered ;  but  I  would  also 
like  to  know  what  the  first  portion  of 
the  Returns  will  cover,  and  when  the 
Returns  relating  to  the  Metropolitan  area 
are  likely  to  be  given  to  the  House  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  must  ask  for  notice  of 
the  question. 

IRELAND-THE  CASE  OF  SERGEANT 
M'GUIRE. 
Mr.  henry  CAMPBELL  (Fer- 
managh, S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  case  of 
Sergeant  John  M*Guire,  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary,  who  was  stationed  in 
Innismurray  Island,  off  the  coast  of 
Sligo,  in  March  1889,  and  who 
received  a  wound  on  the  head  on 
the  17th  March,  1889,  from  the  effect^ 
of  which  he  died  shortly .  afterwards,  if 
he  can  state  under  what  circumstances 
Sergeant  M*Guire  received  this  wound  ; 
and  whether  Sergeant  M'Guire  at  the 
time  of  his  death  left  any  money  invested, 
or  otherwise,  in  the  hands  of  his  superiors ; 
and,  if  so,  will  it  be  handed  over  to  his 
parents 
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The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  foi;  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfouh,  Mnncliestt'r, 
E.)  :  The  CoustabulaTy  authorities  report 
that  tlie  servant's  death  was  due  to  ory- 
Bipelas,  result ing  from  an  accideutal  fall 
while  engaged  in  separating  two  men 
who  were  quarreling.  The  aert^eaiit 
did  not  leave  any  Dioney,  invested  or 
otherwise,  in  tlie  hands  of  liis  superiors, 
Tlie  balance  of  liis  pay  to  the  date  of  his 
decease  was  handed  over  to  his  mother. 

MONEY  ORDER  OFFrCE  AT  BELCAURA. 

llR.  J.  R  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.) :  I 
l)eg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  Ueneml  if  he 
will  consent  to  open  a  Money  Order 
Office  at  the  Post  Office  uf  Beh^^irra,  near 
Castlebar,  in  County  Mayo,  tlie  population 
to  l>e  served  being  abciat  3vO00.  krge 
numbers  of  whom  visit  England  in 
the  Hpring  and  autumn  in  Rearch  of  work  ; 
and  it  is  estimated  that  tlie Ir  rc'niittanccs 
number  nearly  100  per  week  in  those 
seasons,  to  citsh  which  their  friends  have 
to  journey  to  Castlebar,  five  miles  distant^ 
w^hile  the  letters  are  delivertd  to  them 
at  Belcarra  ? 

*TiiE  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr^ 
Raikls  Univers-ity  of  Cambridge)  ;  So 
far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain  at 
present,  the  amount  of  busines.-i  likely  to 
be  transaetAid  at  Belearra  would  be  hanlly 
sufficient  t-o  cover  the  cost  uf  conducting 
a  m  oney  ordi.'r  o  ffice  tlie  re .  I  wi  1 1  i  n  qu  i  re, 
however,  whether  the  special  circum- 
stances  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member 
wtmld  justify  an  office  being  ojKfued,  or 
whether  it  would  Iki  necessary  to  require 
a  money  guanvntee,  alitj^will  ix)mmunic[it.e 
the  result  to  him. 

EXERCISE  IN  PRISONS. 

Mb.  JOHN  O^CONNOR(Tippemry.S0: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  w^bether 
the  refusal  of  certain  prisoners  in  gaols 
in  Ireland  to  take  exercise  with  certain 
other  prisoners  is  allowable  by  and  in 
aoconhiuce  with  Rules  issued  by  the  Irish 
Prisons  Boards  lust  year  ;  w-h ether  such 
prisoners  so  refusing  constitute  a  class 
in  themselves;  and  whether,  in  prisons 
W'here  there  are  more  than  one  of  such 
prisoners,  they  will  be  given  their  exer- 
cise  at  the  same  hours  and  in  the  same 
place,  ns  in  the  aise  of  ot!ier  distinct 
classes  of  prisoners  'I 


Mk.  a,  J.  BALEOUR  :  Tlie  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  the  new  Rule 
issued  last  year  in  regaixl  to  the  exer- 
cising of  convicti'd  prisoners  does  not 
allow  any  such  prisoner  to  refuse  to  take 
exercise  with  other  prisonersv  It  re* 
quires  that  the  exercise  shall  be  taken  at 
such  times  and  places  and  subject  to 
such  conditions  as  the  Governor  or 
surgeon  n\ay  direct.  The  fact  of  a 
prisoner  being  convicttid  under  a  par- 
ticular Statute,  or  ivfusing  to  exercise 
with  other  prisouerp,  dot*s  not  constitute 
a  recognised  chissiticution  for  purposes 
of  exercise  under  the  Prison  Rules. 

Mu.  J.  O'CONNOR:  xMay  I  a^c  whether 
under  the  Rules  issued  last  year,  with 
the  consent  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  un  doubt  by  his  desire,  prisoners- 
were  not  to  be  allowed  to  take  exercise 
in  their  own  clothes  or  not  Jis  they  please! 
Are  thosj  Rules  consistent  with  his  state- 
ment now,  that  prisoners  are  not  allowed 
to  wear  their  own  clothes '?  In  fact,  are 
they  not  in  direct  contradiction  with  hifi. 
statement? 

•Mif,  A,  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  see  nothing 
about  prisoners  w^earing  their  own  ch/thes- 
in  the  question  on  the  Paper^  I  have 
described  the  existing  Rule  to  the  hon^ 
Member,  and  there  is  no  connection 
between  the  wearing  of  clothes  and  the 
exercise  of  prisoners. 

Mr.  sexton  (Bt4fast,  W.)  :  Did  not 
the  new^  Rule,  following,  as  it  did,  upon 
a  dtbate  in  this  House  as  to  the  indignity 
iniiicted  upon  prisoners  convicted  under 
the  Act  of  1887,  in  not  being  allowed  to 
wear  their  own  clot hes  at  exercise,  allow 
prisoners  convicted  under  the  summary" 
claust'S  of  that  Act  to  exercise  separately 
fnim  othei^  ? 

♦Mr.  A.  J,  BALFOUR:  No.  Sir;  I 
have  distinctly  stated  over  and  over 
again,  in  answer  to  qutstious  and  io 
debate  across  the  floor  of  this  HtJUSe^ 
that  no  distinction  is  drawn  between  the 
conviction  of  prisonei's  under  the  Statute 
of  1887  and  under  any  other  Statute 
whatever. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  Then,  what  was  the 
intention  of  the  new  Rules  unless  it  was 
to  allow  separate  txercise  in  stnne  cases? 

*Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  vtas  not 
intended  to  l>e  a  privilege  confined 
exclusively  to  persons  convicttd  under 
the  Act  of  1887,  although  no  doubt  the 
possibility  of  taking  sepamte  exercise  i& 
contemplated  by  the  Rule. 
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Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  Is  it  intended  to 
disqualify  a  certain  class  of  prisoners 
from  the  enjoyment  of  the  privilege,  to 
reduce  their  status,  and  to  compel  them 
to  baar  their  imprisonment  under  what 
is  known  as  the  sblitary  system  ? 

•Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  know 
that  I  fully  understand  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Member.  He  had  better  give 
notice  of  it.  There  is  no  intention  of 
degrading  any  one. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  I  will  repeat  the 
question  by  and  bye. 

EVICTIONS  AT  TIPPERARY. 
Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  how  many  houses  of 
evicted  tenants  are  uow  occupied  by  the 
police  in  the  town  of  Tipperary ;  what  is 
the  rent  of  each  house  so  occupied,  and 
under  what  conditions  of  tenancy  are 
they  held ;  and  will  he  stata  what  is  the 
necessity  for  taking  houses  of  this  kind 
whilst  there  is  room  enough  in  the 
ordinary  barracks  and  the  Town  Hall  now 
occupied  by  the  police  ? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Constabu- 
lary authorities  report  that  the  police 
occupy  two  hous3S  from  which  tenants 
were  evicted  in  the  town  of  Tipperary. 
It  is  proposed  to  pay  at  the  rate  of  £70 
a  year  for  one  and  at  the  rate  of  £6  a 
month  for  the  t»ther.  No  final  decision 
has  been  as  yt  t  arrived  at  in  regard  to 
the  conditions  of  the  tenancy.  The  Con- 
stabulary authorities  add  that  the 
permanent  barracks  and  the  Town  Hall 
do  not  afford  accommodation  for  the 
number  of  police  now  necessarily 
employed  on  duty  in  the  town. 

GOVERNMENT  BUILDING  SURVEYORS 
IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if 
Messrs.  Patterson  and  Kempster,  Build- 
ing Surveyors  of  Dublin,  are  pernfenently 
attached,  in  an  official  capacity,  to  the 
Board  of  Works  and  Board  of  Control  of 
Lunatic  Asylums  in  Ireland ;  what 
amounts,  in  the  event  of  their  not  being 
80  attached,  have  been  paid  to  them  as 
fees,  <fec.,  for  professional  services  during 
the  last  five  years;  what  sum  is  at 
present  due  to  them  ;  what  proportion  of 
the  total  sum  for  five  years  was  paid  in 
each   of  these  years ;  whether  in   that 


time  estimates  were  sought  from  other 
surveyors  in  Dublin  for  the  work  done  ; 
if  so,  what  sums  were  paid  to  other 
building  surveyors  by  these  two  Boards 
during  thosa  five  years ;  and  what  are 
the  names  of  these  other  surveyors  ? 

♦The  secretary  totheTREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  (1)  Messrs. 
Patterson  and  Kempster  are  not  per- 
manently attached  in  an  official  capacity 
to  the  Board  of  Works  and  the  Board  of 
Control  of  Lunatic  Asylums.    (2)  £2,298. 

(3)  The  amount  due  for  work  done  or  in 
hand  has  not  yet  been  ascertained,  but 
would     probably     amount      to      £500. 

(4)  The  amounts  are  :  For  1885,  £920  ; 
1886,  £80 ;  1887,  £68  ;  1888,  £783 ;  and 
1889,  £447— total,  £2,298.  (5  and  6) 
Quantity  surveyors  are  paid  on  an  es- 
tabhshed  scale  of  fees.  The  Board  of 
Works  have  never  invited  estimates 
from  quantity  surveyors  for  their  work. 
The  practice  formerly  was  for  building 
contractors  to  select  and  employ  their 
own  surveyor  to  take  out  quantities, 
charging  his  fees  as  an  item  in  the  cost  of 
the  work.  The  Board  had,  under  this 
arrangement,  no  control  in  the  selection 
of  the  surveyor,  though  they  had  to  pay 
his  fees  ;  and  this  led  them  to  adopt  the 
present  system  of  employing  a  surveyor 
of  their  own  selection.  The  following 
sums  have  been  paid  to  other  surveyors 
during  the  five  years  referred  to: — T- 
C.  Antisell,  £47  15s.  3d.  ;  E.  Banks, 
£107  7s.  5d. ;  E.  Bermingham, 
£71  14s.  lid.;  Corbett,  £5  5s.  ;  W.  H. 
Hill,£25  ;  and  F.  Morley,  £426  14s.  4d.— 
total,  £683  16s.  lid. 

Mr.  CRILLY :  Arising  out  of  the 
answer  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  may  I  ask 
upon  what  principle  a  selection  is  made 
in  the  afcssnce  of  open  competition 
between  the  surveyors  of  Dublin  ;  and 
how  it  is  that  these  particular  surveyors 
have  practically  enjoyed  a  monopoly  of 
the  work  of  these  two  Boards  for  the 
last  five  years?  It  would  appear  that 
they  have  received  £5,000,  while  no 
other  Dublin  surveyor  has  obtained 
more  than  £800. 

*Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  suppose  the  reason 
is  that  they  were  surveyors  in  whom 
these  Boards  had  confidence.  I  believe 
that  the  practice  which  has  been  adopted 
is  the  same  as  that  adopted  by  private 
firms,  namely,  to  employ  men  in  whom 
they  have  confidence. 
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IRISU  SOCIETY  AND  CITY  COMPANIES 
ESTATES    COMMITTEE. 

Me,  lea  (Londonderry,  S,)  :  I  beg 
t  >  aak  tli^*  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  Hince  the 
Select  Coniniittee  appointed  last  year  on 
the  Motion  of  the  Government  to  inquire 
iiitfj  the  Charters  of  the  Estate8  in 
Irehmd  of  the  Irish  Society  and  the  City 
Companies,  and  as  to  their  trusts  and  obli- 
gations, unanimously 

**  Recommended  that  a  Committee  upon  the 
same  subject  should  be  appointed  the  next  Sea- 
8ion  of  Purliament^*' 

that  Committee  will,  in  accordance  witli 
usual  practice,  he  appointed  ;  and  if  the 
Government  will  move  fttr  its  appoint- 
ment at  a  sufficiently  early  date  to  allow 
time  for  the  Committee  to  arrive  at  an 
effective  Report  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Govern- 
ment quite  recognise  what  was  recom- 
mended by  the  Select  Committee  last 
Session,  and  are  willing  to  enter  into  an 
obligation  on  the  subject. 

THE  CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT. 

Mr.  JOHN  ELLLS  (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) :  I  beg:  to  ask  the  Chief 
SecretHry  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Irehmd  whether  the  Government  assent 
to  the  continuation  R:*tum  of  persons 
proceeded  against  under  the  Criminal 
Law  and  Procedura  (Ireland)  Act,  1887, 
on  to-day's  Pap.*r  ? 

•Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  rather 
unwilling  to  jLj:rant  the  Return  as  it  will 
causa  trouble  and  ejcpense,  and  as  all  the 
fiu?ts  appear  in  the  Criminal  Statistics. 
If,  however,  the  hon,  Memlxi'r  can 
privatDly  give  me  reasons,  I  will  offer  no 
serious  objection  to  the  Return, 

RICHARD  PIGOIT. 
Me.  COBB  (Warwick,  S,E.,  Rugby)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  can  now 
give  the  respective  dates  in  August  and 
September  1888  upon  whieli  the  £10 
note  and  the  £5  note,  which  formed  jmi-t 
of  the  remittance  received  from  tiie  late 
Richard  Figott  by  his  housekeejier  on 
the  23rd  February,  1889,  were  drawn 
from  tlie  Bank  by  Mr.  Soames,  and  the 
numbers  of  such  notes  ;  and  whether  he 
can  ascertain   and   will   state  to  whom 


Mr.  Soames  paid  such  notes,  and  on  what 
date  or  dates  ? 

Mb.  MATTHKWS:  I  communicated 
to  the  House  on  February  21  all  the 
information  I  have  on  this  sul»ject,  I 
have  no  better  means  than  the  hon. 
Member  himself  of  ascertiiining  at  what 
(Lites  a  solicitor  draws  money  from  his 
bankers  or  pays  it  to  his  witntsses. 

Mr,  COBB  :  May  I  ask  whether  any 
st.^'ps  have  been  taken  to  trace  the  notes  ? 

Mk.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  not  traced 
the  notes. 

Mr.  COBB:  Have  the  police  traced 
them  if 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  Not  that  I  am 
aware  of. 

Mr,  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton)  : 
'Will  the  ris^ht  hon.  Gentleman  be  gcod 
enough  to  make  inquirv  1 

Mr.  MATPHEWS:  I  think  this  is  a 
matter  which  it  is  not  right  for  me  to 
inquire  into. 

M«.  LABOUCHERE:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  E«k  the  police  whether, 
in  their  investig*ations^  they  have  dis- 
covered when  Mr.  Soames  drew  the 
money  1 

Me.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birmingham, 
Bordesley)  :  Certainly  not. 

INSTRUCTION  OF  IRISH  MILITIA 
OFFICERS. 

Mr,  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (London^ 
derry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  complaints  have 
reached  him  that  the  result  of  not  hold- 
ing Schools  of  Instruction  for  Militia 
officers  in  Ireland  for  a  long  time  has 
been  injurious  to  the  Ser'vice ;  and 
whether  steps  will  be  taken  to  have 
them  revived,  or  to  allow  officers 
of  the  rank  of  Lieutenant  and 
Captaiu  to  be  attached  to  Line  regiments, 
under  the  same  rules  laid  down  for 
schools  as  regards  pay*  tVc,  so  that  they 
may  have  an  op|>ortiinity  of  qualifying 
for  promotion,  and  l>e  saved  from  the 
inconvenience  and  expense  of  attending 
schools  outside  of  Ireland  l 

-^Thi-  secretary  of  state  for 
WAR  (Mr,  E.  Stanhope,  Lincoln- 
shire, Homeastle) :  The  minimum 
number  for  a  class  of  instrnction  is  10 
officers ;  and  f^uch  ri  class  would  be 
organised  at  Duhliu  if  there  were 
sufficient  applicants.  At  present,  how- 
ever, there  ai'e  not.  Under  the  Militia 
Regulations      a      sulmltem     may      bo 
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attached  to  a  Line  regiment  or  a 
regimental  district  anywhere  in  the 
Lnited  Kingdom,  for  which  he  received 
the  same  pay  and  allowance  as  if  he 
attended  a  class  of  instruction;  but 
this  Regulation  does  not  extend  to 
Captains,  who  only  receive  these  advan- 
tages on  attending  the  class.  I  may, 
however,  remark  that  the  certificate  for 
promotion  to  Major  may  be  obtained  by 
S2rvice  with  his  own  regiment  without 
attending  a  class  of  instruction  at  all. 

CLONMEL  GAOL. 
Dr.  tanner  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  what  are  the  numbsr  of  baths 
now  available  for  the  use  of  prisoners  in 
Clonmel  Graol ;  how  long  have  they  been 
in  use ;  whether  any  recommendations 
have  been  made  respecting  the  existing 
sanitary  arrangements  in  the  gaol  in 
question,  and  if  any  improvement  or 
alteration  in  the  system  will  be  carried 
out ;  and,  if  so,  when ;  and  if  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Prisons  Board  to 
eanction  the  expenditure  necessary  to 
secure  the  improvements  requisite  and 
recommended  for  the  repair  and  ventila- 
tion of  cells  in  Clonmel  Gaol  ? 

•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  Clonmel 
Prison  when  handed  over  to  them  in 
1878  contained  two  baths.  Since  then 
two  more  have  been  constructed,  and 
four  additional  ones  are  in  course  of 
construction.  The  Board  have  no 
knowledge  of  the  recommendations 
referred  to  in  the  third  paragraph.  They 
s^ate  that  the  ventilation  of  the  cells  in 
this  prison  has  lately  been  improved  by 
them.  They  have  also  made  provision 
in  the  estimate  for  next  year  for  other 
sanitary  improvements  and  alterations  in 
the  prison. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
during  the  whole  of  last  year,  when  this 
prison  was  completely  filled,  there  was 
only  one  bath  in  the  main  body  of  the 
prison,  including  the  hospital,  and  that 
the  bath  in  the  hospital  was  seldom,  if 
ever,  used  ?  May  I  also  ask  whether  the 
defective  sanitary  arrangements  of  the 
prison  have  not  been  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  Visitors  recently  ? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  afraid 
that  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  give  any 
further  answer  to  the  questions  of  the 
hon.  Member  without  notice. 


Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  in  the  spring  of 
1882  some  23  or  24  prisoners  were  re- 
moved from  Naas  and  Kilmainham 
Prisons  in  consequence  of  the  prevalence 
of  typhoid  fever,  owing  to  defective 
sanitary  arrangements  ? 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  was  not 
aware  of  it,  and  it  has  certainly  a  Verm- 
el istint  connection  with  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr. 
Tanner). 

Dr.  tanner  :  May  I  ask  which  side 
of  the  prison  has  been  improved ;  which 
wing  ? 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Member  must  give  notice  of  the  ques- 
tion. He  enjoys  a  knowledge  of  the 
Irish  prisons  which  I  do  not  possess. 

Mr.  GARDINER,  R.M. 

Dr.  TANNER:  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  action 
of  Mr.  Gardiner,  R.M.,  at  the  Cork 
Police  OflBce,  in  refusing,  on  Wednesday, 
the  12th  instant,  to  dismiss  a  number  of 
cases  in  which  it  was  proved  the  defen- 
dants were  illegally  sued  for  rates,  and 
granting  decrees  in  the  face  of  admitted 
irregularities,  and  in  the  absence  of  both 
defendants  and  plaintiffs  ;  and  whether 
the  Government  propose  to  take  any 
action  in  the  matter  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  I  am  informed  that  a  com- 
plainant appeared  in  each  of  the  cases 
in  which  the  Resident  Magistrate  granted 
a  decree  on  Wednesday  last.  Some  of 
the  defendants  did  not  appear.  The  Go- 
vernment do  not  see  anything  in  the 
matter  calling  for  action  on  their  part. 

THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  DALY. 

Mr.  sexton  :  In  compliance  with 
the  notification  which  I  gave  last  week, 
I  beg  to  ask  whether  the  Home  Secre- 
tary will  now  lay  upon  the  Table  a  copy 
of  the  Report  and  evidence  relating  to  the 
case  of  the  prisoner  John  Daly  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  not  yet 
received  the  Report ;  but  in  consequence 
of  the  question  addressed  to  me  last  week 
I  have  inquired  when  I  may  expect  to 
receive  it,  and  have  ascertained  that  the 
Prison  Visitors  desire  that  a  certain 
analysis  should  be  made  by  the  officers 
of  the  authorities  at  Somerset  House,  and 
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that  the  Visitors  are  awaiting  the  result 
of  that  iiiiii lysis. 

Mr.  SEXTOX:  Coifsidentig  the 
nattire  of  the  allegatiotifi,  will  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  hd  ^o^  enough  to  ejtort 
himself  in  securing  a  cojiy  of  this  Report 
liefore  the  Report  of  the  Vote  on 
Account  is  taken '? 

Me.  I^LilTHEWS:  I  have  done  my 
best  to  expedite  the  Report. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Unless  the  Report  has 
heen  pr.- sen  ted,  I  will  reveH  to  the 
question  on  the  R.^port  of  the  Vote  on 
Account. 

•The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr,  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  am  afritid  that  unit  rs  the 
Report  on  the  Vote  on  Account  is  taken 
to-morrow,  many  of  Her  Majesty's  ser* 
vants  will  have  to  go  without  their 
salaries. 

ST.  MARTIN'S-LE-GRAND  POST 
OFFIUIC. 
Mr.  BROADHUIt8T(Nottingham,W): 
I  beg  to  Etsk  the  Fii'sfc  Com misa loner  of 
Works  whether  any  provision  w^iil  be 
made  in  the  contract  for  the  new  Post 
Office  buildings  in  St.  Martin's-le-Grand 
to  ensure  the  observance  on  the  part  of 
the  contractor  of  the  rules  and  customs 
of  the  building  trade  as  to  working  hours 
and  rate  of  wages,  and  Ui  prevent  sub- 
letting and  piece-work  1 
*Thk  first  commissioner  Ob' 
WORKS  {Mr.  Plunket,  Univei'sity  of 
Dublin) :  It  has  never  been  the  practice 
of  the  Office  of  Works  to  make  provision 
in  its  contracts  to  insure  the  observance 
on  the  part  of  the  €ontr}H:U>rs  of  the  rules 
and  customs  of  the  Itnilding  trade  lis  to 
working  houjps  and  rat 3  of  wages,  nor  to 
interfere  in  any  way  between  the  con- 
tract-or  and  tlioso  employed  by  him.  We 
prohibit  sub-letting,  except  with  the 
consent  of  the  B*xi.ni,  and  we  take  care 
to  restrict  it  withm  legitimate  limits.  I 
see  no  reason  for  de^iarting  from  *Iie 
usual  practice  in  the  casa  of  the  Post 
Office  at  St.  Martin  s-le-Grand. 

THE  DUiirUJI  MURDER. 

Mr.  KEAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn)  t  I  beg 

to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stat^  for 

India  whether   his   attention  has    been 

called  to  a  telegram  from  C.ilcntta  in  the 

Baihf  News  of  the  17th  inst.,  stating  that 

**  The    di«cbftr^6    of    the    prisoner    in    the 

Dumdum  m order  case  is  causiug  much  popular 

Mi\  MaUhews 


lodigDatioD,    and   h  called  a  miscafriage   of 
joalice;" 

whether  tlie  case  td hided  to  is  that  of  a 
British  soldier  namtd  Ihomaa   O'Hara* 
who  wiis  tried  at  the  Criminal  Sesaiona  j 
of   the  High  Court  of  Calcutta  for  the 
wilful  munler  of  a  native  named  Shaik 
Soleem,  in  the  Cantimment  of  Diimduui, 
and  who  was  sentenced  to  dcHth  on  21st 
February  but;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the    presiding    Judge,    the    Hon.    Mr. 
Justice     Norris,    in    passing    sentence, 
declared  that  **  he  entirely  endorsed  and 
accepted  the  verdict  of  the  jury,"  and 
that  the  prisoner  **  had  been  guilty  of 
about  as  brutnl  a  murder  »s  ever  was 
perpetrated  ;  '*  and  whether,  if  this  is  the  I 
ease  referred  t4j  in  the  Daily  Xewat  tele*! 
gram,    lie    has   any    infr>rination    which 
would  explain  the  alleged  discharge  of  I 
the  prisoner? 

*The  UNDERSECRETARY  or  STATE 
FOR     FOREIGN     AFFAIRS     (Sir    J. 
FEftatJSsON,      Manchest/er,      N.K.) :     Oh-I 
behalf     of     my      right     hon.     Friend] 
I    have  to  say    that    the    Secretary    of  I 
State      has      seen      the      telegram     in] 
the     Daih/     News    referred     to.     Thai  I 
Secretary  of  State  has  i\o  official  informa-1 
tion  on  the  subject ;   but  from  the  tele-  [ 
grams  in  the   Tinier  it  seems  that  the] 
case  was  brought  before  the  High  Courti-I 
of  Calcutta,  for  revision  in  the  ordinary f 
way;   that  it  was  argued  for  four  days  J 
before  the  Chief  Justice  and  four  otherl 
Judges;   that   the   Court   took   time   toj 
consider    their    judgment,    and    sub 
qaently  held  tliat  there  had  been  a  mi&-l 
direction  of  the  jury  and  an  improper 
admission    of   evidence ;    and    that    the 
conviction    must    be    quashed   and    the 
prisone r  d  isch ai'sred . 

Sir  W.  PLOWDEN  (Wolverhampton,^ 
W;)  :  Will  the  Secretary  of  State  foi 
India  s-nd  instructions  to  the  Govern-^ 
ment  uf  India  to  have  this  man  put  upon 
his  trial  again  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  WeU,  Sir ; 
think  that  before  that  proceeding 
considered  it  would   be  as  well  to  be 

possession  of  the  Report, 

THE  DtJKE  OF  CONNAUGIIT  AND  THI 
BOMBAY  DEFENCES. 
Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  Eastbourne)  J 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  ok 
State  for  India  whether  the  attention  of 
the  Secretary  of  Sfctite  has  been  drawn 
the  remarks  made  by  His  Royal  Higl: 
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ness  ths  Duke  of  Connauglit  recently  at 
Bombay,  as  reported  in  the  Times  of 
Monday  last — 

"The  recent  naval  manoeuvres  had  proved 
eiactly  what  he  had  expected,  namely,  that 
the  Bombay  defences  with  their  present  arma- 
ment were  absolutely  useless  and  could  not 
oppose  a  naval  attack.  In  the  absence  of 
Admiral  Fremantle's  fleet  in  Zanzibar  waters, 
the  naval  element  of  defence  was  quite  useless, 
because  the  ships  were  without  crewg,  and  had 
neither  gunners  nor  firemen  to  enable  them  to 
supply  the  deficiencies  of  the  land  defence  s." 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  seen  the  telegram  in  the 
Times  purporting  to  be  a  report  of  the 
remarks  attributed  to  His  Royal  High- 
ness the  Duke  of  Connaught.  Arrange- 
ments have  been  made  with  the  War 
Office  for  the  supp'y  of  hew  armament, 
and  with  the  Admiralty,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Treasury,  for  manning 
the  floating  defences. 

THE  WEST  LONDON  COMMERCIAL 
BANK. 

Mb.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Solicitor  General  whether  he  is 
aware  that  13  months  have  elapsed  since 
the  last  dividend  was  paid  by  the  liquida- 
tor of  the  West  Ijondon  Commercial 
Bank,  and  that  the  liquidator  has  now  in 
Lis  hands  the  sum  of  £13,000  available 
for  distribution  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  any 
steps  can  be  taken  to  expadite  a  further 
payment  to  the  creditors,  and  to  bring 
the  liquidation  as  quickly  as  may  be 
possible  to  an  end  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir  E. 
Clarke,  Plymouth) :  I  understand  that 
dividends  have  been  paid  to  the  amount 
of  148.  6d.  by  the  West  London  Com- 
mercial Bank.  It  is  true  that  it  is  a 
long  time  since  the  last  dividend  was 
paid.  The  liquidator  was  advised  to  take 
proceedings  against  some  of  the  Directors 
and  against  the  representatives  of  others, 
and  it  is  believed  those  proceedings  will 
result  in  a  large  gain  to  the  estate.  I  am 
informed  there  has  been  no  improper 
delay  in  the  matter. 

THE  FORTH  FISHERMEN. 
Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
he  is  aware  that  great  dissatisfaction 
prevails  amongst  the  Forth  fishermen 
becaus3  of  the  insufficiency  of  the  safe- 
guards afEorded  to  them  by  the  fishery 
cruiser    Vigilant   within   the   protected 


waters  ;  that  this  vessel  not  only  lies  for 
many  consecutive  days  in  port,  but  is 
liabitually  there  at  night  when  she 
should  be  on  the  fishing  grounds  ;  that 
she  has  no  practical  fisherman  on  board 
who  could  indicate  when  the  depreda- 
tions of  the  trawlers  can  be  watched,  and 
is  therefore  on  this  account  alone  almost 
useless ;  and  whether  he  will  take  steps, 
to  secure  the  efficient  discharge  of  the  du- 
ties for  which  the  Vigilant  was  supplied  ? 
♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Buts)  :  Presumably  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  refers  to 
the  Jackal,  It  can  have  no  application 
to  the  Vigilant,  which  is  stationed  on 
the  West  Coast  oftScotland.  The  Fishery 
Board  have  not  received  any  complaints 
this  year  of  trawling  within  the  pre- 
scribed waters  in  the  Firth  of  Forth. 
Tho  Jackal  lay  in  Granton  Harbour  for 
some  time  when  the  crew  were  on  leave 
for  Christmas  holidays  ;  but  since  then 
she  has  been  on  regular  duty  on  the  East 
Coast.  She  is  occasionally  in  port  for  a 
few  days  from  necessary  causes  ;  but  it 
is  not  the  case  that  she  is  habitually  in 
port  at  night.  There  is  no  fisherman  on 
board ;  but  this  is  not  considered  neces- 
sary, as  the  officers  and  crew  are  quite 
familiar  with  the  places  frequented  by 
trawlers. 

THE  LEGACY  AND  SUCCESSION  DUTY 
OFFICE. 
Sir  lewis  PELLY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  it 
is  the  fact  that  four  clerks  of  the  Lower 
Division  of  the  Legacy  and  Succession 
Duty  Office,  who  were  specially  nomi- 
nated for  promotion  to  the  Upper  Divi^ 
sion,  and  whose  promotion  was  approved 
of  by  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  and 
ordered  to  take  effect  as  from  1st  June, 
1889,  have  subsequently  had  it  notified 
to  them  that,  in  consequence  of  a  Trea- 
sury Minute  dated  Slst  October,  1889, 
they  are  to  remain  at  their  presenfLower 
Division  salaries  without  receiving  any 
increment  whatever  for  many  years  to 
come,  and  that  the  result  of  their  promo- 
tion is  not  only  that  actual  pecuniary 
loss  will  occur  by  reason  uf  the  cessation 
of  the  increments  and  other  benefits, 
which  they  would  have  received  had  they 
not  been  promoted,  but  that,  in  the  case 
of  three  at  least  of  these  clerks,  no 
pecuniary  benefit  whatever  will  accrue 
as   a    consequence    of    their   promotion 
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duringf  their  whole  perioil  of  40  years* 
♦service  ;  and,  if  so,  whetlier  tiarj  will  be 
ivkea  to  provide  in  the  forthcomiu^ 
Order  in  Council,  or  other  wis?,  iip^inst 
any  injustice  beittjr  committed  with  re- 
^>rd  tj  these  gentlemen  i 

The  chancellor  of  thk  EXCHH- 
QUER  (Mr.  Go-SCUEN,  8t.  GoorgeX 
iiauover  Square):  The  openition  of  the 
Rf^hition  of  October,  1889,  iu  eertiiin 
cases  has  baun  before  the  Treasuiy,  and 
the  nuitter  is  at  present  under  consident- 
iion, 

IMPORTATION  OF  GRAIN  INTO  THE 
SOUDAN. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBKLL  (Kirk- 
<5aldy,  tl'c):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Undersecre- 
tary of  Stat 3  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
the  importation  of  grain  from  the  Red 
S3a  ports  into  the  Soudan  baa  been  till 
recently  prohibit9d  and  bk»ckaded ; 
whether,  even  now,  when  famine  has 
resulted,  this  pmhibitiou  lias  not  been 
w^holly  removed,  but  only  in  regard  to 
certain  (Kirts ;  and  whether  the  Soudan, 
beyond  the  eoast  porta  held  by  Kiry pt, 
has  been  really  abandoned,  or  "^whether 
efforts  have  sttll  been  made  to  sttirv©  the 
Soudauesj  into  submission  ;  or,  what  has 
tK3eu  the  object  of  the  hlot'kade  ? 

•SiH  J.  FERGUSSON:  There  has  been 
no  restriction  on  the  grain  trwla  at 
Suakin  for  over  two  years.  Trade  is 
allowed  at  all  ports  w*here  there  are 
Cnsttmi  Houses,  A  special  p^-rmit  18,  how- 
4-^ver,  required  for  Trinkitat-  No  efforts 
are  being  made  to  starve  the  Soudanese 
into  submission.  The  object  of  the 
blockade,  which  no  longer  exists,  was 
to  prevent  supplies  being  sent  to  the 
dervishes  who  are  threatening  Suakin. 

SiK  G.CAMPBELL  :  Do  I  understand 
that  there  is  now  free  trade  in  corn  in  re- 
gard to  the  Soudan  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON;  Yes  ;  grain  can 
Ixj  imported  freely. 

Sm   G.   CAMPBELL:    Is   ther.* 
Customs  duty  upon  it  ? 

^  ^iR  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  believe  there 
is  no  Customs  duty  upon  it. 

COLOUR  BLINDNESS. 
Dr.  FARQUHAILSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, \V.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware 
that  much  dissatisfaction  exists  amoni? 
scientific  men  as  to  thosut^ciency  of  the 
Sir  Lewis  Pdly 
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tests  now  used  in  the  Mercantile  Marine  I 
for   the   detection    of   colour    blindness;! 
and  whether  he  will  appoint  a  Committee j 
of  Experts  to  advise  the  Government  on  I 
this  imjx»rtant  question  ? 
♦Tfii:  PRESIDENT  or  iHK  BOARD  opi 
TRADE  (Sir  M.   Hicks  Be.\ch,  Bristol,! 
W.)  :  I  am  sensible  of  the  im|K>rtance  of  I 
this  matter,  and  have  been  iu  communi- 
cation with  the  Royal  Society  upon  this 
subject,   and    I    am  happy   to   say   that 
the   society    has    api>ointed  a   scientifiol 
Committee  to  consider  the  whole  qnestiouj 
of  colour  blindness. 

PO.STMEN  S  CHRISTSIAS   BOXES. 
Cafiain  YERNEY  (Bucks,  N.)  :  I  beg^ 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General   whether 
the  Postal   Authorities  have   mttdc  anj, 
and  what,  arrangements  for  compensating! 
I»arcel  post  men  for  the  loss  incurred  byl 
them  under  the  Rule   prohibiting   them  I 
from  the  solicitatiou  of  Christmas  boxes  ;  i 
whether,    in   certain  cases,   38.   a- week 
have  been  given  w4th    this  object;   audi 
how  many  men  in  the  Parcel  Ptjst  Depart-] 
ment  are  in    receipt   of   such    increased 
wages  in  lieu  of  Christmas  boxes  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES:  As  parcel  postmen  arol 
not,  and  never  have  been,  allowed  either] 
to  solicit  or  to  receive  Christmas  b<3xeB, 
the  question  of  compensating  them  for 
the   loss  of  what,  if  they  should  receive,! 
they  would  receive  in  spite  of  prohibition/ 
is  one  w^hich  certainly  has  not  arisen,  and 
whicli,  indeed,  I  should  not  have  expected* 
to    arise.     No    parcel    postmen    are    in 
receipt  of  increased  wages  in   lieu   ofj 
Christmas  boxes. 

NEWFOUNDLAND  FISHERIES, 
Mr.  THORBURN   (Peebles  and  SeL] 
kirk)  •  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lender  Secretai-^ 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  the  modu 
tnvfindi  arrived  at  between  Her  Majesty' 
Government   and    the    French    Govern-] 
ment  as  to  the  establishment  of   lobster 
factories  on  the  so-called  Newfoundland 
Fi-cnch   shore   was  concluded    with    the 
concurrence   and  approval    of  the  New-^ 
foundland  (jovernmeut? 

•Siu  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  Newfound- 
land  Government  w^as  consulted  ad  to 
the  tenns  of  the  modus  vicendi^  which 
was  moflihed  to  some  extent  iu  order  1 
meet  their  views  ;  but  it  was  necessary  1 
conclude  it  without  referring  it  to  then 
in  its  final  shape.  The  arrangement  ii 
provisional,  and  for  this  season  only,  and 
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does  not  involve  any  admission  by  either 
Government  of  the  claims  madd  by 
subjects  of  the  other. 

THE  LOSS  OF  THE  QUETTA. 
Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 
dee)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  it  is  intended  to 
hold  an  inquiry  into  the  circumstances 
which  led  to  the  wreck  of  the  Queensland 
mail  steamer  Qtuetta  on  the  night  of  the 
28th  February,  and  also  into  the  cause  of 
the  great  loss  of  human  life  with  which 
it  was  attended  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  The  Board 
of  Trade  are  not  in  a  position  to  institute 
an  inquiry  into  the  loss  of  the  Quetta 
until  they  learn  whether  an  inquiry  will 
or  will  not  be  held  by  the  Queensland 
Government,  who  generally  hold  inquiries 
with  regard  to  all  wrecks  occurring 
within  their  jurisdiction.  I  may  add 
that  no  oflBcial  information  has  yet  been 
received  respecting  the  circumstances  of 
the  wreck. 

THE  WEST  AFRICAN  SQUADRON. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  whether  he  can  state  the 
number  of  sick  men  landed  from  the 
West  African  Squadron  at  Ascension, 
and  treated  in  hospital  there,  in  either  of 
the  two  last  years  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  The  number 
of  sick  from  the  West  African  Squadron 
and  troopships  admitted  into  the  hospital 
at  Ascension  during  the  last  two  years, 
1888  and  1889,  was  respectively  102  and 
90. 

HOME  OFFICE  CONTRACTS  —  THE 
LEYTON  POLICE  STATION. 

Mr.  BRO  ADHURST  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  circumstance  that  the 
contractor  for  the  new  police  station  at 
Leyton  sub-let  that  portion  of  the  work 
known  as  lathing,  and  that  the  laths 
used  by  the  sub-contractor  were  of  an 
inferior  quality  to  that  stated  in  the 
specification;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  he 
proposes  to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  am 
informed  by  the  Receiver  of  Police,  who 
has  personally  inspected  the  premises, 
that     the     lathing,     being     a    spacial 


description  of  work,  has  bean  sub- let  and 
executed  under  the  conditions  usual  in 
the  building  trade — that  is,  by  special 
men  skilled  in  this  branch  of  work* 
The  laths  are  in  accordance  with  the 
specification  and  of  good  quality.  I  have 
no  reason  to  believe  that  the  contractors 
are  acting  otherwis3  than  in  a  proper 
manner. 

ALLOWANCES^  OF   ADJUTANTS  OF 
VOLUNTEEKS. 

Colonel  EYRE  (Lincoln,  Gains- 
borough) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial 
Secretary  of  the  War  Ofl&ce  whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  an  Army  Order  has  lately 
been  issued  reducing  the  travelling 
allowances  of  Adjutants  of  Voluntaers 
from  5s.  to  3s.  6d.  for  half  days  beyond  a 
10  mile  radius  ;  and,  in  such  case,  what 
is  the  reason  for  the  reduction,  having 
regard  to  the  diflBculty  in  obtaining 
Adjutants  for  Artillery  Volunteers  ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Brodrick,  Surrey,  Guildford)  : 
Such  an  Order  has  been  issued,  but  it 
appliestoall  officers  andnot  only  toVolun- 
t3er  Adjutants.  The  object  of  the 
change  has  been  to  make  allowances 
equal  to  the  average  expenditure 
incurred,  and  while  this  allowance  has 
been  reduced  others  have  been  raised  > 
but  this  is  only  one  among  a  series  of 
alterations  (having  a  net  efEect  of  about 
£300  a  year  in  favour  of  the  troops) 
intsnded  to  reduce  correspondence, 
simplify  accounts,  and  bring  about  the 
abolition  of  petty  stoppages.  If  my  hon. 
Friend  can  prove  to  me  that  the 
allowance  is  not  adequate  to  meet  the 
extra  expenditure  incurred,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  re-consider  the  matter. 

SEVERE  SENTEN-CES. 
Mr.  PICKERS(3ILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  been  cJklled  to  the  following 
passage  in  the  Charge  to  the  Grand  Jury 
delivered  by  Mr.  Justice  Mathew  at  the 
Liverpool  Assizes  on  Tuesday  last : — 

**  From  the  calendar  before  me  I  notice  per- 
sons charged  with  small  offences  who  hav& 
been  sentenced  to  seven  years*  penal  servitude 
for  stealing  a  coat.  Sorely  such  sentences  ure- 
barbarous  and  most,  cruel,  and  should  be> 
stopped  ....  The  resources  of  the  law,  and  ita 
processes  of  imprisonment,  seem  to  me  abundant 
to  deal  with  such  cases,  and  there  is  no  need 
for  inflicting  such  terrible  punishment  ;*' 
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wLether  he  h  awart^  that  such  sentences 
us  the  learned  Judge  condemned  inv 
f reqnently  imjiiised  at  Quarter  Sessions, 
and  whether  sentences  which  seem  pruntt 
facie  unduly  severe  will  be  carefully 
coDsidered  by  bun,  with  a  view  to  tlicir 
mitigation  ? 

Mk.  MiVrTHEWS:  I  have  not  seen 
the  Chtiro'e  in  question,  and  T  cannot  8»y 
whether  the  learned  Judge  is  accurately 
reported.  I  have  already  stated  in  this 
House  that  I  have  no  facts  before  me  to 
justify  the  suggestion  tliat  sentences 
passed  at  Quarter  Sessions  are  more 
severe  or  vary  raore  than  sentences 
passed  at  the  Assizes.  I  liave  always 
considered  on  its  merits  any  case  in 
which  there  was  reason  to  think  that  the 
sentence  was  unduly  severe, 

VI8ITOR8  OF  CONVICT  PRISONS, 
Mr.  PlCKERSGILLi  I  beg  to  a«k 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  wdll  state  the 
names  of  the  Visitors  of  convict  prisons ; 
and,  if  not,  upon  what  gi*ounds  he 
declines  to  do  s*->  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  have  no  objection 
whatever  to  state  the  names  of  the 
Visitors  of  convict  prisons ;  aud  I  shall 
be  glad  to  supply  a  list  of  them  to  the 
hou.  Member. 

CRETE. 
Dr,  TANNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  w^hether  any  intslHgence  has 
been  received  by  the  Government  rela- 
tive to  the  attack  by  gendarmes  upon 
Christians  in  the  proviuce  of  Messara^  in 
the  Island  of  Cret?,  on  Saturday  hist; 
whether  it  is  a  fact^  as  reported  in  'the 
Dailf/  News  of  19th  instant,  the  gend- 
armes, without  provocation,  fired  several 
times  upon  four  Christians ;  if  it  is  true, 
as  given,  that — 

**The  next  day  30  notables  of  the  village 
complained  to  the  CommActdAnt  of  the  troops. 
The  GommandAnt,  treating^  this  cotnplaiot  as 
seditious,  arrested  five  of  them,  and  impri- 
soned them  io  a  stable,  demaading  at  th^  »fime 
time  large  sams  of  money  from  four  villageB  of 
the  province.  The  mum  is  said  to  have  been 
€0  great  that  had  the  inhabitanta  given  up  all 
they  posseaaed  it  would  have  been  insufE- 
cieat ;  ** 

and  whether,  in  tlie  event  of  the  state- 
mentfi  proving  correct,  any  remonstmnc^ 
will  b3  addressed  to  the  Porte  with  a 
view  to  the  further  continuaace  of  such 
outrages  on  Christians  1 
Jfr,  Pickersgill 


♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  No  such  infor^ 
niatioQ     has     reached     Her     Majesty's! 
Government.  ^ 

Dr.  TANNER:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Guntleman  telegraph  for  information  ? 

*Sui  J,  FKRG  LJSSOX  :    I  do  not  think  ] 
it    is   to   Ije    e3cpect<?d   that   we  should  i 
telegraph  to  ascertain  the  correctness  of 
every   statement  which  may  appear  in] 
the  newspapers. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentlon.an  be  able  t*:>  give  me  the  infor- 
mation in  the  course  of  a  week  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON;:  That  depends 
upon  whether  we  rL?ceive  the  informa- 
tion the  hou.  Gt.nitlemau  requires. 

THE   CARDIFF    TELEGRAPH   CLERKS. 

Mr.  PRH^JHARD  MORGAN  (Mer-  I 
thyr  Tydvil) :  I   l>eg   to  ask   the  Post- 
master General  whetlier  he  is  a^^'are  that , 
Alfred  Humphries,  one  of  the  telegraph  | 
olHcials  at  Cardiff,  was   on  Tuesday  last 
suspended  fur  acting  as  secretary  of  the 
Telegmph  Clerks'  Association  at  Cardiff  ; 
and,  if  not  for  that  reason,  will  he  state 
why   he   was  sus [tended  ;    whether  the 
two   previous   secretaries   of  the    same 
Associations  have   lately  been    removed 
from   Cardiff ;     and   whether   it  is   his 
intention  to  remove  or  suspend  all  those 
telegraph  officials  whom  he  may  discover 
to  be  members  of  similar  Associations  7 

*Mr.  RATKESi  Mr,  Alfred  Humphries 
waa  on  Tuesday  last  suspended  for  | 
refusing  to  obey  my  orders,  conveyed 
to  him  through  tbe  Postmaster  at 
Cardiff.  A  more  appropriate  punish- 
ment for  this  act  of  insubordination 
would  have  been  his  summary  dismissal ; 
but  J  having  regard  to  the  youth  and  in- 
experience of  the  offender,  and  being 
anxious  to  maintain  as  long  as  1  possibly 
cm  the  forbearance  which  I  have  hitherto 
exercised  in  dealing  with  the  Cardiff 
telegraphists,  I  have  preferred  to  afford 
him  an  opportunity  of  re-considering  his  ' 
conduct.  Mr,  Humphries  wa^s  not  sus- ' 
jiended  for  acting  as  secretary  to  the 
Bridy  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member, 
1  have  no  cognisance  of  any  such  Associa- 
tion, or  it«  officers.  Nor  have  I  taken, 
nor  do  I  propose  to  take,  any  steps , 
against  the  members  of  such  Associations  | 
on  account  of  their  membership,  though 
I  am  compelled  to  take  proper  notice  of 
any  offences  against  discipline  in  the 
case  of  the  individuals  committing 
them. 
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THE    COMPANIES    (WINDING-UP) 

BILL. 
Mr.  WARMINGTON  (Monmouth, 
W.)  :  I  beg  tx)  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  when  the  Government 
will  be  able  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
the  Amendments  they  propose  to  move 
in  Committee  on  the  Companies  (Wind- 
ing-up) Bill;  and  whether,  if  such 
Amendments  are  numerous,  the  Govern- 
ment will  reprint  the  Bill,  showing  the 
Amendments  proposed  to  be* introduced  ? 
•Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  It  is  not 
my  intention  to  proposa  any  Amend- 
ments to  the  Companies  (Winding-up) 
Bill;  but  I  do  propose  to  circulate  a 
Paper  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Members  of  the  Standing  Committae  on 
Trade,  showing  th«  alterations  and  repeals 
which  are  proposed  to  be  effected  in  the 
existing  law  by  the  Bill,  so  that  the  Stand- 
ing Committee  may  have  the  opportunity 
of  clearly  seeing  the  efPect  of  the  Bill 
and  of  adding  to  it  any  clauses  they  may 
deem  necessary. 

METBOPOUTAN  VOLUNTEER  REGI- 
MENTS. 
Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Sacretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  in  order  to 
receive  the  necessary  certificate  to  enable 
officers  commanding  Metropolitan  Volun- 
teer Regiments  to  obtain  the  sum  allotted 
to  them  by  the  late  Lord  Mayor's 
Volunteer  Patriotic  Fund,  they  have  to 
pay  out  of  the  funds  of  the  regiment  a 
fee  to  the  Government  viewer,  without 
whose  certificate  the  amount  from  the 
fund  will  not  be  paid  to  the  regiment ;  and 
whether  he  can  see  his  way  to  remit  this 
fee  % 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  viewer  in 
question  is  not  a  Government  viewer. 
But  I  think  it  will  be  mach  the  simplest 
way  for  the  certificate  to  be  given  by  a 
GoTemment  viewer,  and  in  that  case,  of 
course,  no  fee  will  be  charged.  I  have 
^iven  directions  for  this  to  be  done. 

THE  SWEATING  SYSTEM. 
Mr.  BROOKE  ROBINSON  (Dudley)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea 
sury  whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  form 
any  opinion  when  it  is  probable  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committae  of  the  House 
of  Lords  on  the  Sweating  System  will 
be  presented  to  Parliament  ? 


*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am  not  in  a 
|K)8ition  to  give  any  pledge  with  regard 
to  a  Committee  which  was  appointed 
in  another  placa ;  but  I  have  reason  to 
believe  that  the  Committee  have  their 
Report  under  consideration,  and  that  it 
will,  undoubtedly,  be  presented  within  the 
pres3nt  Session. 

THE  BERLIN  CONFERENCE. 
Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  he  can  state  if  the 
French  Government,  or  any  other 
Government  represented  at  the  Berlin 
Conference,  has  divided  its  Representa- 
tives into  two  classes.  Plenipotentiaries 
and  Delegates;  why  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  made  such  a  distinc- 
tion ;  and  whether  the  Plenipotentiaries 
and  Delegates  possess  equal  power  and 
authority  at  the  Conference,  and  will  be 
treated  as  equals  in  regard  to  their  ex- 
penses ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  will  be  seen 
from  the  official  list  of  the  members  of 
the  Labour  Conference  that  theFrenchand 
Italian  Governments  have  divided  their 
Representatives  into  two  classes.  They  are 
styled  delegues  and  delegiies  adjointa  re- 
spectively. It  would  seem  that  the 
Plenipotentiaries  and  expert  Delegates 
will  not  possess  equal  power  and 
authority  at  the  Conference.  The  ex- 
pert Delegates  attend  to  furnish  informa- 
tion from  their  special  knowledge.  Both 
the  Plenipotentiaries  and  the  Delegates 
will  be  reimbursed  for  their  necessary 
outlay. 

SWAZILAND. 
Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  he  is  aware  that  under  Article 
2  of  the  Convention  of  1884  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  the  right  to  place  a 
British  Commissioner  in  Swaziland  "to 
maintain  order  and  prevent  encroach- 
ments "  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  been  careful  to  ascer- 
tain precisely  their  legal  position  under 
the  Convention  in  regard  to  intervention 
in  Swaziland,  and  have  been  advised  that 
it  would  not  be  competent  for  Her 
Majesty,  without  a  breach  of  Article  12 
of  the  Convention,  to  take  Swaziland 
under  her  protection  in  the  recognised 
meaning   of  that    expression;   but  Her 
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Majesty *8  Government  can,  of  course, 
oxercise  the  powers  of  Article  '2  of  tbfj 
Convention^  which  includes  the  ap^toitit- 
ing  of  Commissioners  to  ma^intain  order. 
It  will  b3  seen  that  the  estabhshment  of 
a  protectorate  involves  the  assumption  tif 
mimiuistrative  control,  which  could  not 
be  exercised  by  Comniissiouers  appaintid 
.under  Article  2  of  the  Convention* 

RIGHTS  OF  WAY  IN  SCOTLAND. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  tisk  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  when  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  announce  what  action  they 
intend  to  take  with  a  view  to  carry  into 
effect  the  ResDlution  nf  the  House  of 
1 8th  March  i^elating  to  Bights  of  Way  in 
Scotland  1 

»Mh.  W,  H.  smith  :  The  subject  is 
one  that  will  be  again  considered  by  Her 
Majesty's  Governtuent  with  a  view  of 
seeing  whether  it  is  possible  for  tliera  to 
make  any  proposals  to  the  House, 

WEDNESDAY    SITTINGS    OF     THE 

HOTJSE, 
SlB  W.  PliOWDEX :  I  wish  to  draw 
your  attention,  Sir,  to  the  circumstances 
that  have  attended  the  meetings  of  the 
Housj  on  the  lii*itthrt!e  Wednesdays,  and 
t^>  the  delay  and  wast^  of  time  that  have 
occurred  before  a  House  crtuld  be  m*ide, 
especially  yesterday.  I  wish  to  know 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  waste  of 
time  involved,  the  seeming  disrespect  to 
the  Chair,  and  the  inC4:)nvenijnc3  suffered 
by  hon.  Members  who  were  detained  in 
the  Hoiiss  until  a  quorum  was  made,  it 
is  not  in  your  power,  Sir,  to  take  some 
special  action  with  the  object  of  d«ung 
away  with,  or  at  any  rat©  diminishing, 
the  evil  ? 

♦Mr.  SPRAKEE  :  I  know  that  Memb-rs 
of  the  House  have  b^en  put  to  great  in- 
convenience on  the  three  last  Wednesdays* 
On  two  of  the  occasions  referred  to  the 
Housa  Wiis  not  made  technically  until 
1  o'clock,  I  have  considered  myself 
whether  I  might  leave  the  Cliair  at  tlie 
Table  until  a  House  can  be  made,  but  I 
have  thought  it  unfair  that  I  should 
have  the  opportunity  of  going  out  nf 
the  Houa3  wdiilst  Memberi  are  detained* 
Possibly  if  I  had  gone  out,  and  allowed 
the  Members  who  were  present  to  go  out 
t^X),  they  might  not  have  bean  willing  t) 
return,  so  that  there  would  have  been  addi- 
tional delay  in  making  a  Houss.  On  a 
Mr.  W.  U,  Smitii 


Wednesday  the  House  cmnot  be  counted 
out    until    4    o'clock.      I    believe    that  \ 
rule    has  arisi?n    from    the   practice  of 
allowing   new    Members   to   take    their 
seats  up  to  4  o'clock.     It  is  an  old  prac- 
tice tif  the  House,  but  if  the  House  Hkes 
to  altir  the  practice  it  can  do  so  by  Re- 
solution.    Tliero    are     two     alternative?  I 
ci^urses  which  I  might  take,  subject  to  | 
the    aj)proval    of   tlie    House.     I    might  j 
not  come  into  the  House  until  I  had  heen  ' 
informed  by  the  projier  authority  that  I 
there   was   a  sufficient  quorum   in   the 
Lobby,  or,  when  a  quorum  is  not  formed 
by  half-past  12  o'clock,  I  might  leave  the 
Cbairfor  a  quarter  of  an  hour  in  the  hope 
that  a  House  might  be  made  in  that  time. 
There  is  undoubtedly  a  certain  amount 
of  discredit  attached  to  the  spectacle  of 
20  or  30  Members  lx?ing  retained  com- 
pulaurily  in  the  House  for  so  long  a  time 
m  they  were  retained  yesterday,  when  f^j 
quorum    was   not   made    until   after    1  ' 
o*clock» 

Mb.  a.  OrONNOR  :  May  I  m\z\ 
whether,  on  AVednesLlays,  y^Wj  Sir»  havof 
not  the  authority  to  require  the  presence  I 
in  the  House  itself  of  every  Member  who  I 
may  be  within  the  precincts — Members, 
for  example,  in  attendance  on  Com* 
mi  t  tees. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  Undoubtedly  it  J 
was  the  ancient  practice  for  the  Ser- 
jeant-at-Arms to  go  into  Westminster- j 
Hall  and  require  the  attendance  of  any! 
Members  who  might  be  there.  Th®j 
hon.  Member  is  probably  aware  that 
Committees  do  not  often  sit  on  Wednes-| 
days.  At  the  outside  there  might 
20  Members  in  the  Committee  RoomsJ 
upstiiirs  on  a  Wednesdtiy,  but  thesal 
might  certainly  assist  in  making  (vf 
quorum. 

THE  EASTER  RECESS. 
Mil.  SEXTON  :  May  1  ask  the  Firet 
Lord  of  the  Treasury   wfiether  any  un- 
derstanding has  been  come  to  as  to  whei3 
the  East:^r  Recess  is  to  l^egin  and  end  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  say  precisely.  The  lion.  MembepJ 
must  know  that  there  is  a  certain  amount 
of  business  w^hich  must  b^  disposed  of 
first.  The  Government  propose  tc»  in-] 
troduci?  the  Irish  Land  Bill  on  Monday^ 
and  t!ie  Tithe  Bill  will  have  to  be  read 
a  sjcond  time  before  the  Governmenij 
can  decide  on  the  data  of  the  Eafitsz 
Recess. 
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PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 
Fourth  Report  brought  up,  and  read ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

POST.  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANKS. 
Return  ordered — 

'*  ArraDged  according  to  Counties,  showing  the 
number  of  accounts  of  Depositors  in  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks  in  the  United  Kingdom  remain- 
ing open  on  the  Slst  day  of  December,  1889, 
together  with  the  amount,  inclusive  of  interest, 
stcmding  to  the  credit  of  those  accounts  "  (in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  177, 
of  Session  1889).— (ilfr.  Whitley.) 

NEW    MEMBER    SWORN. 
GJeorge    Granville     Leveson     Gk)wer, 
Esquire,  for  Stoke-upon-Trent. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled 
**  An  Act  to  amend   '  The  Indian  Coun- 
cils Act,  1861.'"     [Indian  Councils   Bill 
[Lords.] 

CROWN  OFFICE  BILL  [LORDS]. 
(No.  173.) 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without .  amendment ;    read     the    third 
time,  and  passed,  without  amendment. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY— CIVIL    SERVICES 
AND  REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS,  1889-90. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(in  the  Committee.) 

1.  £S,052  68.  3d.,  Civil  Service 
(Excesses). 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  r  As  Supply  is  the 
second  and  not  the  first  Order  of  the  Day, 
I  desire  to  know  if  I  was  not  in  order  in 
endeavouring  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  certain 
irregularities  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  which  I  intended  to  bring 
before  the  Hous3  while  Mr.  Speaker  was 
in  the  Chair  ? 

•  The  CHAIRMAN:  That  would  not 
be  regular  now,  in  accordance  with 
the  Sending  Order,  although  it  was 
formerly  the  case. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton)  : 
Is  it  not  the  fact  that  the  Standing 
Order  only  requires  Mr.  Speaker  to  leave 
the  Chair  without  question  put  when 
Supply- is  set  down  as  the  first  Order? 
This  is  the  second  Order. 

VOL.  CCCXLII.    [third  series.] 


The  chairman  :  As  I  have  said,, 
that  was  formerly  the  practice  ;  but  the 
Standing  Order  was  amended  about  three 
years  ago,  and  that  condition  was  left 
out. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

VOTE   ON   ACCOUNT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'Thata  sum,  not  exceedii^g  £3,726,103,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or  to- 
wards defraying  the  Charge  for  the  following 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  for 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March ^ 
1891,  viz.  :— 

CIVIL  SERVICES. 
Class  I. 

I 
Royal  Palaces  and  Marlborough  House        5,000 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens  . .  12,000 

Public  Buildings,  Great  Britain  ..  30.00(V 
Admiralty,  Extension  of  Buildinf)^  .»  4,00(V 
Miscellaneous  Legal  Buildings,  Great 

Britain  ..     ,    .  ••  ..        8,000- 

Art  and    Science    Buildings,    Great 

Britain  . .  . .        6,000 

Diplomatic  and    Consular   Buildings        7,000 

Revenue  Department  Buildings        . .  56,000 

Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom  . .  40,000 
Harbours,  &c  under  Board  of  Trade, 

and  Lighthouses.abroad  . .  . .        .3,000 

Peterhead  Harbour  ..  ..        5,000 

Caledonian  Canal . .  . .  . .        1,000 

Rates  on  Government  Property  (Great 

Britain  and  Irelard)        ..  ..  83,000 

Public  Works  and  Buildings,  Ireland  C0,00O 

Class  II. 

United  Kingdom  and  England :— > 

House  of  Lords,  Offices        ..             ..  6,000 

House  of  Commons,  Offices. .             . .  6,000 

Treasury    and    Subordinates  Depart- 
ments ..             ..             ..             ..  16,000 

Home  Ofi&ce  and  Subordinate  Depart- 
ments .^             ..             ..             ..  15,000 

Foreign  Office        ..             ..             ..  10,000 

Colonial  Office        . .             . .             . .  6,000 

Privy  Council  Office  and  Subordinate 

Departments       i.             ••             ..  2,500 
Board  of  Trade  and  Subordinate  De- 
partments          ..             .,             ..  27,000 
Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Trade             ..             ..             ..  a 

Board  of  Agriculture           . .             . .  6,000 

Charity  Commission            ..             ..  6,000 

Civil  Service  Commission    . .             •  •  7,000 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department    ..  10,000 

Friendly  Societies,  Registry              ..  1,500 

Local  Government  Board     . .             . .  27,000 

Lunacy  Coinmission             ...          ..  2,000 

Mercantile  Marine  Funds  Grant  in  Aid  —    — 

Mint  (including  Coinage)    ..             ..  20,000 

National  Debt  Office           .,             ..  2,500 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission        . .  1,600 

Record  Ofice         ..             ..             ..  4,000 

Registrar  General's  Office  ..             ..  8,000 

Stationery. Office  and  Printing           . .  70,000 

Woods.  Forests,  &c..  Office  of            . .  6,000 

Works  and  Public  Buildings,  Office  of  8,000 

Secret  Service       .••           ...            ..  6,0uO 

3  A 
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Scotland  :— 
Secretary  for  Scotland 
Fishery  Board 
Lunacy  Commission 
Registrar  GeuemrB  Office 
Board  of  Supervieioa 

Ireland  : — 
Lord  Lieuteoant  and  Chief  Secretary 
Chftritable    Donations    and    Bequests 

Office  . , 
Local  Oovernment  Board  . . 
Public  WorkjS  Office 
Kecord  Office 

Ee^strar  General's  Office  . . 
Yaluation  and  Boundary  Survey 


2,000 
4,000 
1,200 
1,000 
1,500 


8,000 

400 

15,000 

10,000 

1,000 

3,000 

6,000 


Class  III, 

United  Kingdom  and  England  :  — 

Law  Charges         ..              ,.              ,*  12,000 

iliBcelliineoutJ  Legal  Expenset          -•  8,000 

Saprom©    (^ourt    of  Judicature    and 

Land  Registry  , »             ,.             ..  65.000 

County  Courtu      ..             ..             .,  20,000 

Police  Courts  (London  and  Shoernesa)  3,000 

Police,  England  and  Wales               .«  10,000 

Prisona,  England  and  the  Colonies  , .  1 10,000 
Rciformatory  and  Industrial  Schools, 

Great  Britain    ..              ♦.              ..  80,000 

Broadmoor  Criniinal  Lunatic  Asylum  6^000 

Scotland : — 
•fjord  Adrocate,  and  Law  Charges  and 

Courts  of  Ltw    ♦.             .,              ,,  10,000 

Kogister  House       .,              »,              ,♦  6,000 

Crofters' Committsion            ..              »,  1,500 

Prisons,  Scotland  ..             ..             .,  15,000 

Ireland :  — 
Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecu- 
tions    ..             ,.             ..             ..  15,000 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature^  and  other 

Legal  Departments           ,,              ,,  20,0^^0 

Land  Commission  , ,              . ,             , .  20,000 

County  Court  Officers,  &c.  ,.              ..  18,000 

Dublin  Jletropolitan  Police,  &c,        .  ^  20,000 

Constabulary          ..             .,              „  300,000 

Prison*!,  Ireland     .•              ..             ..  20,000 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools  ..  30,000 

Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum..  1,500 

Class  IV. 
United  Kingdom  and  England  : — 

Public  Education,  England  and  Wales  800,000 
Science  and  Art  Department,  United 

Kingdom             ,.              ,,              ,,  45,000 

British  Museum     ..              ..             ,.  27,000 

National  Gallery    ,.              ,.             .,  3,000 

National  Portrait  Gallery   -.              ,.  (iOO 

Learned  Societies,  United  Kingdom..  7,000 
Universities      and     College!*,     Great 

BriUin..              ,.              ..             ,.  10,000 

Loud  :)n  University               ,,             ,,  3,000 

Scotland  :— 

Public  Education  , .             ,,             ,*  160,000 

National  Gallery  ,,             ..             .,  400 

Ireland; — 

Public  Education.*             ..            ..  200,000 

Endowed  Schools  Commissioners      ♦•  200 

National  Gallery  , ,             .,             ,,  300 

<4»een*s  Colleges  .«             ».             ..  dOQ 


Class  V* 
Services   and     Consular 


Diplomatic 

Services              *,  ..  ..      100,000 

iSlave  Trade  Services  .  •  . .         8,300 

Colonial   Services,    including  South 

Africa.,        ^    ...  ..  ..       28,000 

Cyprus,  Grant  in  Aid  *.  ••      —    — 

Subsidies    to    Telegraph  Companies, 

&c.      ..             ..  ..  ..       16,000 

Glass  VL 

Superannuation  and   Retired  Allow- 
ances      ..         ..  ..  .*     120,000 

Merchant  Seamen's   Fund  Pennons, 

&c,  .. LOOO 

Friendly  Societies  Deficiency  . ,      —     — 

Miscellaneous   Charitable  and  other 

Allowances,  Great  Britain  ..  500 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland   .•  ..        70,000 

Hoapitala  and  Charities,  Ireland.     ♦.         4,000 

Class  VK. 

Temporary  Commission j»      ».  ,-        9,00') 

Miscellaneous  E:cpenaes        ..  ••        4,000 

Total  for  Civil  Service*  £3,055,10;) 


REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 
Customs  ..  .-  ..  *.    100,000 

Inland  Revenue      ..  ,.  ..    100,000 

Post  Officfl  ..  ..  ..    100,000 

Post  Office  Packet  Service  . .  . .      20,000 

Post  Office  Telegraphs  ..  ..    350,000 


Total  for  Revenue  Departments     £670,000 
Grand  ToUl        £3,725.103 


HOLYHEAD     BREAKWATER. 

♦(4.2.5.)     Captain  VERNEl'  :  I  desire 
to  bring  before  the   Committee   the   ex- 
peuditare  in  connection  with  the  repair  of 
tht^   breakwater  at    Holyhead    Harbour. 
That    breakwater   has  an    elbow    which 
points  inwards  towards  the  land  instead 
of  ontwaixis.     I  believe  that  upwards  of 
JE2,000,000  have  been  spent  in  making  a 
harlxmr  of  refnsre  at  Holyhead,   and  in 
erecting^  Holyhead  Break wat3r.     A  rail- 
livay  was   laid  down  ostensibly  to  supply 
stone  for  the  edge  of  the  breakwater,    in 
order  to  prevent  it  from    being    washed  I 
away  by  gales  of  wind.  For  upwards  of  two 
years  the  constant  repair  of   the    break- 
water has  been  given  up,  the  rails    have 
been  removed  and  B«:ud,  and   the   break- 
water has  been  left  to  the  mercy  of  tho  I 
wind    and    waves.     Two    years    ago   a  I 
deputation  waited  upon  the  President  of  | 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  told   him    that,  I 
notwithstanding  the  manner  in  which  the  | 
breakwater  was  suffering,  no  steps   were 
being  taken  to  repair  the  damage  which 
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was  being  done.     Quite   lately  a  large 
piece  «f  the  breakwater  was  swept  away, 
and  grievous  damage     has   been   done 
which  might  have  been  prevented  if  the 
usual  repairs  had  been  continued   from 
year  to  year.     Exactly  at  the  point  where 
the  elbow  of  the  breakwater  is  nearest 
the    land   are  some    rocks,   called    the 
Platters  Rocks,  and  inside  this  point  an 
area    of    something    like    250  acres   is 
not     available     for    the      harbour     of 
refuge.      The     question     of    removing 
these  rocks  has  been  brought  before  the 
Government  on  various  occasions,   and 
has    always    met    with    a    sympathetic 
reception.     The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  received  a  deputation  on   the 
subject  in  1888,  when  he  said   that  he 
would  be  glad  to  see  the  rocks   removed 
if  any  arrangement  could   be  made   to 
bring  about  the  desirable  result.     As  the 
breakwater    had    been    constructed    at 
"great    expense,    and    the     rocks     still 
remained  in  the  middle  of  the   harbour, 
the  right  hon.    Gentleman   said  it  only 
«tood  to  reason  that  it  would  be  a  great 
public  benefit  if  the  whole  of  the  harbour 
•could  be  utilised.      This  is  in  no  sense  a 
Party  question,    but  is  one    in    which 
a  friendly  interest  has  been  expressed  by 
49oth  sides  of  the  House.       Nothing  but 
the  difficulty  of  finding  the  money  has 
prevented    these    Platters    rocks    from 
being    removed.      With    a    south-west 
wind   vessels   entering  are   placed  in  a 
•difficult  position,  as  they  cannot  beat  up 
past  these  rocks  into  the  inner  harbour. 
They  anchor  in  the  outer  harbour,  where 
they  are  sheltered  from  the  S.W. ;  but 
when,  as  was  often  the  case,  the  wind 
veered  to  W.N.W,  and  N.  then  there  was 
a  tremendous  sea  running  into  the  har- 
bour, and  ships  in  the  outer  harbour  were 
in  circumstances  of  great  danger.   A  few 
jears  ago  there  were  as  many  as  20  ships 
Ntranded  in  Holyhead   Harbour  in  the 
^le  which   had   worked   round  to   the 
northward,  and  there  was  a  considerable 
loss  of  life.     The  existence  of  the  rocks 
also  renders  it  difficult  for  the  ordinary 
traffic  to  pass  and    repass.      Steamers 
inavigating  between  Ireland  and  Holy- 
head are  constantly  in  danger  from  the 
large  ships  which  are  anchored  there.    It 
is  said  that  something  like    £200,000 
would  be  required  to  remove  the  Platters 
rocks ;  and,  if  ever   they  are  to  be  re- 
moved, I    think  the    present  moment 
affords   an  excellent  opportunity ;  first, 


because  we  are  given  to  understand  that 
there   are  large  sums  of  money  in  the 
Treasury  which  nobody  knows  what  t6 
do   with,   and  which  might   be  readily 
devoted  to  a  work  of  this  kind.      We  are 
not  likely  soon  to  have  such  a  surplus 
again ;  and  there  is  this  further  reason, 
that  if  the  rocks  are  blown  up,  they  will 
be  available  for  the  much  needed  repair 
of  the  breakwater.    I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade    will    be   able   to  give  some  en- 
couragement    to     the     people     of     the 
Island     of     Anglesey,     whose     harbour 
has  for   so  many    years    suffered   from 
the   existence    of    the    Platters    Rocks. 
I  hope   the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade   will  see  his  way  to    give  some 
encouragement   to  the  great  desire  we 
have  to  see  the  rocks  removed. 
•The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE    (Sir    Michael    Hicks    Beach, 
Bristol,    W.)  :     The    hon.    and    gallant 
Gentleman  did  not  give  me  notice  that 
he    intended     to     bring     this    subject 
forward,  and  I  was  not  present  when  he 
commenced  his  speech,  but  I  understand 
he    complained  that    there    was    some 
neglect  with  regard  to  the  repair  of  the 
breakwater  at  Holyhead  for  some  years, 
and    that    owing    to    that  neglect  the 
storm    had    had    serious    efEect     upon 
the  break-water.     I  cannot  express  an 
opinion  which  carries  with  it  any  real 
authority  on  the  subject ;    but  I  think 
the  Votes  of  this  House  will  show  during 
the   past   few  years    that    considerable 
sums   of    money    have  constantly  been 
expended  in  the  repair  of  the  breakwater, 
and  from  my  own  knowledge  I  can  say  that 
in  the  earlier  part  of  last  autumn,  when 
I  myself  visited  Holyhead,  very  consider- 
able suras  were  being  expended  partly 
on  the  breakwater  and  partly  also  on  the 
jetty.     A  good  deal  of  money  has  also 
been     expended     in    recent    times    in 
stretching  chains  along  the  breakwater 
for  the  purpose  of  protecting  it  from  the 
sea.    I  think  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man will  admit  that  the  storm  of  last 
year  was  a  storm  of  exceptional  severity. 
It  did  great  damage  to  the  breakwater, 
and  it  was  followed  by  such  a  continuance 
of  rough  weather  that  it  was  not  possible 
to  repair  the  damage  as  rapidly  as  was 
desired.      With   regard  to  the  Platters 
rocks,     looking    at    the    cost — amount- 
ing   to  no  less    than   a  quarter    of  a 
million — which  a    competent    engineer 
3  A  2 
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Ims  reported  to  be  the  sura  necessary  to 
remove  the  n»cks^  I  was  for  a  long  tirat! 
of  opinion  that  it  was  out  of  the  question 
to  remove  thera,  I  do  not  think  tht* 
improvement  in  the  harbour  that  would 
be  effected  by  the  removal  of  the  Toeks 
would  be  quite  so  great  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber Buppi»ses,  because  it  is  obvious  that 
though  their  removal  would  enable  ships 
to  get  into  the  inner  part  of  the  harbour, 
yet  the  area  now  occupied  by  the  rocks 
could  never  be  ^ood  holding  grouud  as 
ftnchorage  for  ships.  The  estimate  of  a 
quarter  of  a  million  was  made  on  the 
assumption  that  the  rocks  were  to  be 
removed  to  a  depth  of  25  feet.  When  I 
was  at  Holyhead  I  noticed  that  the  ships 
using  the  harbour  appeared  to  Ije  of  a 
very  much  smalU-r  cliaracter  than  I  Itad 
previously  supposed,  and,  on  inquii*y,  I 
ftmud  that  tins  waij  not  only  the  oBse  at 
that  timo,  but  waa  generally  so.  Under 
theses  circumstances  it  occurred  t<t  me 
that  much  good  might  be  done  by 
removing  the  rocks,  say  to  a  depth  of  1 2 
or  15  feet,  and  I  directed  the  Admiral 
Superintendent  at  the  port  to  take  during 
the  winter  months  recoi-ds  of  the  drau^i^hts 
of  watt^r  of  all  vessels  using  the  harbour 
of  refuge,  so  that  after  six  months* 
experience  we  might  know  what  got>d 
would  be  done  by  the  removal  of  the 
rocks^  to  a  depth  of  12  or  15  feet,  I 
shall  soon  liave  tlie  lie  turn  T  asked  for, 
and  I  shall  be  very  glad  if  the  result  of 
the  information  thus  obtained  enables  me 
to  make  some  proposition  to  the  Treasury 
that  will  render  the  harbour  more  useful 
to  the  ilerchnnt  Navy  than  it  is  at  pi^sent. 
*(4.300  Captain  VERNEY  :  1  would 
Ijoint  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Estimate  to  which  he  hns 
referred  w^as  made  some  years  agc»,  and 
that  with  the  very  imprcjved  maclunery 
now  in  use  it  is  believed  the  work  could 
be  done  much  more  cheaply.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knows  that  to  remove 
the  rocks  to  a  depth  of  20  feet,  according 
to  the  original  Estimate,  would  only  cost 
^60*000,  and  it  is  believed  it  could  now  be 
done  for  less  than  that,  I  hope,  there- 
fore, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  able 
to  see  his  way  to  do  something  for  us. 

LONDON  PAROCHIAL  CHARITIES* 

»(4,37.)     Mr.  ORYCE  (Abeinleqn,  8,)  i 

I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  schemes 

which   have  lately  been  published,  and 

are  now   passing   tlu-ough  their  r<!i^nb.r 

JSir  Jilichael  Hicka  Beach 


statutory  course  for  the  betti*r  apjilica- 
tion  of  the  Parochial  Charities  of  the 
City  i>f  London.  After  thrte  years 
eotitil>vcrey  an  Act  wa^  psssed  in  1883 
empowering  the  Charity  Commissioners 
to  inquire  into  the  Parochial  Charities  of 
the  City,  and  to  prepare  schemea  for 
dealing  with  them  in  the  future?,  The 
Commissioners  were  directed  to  divide^ 
the  property  into  that  which  should  ap- 
pear to  have  been  intended  for  ecclesias- 
tical purposes,  and  that  which  was  pr 
perly  applic^ible  to  general  charitable 
purposes,  and  they  were  also  to  maki 
»mie  slightly  different  provisions  with  re-^ 
gard  to  the  pi^operty  in  the  inner  parishe 
of  the  city,  where  the  population  was  then 
comparatively  large,  though  it  has  since 
very  largely  declined.  I  l:)eli<jve  it  i» 
within  the  knowledere  of  the  Committee 
that  the  Commissioners  have  now  prac- 
tically concluded  their  work.  They  hav 
issued  theii*  Rep<iii«  and  prepared 
number  of  schemes— one  of  those  scheme 
is  now  before  the  Education  Department 
and  several  others— 1  think  at  hast  8  at 
10- — have  been  published  and  are  ready  to 
go  hefore  the  Etiucation  Department  in 
due  coui-se.  It  haj^  been  found  that  the 
totxil  income  available  for  charity  pur- 
p>Bes  and  ecclesiastical  purposes  under 
the  Act  is  no  less  than  £118,000,  a  sum 
which  is  susceptible  of  fnrther  increase,, 
as  leases  fall  in  and  property  rises  in 
value.  Of  this  amount,  at  least  X80,000 
hr.5  been  reported  by  the  Commissioner?* 
to  be  appliaible  to  general  charity  pur- 
poses, and  alwut  X»'t7,000  to  ecclesiastic* 
purposes.  There  has  been  a  little  di« 
satisfaction  in  some  quarters  with  regar*! 
to  the  schemes  and  the  machinery  by 
which  they  have  lx>en  formulated.  It 
has  been  thought  that  there  was  not 
sufficient  knowledge  among  the  inhabit- 
ants of  London  of  the  procedure  of  the 
Commissioners*  atid  that  there  ought  to 
be  some  further  opportunity  afforded  of 
bringing  these  matters  before  the  in« 
habitants  of  London,  and  enabling  them 
to  expiH3i'S  an  opinion  on  the  appliaition 
of  this  immense  suni  of  money  in  which 
they  ai-e  m  deeply  interested.  I  do  not 
believe  th«t  the  feeling  of  dissatis* 
faction  which  exists  rehites  to  the 
scheme  as  a  whole  ;  but  there  certainly 
fire  some  matters  with  regard  to  which  a. 
httle  more  information  and  discussion 
would  be  desimble.  The  Commis- 
eioners  arc  clearly  not  to  be  blamed  with 
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regard  to  several  pointa  I  shall  pre- 
sently mention,  because  they  are  un- 
doubtedly matfcsrs  respecting  which  the 
Commissioners  were  bound  by  the  letter 
of  the  Act  of  1883.  I  may  say,  in  passing, 
that  the  Act  of  1883  like  many  hotly- 
<!onte8ted  measures;  embodied  a  com- 
promis3,  and  did  not  in  all  respects 
embody  in  its  final  form  the  views  of  those 
who  brought  it  forward.  The  points 
on  which  complaint  has  been  made  are 
these : — In  the  first  placa  the  new 
governing  body  which  is  to  have  control 
of  the  Cvintral  charity  fund  is  to  have 
upon,  it  four  representatives  of  the  City 
Corporation.  When  the  Act  was  passed 
the  County  Council  did  not  exist,  and  it 
was  considered  thst  the  Corporation  was 
the  only  body  which  practically  repre- 
sented London,  and  which  could  be 
entrusted  with  the  appointment  of  Mem- 
bers. I  do  not  think,  however,  that 
the  City  ought  in  these  days  to 
hav3  that  large  proportion  of  Members. 
In  the  next  place,  five  parishes  are  to  be 
treated  on  a  somewhat  difEerenfc  plan 
from  the  remaining  City  parishes.  The 
funds  belonging  to  those  five  parishes 
amount  in  the  aggregate  to  about 
X25,000  a  year,  and  are  directed  to  be 
spent  entirely  within  the  parishes.  It  is 
worth  considering  whether  the  restric- 
tion thus  provided  for  in  1883  can  now 
be. upheld,  and  whether  it  might  not  be 
^vitfable  that  the  surplus  funds  of  those 
^rvrishes  should  be  made  applicable  for 
^he  benefit  of  the  whole  Metropolis.  In 
•the  third  place  the  Act  of  1883  gave  the 
Commissioners  directions  with  regard  to 
ihe- application  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Fund 
which  have  involved  much  heavier  ex- 
penditure than  I  believe  was  then  con- 
:t3mplated.  The  great  bulk  of  the  ecclesi- 
.4»tical  property  is  proposed  by  the  Com- 
missioners to  be  left  in  the  City  of  London 
■for  the  carrying  on  of  church  services  and 
ihe  maintenance  of  churches.  It  is  well 
known  that  the  population  of  the  City  now 
is.  very  greatly  reduced  and  is  constantly 
.diminishing,  that  the  services  inmost  of  the 
City  churches  are  performed  to  empty 
pews,  and  nothing  could  be  of  more  benefit 
to  the  Church  of  England  in  London  than 
to  devote  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
funds  now  applicable  to  City  churches  to 
.church  purposes  in  difEerent  parts  of  the 
Mjetropol\p.  I  will  ask  the  Government 
whether,  under  these  circumstances,  they 
do  not  consider  that  a  case  has  been  made 


out  for  the  reconsideration  of  the  scheme 
on  these  three  points.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested that  there  should  be  an  amending 
Bill,  no  other  method  of  dealing  with 
the  matter  being  possible.  One  does  .not 
like  to  ask  the  Government  to  promise 
any  further  legislation  beyond  the  some- 
what ambitious  programme  which  they 
laid  down  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session,  but  if  the  Government  would 
take  the  matter  up  they  would  find  it 
easy  to  pass  an  amending  Bill  dealing 
with  all  or  some  of  the  matters  tq  which 
I  have  referred.  Such  a  measure,  if 
backed  up  by  their  influence,  would 
probably  pass  with  little  or  no  opposition. 
If  any  points  of  S3rious  controversy 
arose  upon  it  it  could  be  sent  to  a  Select 
Committee,  where  the  questions  in  dis- 
pute could,  be  adequately  considered. 
So  much  for  the  points  on  which  the 
Commissioners  are  powerless  because 
bound  by  the  words  of  the  Act.  Now 
let  me  pass  on  to  the  schemes  the  Com- 
missioners have  framed,  which  have 
given  risQ  to  discussion  and  complaint. 
The  Commissioners  originally  allowed 
the  County  Council  only  two  representa- 
tives on  the  new  Governing  Body,  and  left 
out  the  School  Board  altogether.  I  under- 
stand that  it  is  now  their  intention  to 
give  the  County  Council  four  representa- 
tives and  the  School  Board  two,  and 
probably  that  may  be  an  adequate 
representation  for  the  two  bodies.  But 
there  are  other  details  in  the  constitution 
of  the  new  Governing  Body,  such  as  the 
members  given  to  the  University  of 
London,  in  which  the  scheme  might  with 
advantage  be  re-considered.  Out  of  a 
total  income  of  £80,000,  which  turns  out 
to  be  applicable  to  charitable  purposes, 
only  about  £3,500  will  at  present  come 
under  the  direction  of  the  new  Governing 
Body,  to  be  disposed  of  at  their  discre- 
tion. Now,  that  seems  to  be  an  extremely 
small  sum  out  of  these  large  funds  with 
which  to  endow  the  new  Governing 
Body,  which  is  to  be  the  Central  Charity 
Authority  for  the  whole  Metropolis.  If 
it  is  desired  to  induce  men  of  mark,  who 
enjoy  the  confidence  of  the  citizens,  to 
serve  on  the  new  body,  something  more 
than  the  control  of  a  small  sum  of 
£3,500  a  year  should  be  given  them. 
But  even  if  it  were  doubled  and  £7,000 
or  £8,000  a  year  were  given  that  would 
be  a  very  small  charitable  fuiid  to  set 
apart  to  answer  all  the  demands  which 
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the  ehanging  conditions  of  our  life  and 
time  may  bring  to  light.  We  have 
come  into  the  pcjssesion  ot  what  niay  be 
called  an  extraordinary  charitable  wind- 
fall* Is  it  fitting  to  nse  np  all  this 
income  of  £80,000  a  year  for  the  pur- 
poses which  Imppen  to  recommend  them- 
selves to  Vls  at  the  monient,and  not  to  leave 
any  large  sums  to  answer  the  neetls  of 
the  future,  and  to  expect  that  those  who 
will  come  after  us  v^-ill  find  other 
friends  to  satisfy  the  various  charital»le 
purposes  which  have  not  arisen  in  our 
horizon,  but  which  may  seem  to  them 
of  great  utility  ?  I  therefore  suggest 
whether  the  scheme  might  not  l>e  so 
far  modified  as  to  leave  a  somewhat 
lfti*ger  Bum  at  the  disposjtl  of  the  new 
Governing  Body  for  the  future.  Then, 
with  regard  to  polytechnics,  I  find  it 
is  proposed  to  devote  large  amounts  to 
various  institutions  of  the  kind.  Begent 
Street  Polytechnic  is  to  have  £4,000 
a  year,  the  People's  Palace  at  Mile 
End  £3,500,  the  City  Polytechnic 
£5,350,  the  Borough  Road  and.  Bat  terse  a 
Park  Polytechnics  £2,500  each,  imtl  the 
Chelsea  Polytechnic  £l,o00.  A  p^ny- 
technic,  I  may  explain,  is  an  institution 
primarily  for  promoting  technical  educa- 
tion, and  secondly  for  providing  a 
library  and  lecture  rooms  and  certain 
kinds  of  recreation.  The  Regent  Street 
Polytechnic  is  an  excellent  institution  and 
does  a  great  deal  of  gmxl,  and  so  also 
does  the  People's  Palace  at  Mile  End, 
There  is  no  one  but  feels  that  this  has 
been  a  new  departure  of  the  utmost 
p3SBible  interest  in  our  London  life,  and 
that  it  deserves  all  the  support  that  t}ie 
House  can  give  it.  But  we  are  fiaked,  in 
addition  to  the  large  gnvnts  made  to  the 
two  existing  institutions,  to  sanction 
grants  of  money  for  polytechnics  in  the 
City,  in  the  Borough  Road,  at  Battersea, 
and  at  Chelsea,  and  be  it  remembered 
that  none  of  these  institutions  have  yet 
been  called  into  being.  They  will  be 
experiments.  I  do  not  say  that  such 
experiments  are  not  worth  trying,  but  ex- 
periments they  are,  and  we  should 
he  going  upon  sounder  data  if  we  had 
enjoyed  longer  experience  of  such  institu- 
tions as  the  People's  Palace  at  Mile  Knd. 
I  would,  therefore,  suggest  that  some  of 
the  money  should  be  reserved  for  a  time, 
and  should  revert  to  other  purposes  if  it 
is  found  that  the  polytechnic  experiment 
does  not  succeed.  It  may  be  said  that 
Mr,  Bryce 


considerable  sums  have  been  promised  on 
the  faith  that  these  institutions  will  be 
entablishcd,  and  vsiluable  pieces  of  land 
given  on  which  to  erect  the  buildings, 
Ko  doubt  public-spirited  men,  and  qimsi-^ 
public  bodies  such  as  the  City  Companies, 
liave  offered  money,  and  in  these  cases  it 
may  be  well  to  go  on  ;  but  then  we 
ought  to  take  care  in  framing  the  schemes 
to  provide  for  diverting  the  money 
should  the  polytechnics  not  be  found  ti> 
answer  the  expectations  formed  of  them. 
It  would  be  a  great  pity  if  these  funds 
vf2v^  to  be  tied  up  to  this  paiiiculai* 
application.  It  may,  |H?rhaps,  alsobe  re- 
marked  that  technical  education  rs  not  on© 
of  those  purpt^ses  tti  which  it  is  so  impor- 
tant to  devote  charitable  money  as  some 
others,  for  there  is  another  source  from 
which  we  may  hope  to  find  the  means 
of  promoting  teclinic^il  education—  I  mean 
the  funds  of  the  City  Compmies  It 
can  hardly  be  doubted  that  the  process 
which  these  companies  has  begun  as 
volunteers  ^vill  lie  followed  up,  and  that» 
Ix^fore  many  years  are  past,  we  shall  see 
many  of  the  City  Companies'  funds 
devoted  to  technical  education.  I  beg 
hon.  Members  to  remember  how  impor- 
tant it  is  that  we  should  take  thla 
opportunity  r,f  doing  what  we  can  to 
help  the  very  poor.  The  difficulty 
is  to  prevent  that  which  has  been 
intended  for  the  poor  from  falling  into  the 
hands  of  the  Viet te r-off  ela  sses.  Libraries, 
reading-rottms,  lectures  are  chiefly  ser- 
viceable to  what  are  called  the  lower 
middle  class,  but  there  are  many  ohjecta 
for  which  it  is  difficult  to  raise  money  by 
voluntJiry  contributions  which  iin^  very 
im|K>rtant  to  the  poor— ^suchas  recreation 
grounds,  public  baths  and  washhouses, 
and  convalescent  homes.  Institutions  of 
that  kind  are  more  calculated  to  help 
the  poor  than  institutions  for  technical 
and  secondary  education  ;  and  whatever 
the  application  may  be,  I  hope  we  shall 
remember  that  we  have  now  an  oppor- 
tunity without  precedent  in  the  past,  and 
which  mny  never  occur  again,  of  apply- 
ing some  of  Wx^  funds  to  the  brightening 
and  sweetening  of  the  lives  of  those 
who  have  the  greatest  claim  upon 
our  sympathy.  And  now  it  only 
remains  for  me  to  bring  jay  i^ marks  to  % 
practical  conclusion  l>y  making  a  sug- 
gestion to  the  Government  fkB  to  the 
course  they  should  follow.  I  have 
suggested  that  if  it  is  thought  that  tlMr 


1273         Supply— Civil 


{March  20,  1890} 


Services,  d:c. 


1274 


points  on  which  the  Commissioners  are 
bound  by  the  Act  of  1883  deserve  to  be 
re-considered  in  1890,  the  only  way  would 
be  to  pass  an  amending  Act,  so  that  the 
points  dealt  with  by  the  Commissioners 
in  their  scheme  are  mattars  that  may  or 
may  not  come  before  us.  Under  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  a  scheme  can  only  be 
brought  before  the  House  after  a  Peti- 
tion has  been  presented  calling  attention 
to  it,  and  no  one  can  tell  whether  or  not 
such  a  Petition  will  be  presented.  Any- 
one who  has  followed  the  discussions  in 
the  public  Press  and  in  the  County 
Council  is  aware  that  there  is  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  latent  discontent 
with  regard  to  the  method  in  which 
schemes  are  passed.     It  is  felt  that  they 

•  ought  to  receive  more  discussion  and 
more  publicity  than  are  customary ;  and 
it  is  therefore,  perhaps,  to  be  regretted 
that  the  Act  does  not  provide  for  bring- 
ing all  the  schemes  before  the  notice  of 
the  House.  1  therefore  desire  to  suggest 
to  the  Gk>vernment  that  they  should 
present  to  the  House,  in  the  form  of  a 
Parliamentary  Paper,  any  information  in 
addition  to  that  contaijied  in  the  Report 
of  the  Charity  Commissioners  last  year, 
and  in  addition  to  that  which  we  may 
expect  in  the  forthcomiDg  Report, 
so  as  to  help  the  House  to  arrive  at 
a  due  comprehension  of  their  data 
and  the  motives  underlying  their  proposi- 
tions. Then,  as  to  existing  Polytechnics, 
information   should   be   forthcoming   in 

•  order  to  enable  us  to  judge  how  far  they 
are  in  a  solvent  condition,  and  how  far 
fche  experiments  which  have  been  tried 
encourage  the  hope  that  the  much  larger 
experiment  now  proposed  to  be  tried 
will  be  successful.  Further,  I  would 
suggest  to  the  Groyernment  whether  it 
might  not  be  desirable  to  appoint  a 
Select  Committee  to  consider  these 
schemes  and  take  evidence  on  the 
matter,  to  examine  the  Commissioners 
and  other  persons,  and  to  give  an  oppor- 
tunity for  any  complaint  which  may 
exist  being  brought  out  and  fairly  dealt 
with  by  the  Commissioners  and  by  the 
Committee.  The  public  would  then 
recognise  that  a  large  step  is  taken  only 
under  due  safeguards  in  the  wisest  way 
and  with  the  best  results.  I  have 
brought  forward  this  subject  in  no  spirit 
of  hostility  to  the  Commissioners.  It 
iSy  I  trust,  generally  felt  that  thoss  I 
gentlemen  have  discharged  their  duties  , 
with  great  assiduity,  with  great  ability. 


and  with  great  regard  to  the  public 
interest.  This  is  only  what  we  should 
have  expected  from  such  persons  as  Sir 
Henry  Longley  and  Mr.  Anstie,  but  it  is 
a  pleasure  to  one  who  remembers  the 
opposition  made  to  the  entrusting  these 
duties  to  them,  to  perceive  how  well 
they  have  justified  the  trust.  The  people 
of  London  owe  no  small  debt  of  gratitude 
to  them  for  the  manner  in  which  they 
have  fulfilled  their  functions. 

*(5.5.)  Mr.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Batter- 
sea)  j  The  House  is  greatly  indebted  to 
my  hon.  Friend  for  the  work  he  has 
done  in  connection  with  these  matters  in 
the  past,  but  I  am  not  quite  certain  that 
any  representative  of  the  poorer  divisions 
of  London  would  have  made  such  a  speech 
decrying  Polytechnics.  I  wish  to  say 
a  few  words  on  behalf  of  Battersea, 
where  it  is  proposed  to  establish  a 
Polytechnic  for  the  united  parishes  of 
Battersea,  Wandsworth,  and  Clapham, 
•containing  a  population  of  a  quarter  of  a 
million,  most  of  whom  belong  to  the 
comparatively  poor  class.  Now,  Batter- 
sea has  been  promised  an  annual  endow- 
ment of  £2,500  for  a  Polytechnic  if  a  sum 
of  £60,000  is  collected.  Great  efforts  have 
been  made,  and  £48,000  has  already  been 
collected.  Certain  moneys  have  been 
paid  on  account  of  land  in  the  Battersea 
Park  Road,  and  no  scheme  of  improve- 
ment has  been  brought  before  the  people 
in  this  district  which  has  evoked  so  much 
interest  as  the  Polytechnic  Institute.  It 
will  be  situated  close  to  the  railway 
stations  and  tram  terminals ;  and 
although  we  have  at  the  present  time^  in 
Battersea  a  Free  Library,  we  hope  to 
found,  in  connection  with  the  Polytechnic, 
a  library  containing  a  valuable  collection 
of  books  bearing  upon  technical  matters. 
Then  I  attach  also  very  great  importance 
to  the  recreative  side  of  these  institutions. 
At  Battersea  there  are  very  few  places 
of  public  amusement ;  there  is  no  theatre, 
but  there  are  one  or  two  music  halls,  and 
I  believe  that  if  recreation  is  provided  at 
the  Institute,  it  will  largely  draw  people 
from  the  public  houses.  I  shall  protest 
as  long  sbs  I  can  against  Battersea  being 
deprived  of  a  single  shilling  which  has 
been  promised  to  it. 

(5.9.)  Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  :  I 
certainly  have  not  had  the  privilege  of  tak- 
ing part  in  any  movement  in  which  I  have 
found  a  more  genuine  sympathy  amoi^g 
all   classes   than    that  for    establishing 
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Polytechnics  in  London.  Remember  that 
^fiiormous  difHculties  have  to  b(?  over- 
come. Take  the  ease  of  the  Polytechnic 
proposed  for  the  South- West  ui  Lfindun, 
In  that  case  X50,000  is  t)  be  sulisLTibnl 
in  order  to  get  &  gnuit  from  tlie 
CoraniiBsion.  Already  £32,000  hi»s 
bt^en  collected,  and  at  the  present 
time  a  bouse-fcohouso  canvass  is  being 
or^nis^d  iii  order  to  rais?  the 
balance.  The  leaders  of  the  local  Trades 
Unions  in  Chelsea  have  come  f«>rwrard 
witli  the  greatest  alaerity  and  zeal  in 
ord^r  to  help  ns.  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  stjind  by  the  proposal  of  the  Com- 
aniasioners,  who  havi3  drawn  out  a  oora- 
jirehensive  scheme  for  the  whole  of 
J#ondon,  and  althougli  no  doubt  the 
experiment  is  a  very  large  one,  we  mnst 
remember  that  the  institutions  estab- 
lished in  tlie  East  of  London  and  in 
Kegent  Street  have  proved  successful. 
I  trust  that  when  the  Polytechnics  are 
.started  care  will  l)e  taken  to  see  that  the 
ijoeal  Mana^ag  Bfxiy  is  a  thoix^tighly 
ireprcaentative  one.  An  effort  must 
^Iso  bB  made  to  connect  with  the  Poly- 
technics men  who  have  made  uji  their 
xninds  to  see  such  institutions  successful. 
I  hop:?  the  Hous,^  will  unit3  in  enabling 
ihe  scheme  of  the  Commission ei*8  to  l>e 
carried  to  a  successful  issue. 

(5.12,)  Mr,  8HAW  LEFEVFiE 
(Bradford,  Central)*:  My  hon.  Friend  in 
bringing  this  matter  forward  spoke  in  no 
^ense  of  hostility  t;i  Polytechnic's  ;  on  the 
c'xjntrary,  his  s^jaech  took  a  favonrdble 
view  in  that  direction,  I  understood  him 
to  sijiy  that  we  were  embarking  on 
behalf  of  London  in  a  scheme  of  great 
magnitude,  involving  many  ptiintii  of 
<x)nsiderablo  doubt;  and  that,  assuming 
that  it  was  desirable  to  ehtriblish  these 
Polytechnics,  it  was  esseiitisil  that  in  the 
•cheme  clauses  should  *be  specially  in- 
«?rt>d  directing  that  they  shall  \ie  made 
sivailable  for  the  working  classes  of  the 
Metropolis.  What  many  of  us  are  afraid 
of  is  that  they  will  drift  into  the  use  of  per- 
nio n s  f  o r  w  bom  they  are  not  mai 1 1  ly  i  n  t  sn  de  d , 
Hut  the  schemes  of  the  Commissioners 
^ri*  not  confined  to  Polytechnics,  It  is 
proposed  to  establish  two  Public  Libraries 
in  the  City  of  London,  but  I  think  it  is  a 
tnatter  of  doubtful  expediency  whct]ier 
up  great  an  outlay  should  he  underUiken 
for  the  benefit  of  so  small  a  section  of  the 
people  of  London.  I  think  that  the 
money  proposed  to  be  devoted  to  that 
Mr,  Whitmore 


purpose  should  lie  left  in  the  handfii  of 
the  Trustees  of  the  City  of  Londcni 
Parochial  Charities,  Oind  l>e  devoted  for 
the  benefit  generally  of  the  people  of 
London.  I  was  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  to  which  the  Bill 
dealing  with  these  matters  wafl 
referred  a  few  days  ago,  and  I  was  und^r 
the  impression  that  the  inientiou  of  the 
Committee  and  of  those  who  were 
interested  in  the  Bill  was  thnt  it  lurge 
proportion  of  the  money  was  to  be  left 
at  the  disposid  of  the  Trustees,  The 
schemes  of  the  Commissioners,  however, 
practically  disfMise  of  almost  the  whole 
of  it ;  the  sum  left  to  be  used  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Trustees  is  hardly  worth 
considering,  and  I  should  l*e  glad  to  see 
a  large  amount  placed  at  their  disposal. 
I  am  also  not  satisfied  that  it  waa  not  the 
intention  of  the  Committee  that  a  larger 
sum  should  be  appropriated  to  recrea* 
tional  purposes.  There  is  nothing  in 
which  the  public  of  tlie  ^letropolis  are 
more  intt^i^osted  than  optm  spaces,  and  if 
money  were  expended  in  pi-oviding  such 
spacfS  in  the  ixK.'»rest  parts  of  London  the 
people  would  %unque8ti»mably  derive 
great  advantage  from  the  outlay.  There* 
fore,  I  am  sorry  a  larger  pro|x>rtion  of 
the  money  is  not  to  be  devoted  to  that 
purpose.  Surely,  whatever  may  be  the 
value  of  tlie  scheme  as  a  whole,  it 
may  be  revistHl  in  the  direction  1  have 
suggested.  We  might  get  rid  of  the  part 
referring  to  the  establishment  of  Pubb'c 
Libraries  in  the  City,  and  thus  place  a 
larger  amount  at  t)ie  discretion  of  the 
Trustees^  w*bo  would  be  able  then  to 
devote  an  increased  sura  for  the  pur- 
poses of  recreation.  We  do  not  feel  any 
hostility  to  the  scheme  of  Polytechnics  : 
rtll  we  desire  is  that  the  usl?  of  those 
institutions  shall  be  secured  to  the 
working  classes  of  the  Metropolis.  I 
hope  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
will  adopt  the  suggestion  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Aberdeen,  and 
agree  to  lay  before  the  public  niore 
detailed  inft»rniation  vrhich  is  probably 
in  the  possession  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners na  to  existing  schemes.  1 
also  hope  that  he  will  agree  to  the , 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  toj 
consider  and  take  evidence  n|>on  the  J 
whole  scheme. 
*(.3. 1  \h )  Mr.  W.  R.  CRExM  KR  (Shore-  \ 
ditch,  Haggerston) :  Within  the  last 
year     or      two      it      luis      lie  en      mj 
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privilege  more  than  once  to  accompany 
deputations  wliich  hare  waited  upon  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  and  I  desire  to 
express  mj  sense  of  the  uniform  courtesy 
and  patience  which  the  Commissioners 
have  displayed  on  those  occasions.  I  be- 
lieve that  those  gentlemen  discharge 
their  duties  with  what  they  conceive  to 
be  a  due  regard  to  the  interests  of  the 
people  and  in  a  high-minded  and  con- 
scientious manner.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
-Aberdeen  that  more  consideration  ought 
to  have  been  shown  in  these  schemes  for 
the  physical  recreation  of  the  people  ;  and, 
if  it  had  been  possible,  to  have  referred 
the  matter  to  a  Hybrid  Committee  con- 
sisting of  some  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners, some  practical  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  certain  mem- 
bers of  the  County  Council,  a  scheme 
could,  I  believe,  have  been  drawn  up  that 
would  have  met  with  the  almost  universal 
approval  of  the  people  of  London.  I  think 
the  Commissioners  should  have  devoted 
more  of  the  money  at  their  disposal  to 
the  provision  of  playgrounds  and  gymna 
slums  in  the  poorer  parts  of  London. 
Funds  might  also  have  been  appropriated 
for  providing  free  baths  and  washhouses, 
which  would  be  a  great  boon  to  enormous 
and  poor  districts  like  Haggerston  and 
Hoxton,  where  there  is  not  a  single 
public  bath  or  washhouse.  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  serious 
consideration  to  the  valuable  proposals 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen.  I 
think  it  is  not  too  late  now  to  vary  the 
schemes ;  and  I  am  sure,  from  what  I  have 
seen  of  the  general  desire  of  the  Charity 
Commissioneri  to  do  that  which  is  most 
beneficial  for  the  people  of  London,  they 
willonlybe  toogladto  have  associated  with 
them  a  few  practical  men  from  this  House 
to  iissist  in  the  revision  of  the  scheme. 
Although  the  appointment  of  a  Hybrid 
Committee  would  be  without  precedent, 
I  feel  confident  that  if  the  experiment 
were  tried  the  results  would  be  perfectly 
satisfactory  to  the  majority  of  the  people. 
*(5.250  The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of 
THE  CGCTNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke, 
Kent,  Dartford)  :  I  am  quite  certain  that 
no  member  of  the  Committee  will  be 
disposed  to  quarrel  either  with  the  man- 
ner or  matter  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen,  and  although  I  may  not  be 
able  to  accede  to  the  requests  of  the  hon. 
Member,  I  do  hope  to  be  able  to  satisfy 
him  upon  the  important  point  that  those 


upon  whom  is  cast  the  duty  of  preparing 
these  schemes  feel  very  deeply  the 
responsibility  under  which  they  labour 
and  desire  to  take  advantage  of  every 
suggestion  that  could  enable  them 
arrive  at  a  satisfactory  and  a  useful 
result.  The  hon.  Member  naturally 
takes  a  paternal  interest  in  the  result  of 
the  legislation  in  which  he  took  so  promi»- 
nent  a  part,  for  he  was  the  author  of  the 
Act  of  1883,  and  it  is  perfectly  natural 
that  he  should  be  anxious  with  regaird  to 
the  success  of  it.  He,  therefore,  has 
every  excuse  for  alluding  to  the  question-. 
As  to  the  hon.  Member's  first  suggestion, 
I  shall  be  glad  to  take  every  opportunity 
of  making  the  details  of  these  schemes 
known  to  the  public  and  of  publishing  all 
information  I  possess  in  connection  with 
them.  But  may  I  also  venture  to  throw 
out  this  consideration  :  that  the  very  fact 
of  this  discussion  having  taken  place  in 
this  House  will  be  of  much  service 
in  making  the  circumstances  connected 
with  these  schemes  known  to  the  public  1 
I  must,  however,  remind  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  these  schemes  are  drawn  up 
upon  lines  that  render  the  whole  proposal 
dependent  upon  voluntary  contribution, 
and  that,  if  the  carrying  out  of  the  schemes 
is  to  be  materially  delayed,  the  voluntary 
contributions  may  drop  ofE  and  the 
whole  of  the  schemes  might  fall  through. 
When  hon.  Members  realise  that  danger 
I  think  they  will  agree  that  we  ought 
not  willingly  to  allow  any  element  of 
delay  to  enter  into  the  application  of  the 
money  to  thes3  purposes.  Now,  Sir,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  further  dis- 
cussed the  merits  and  demerits  of  the 
Polytechnics  which  this  scheme  proposes 
to  set  up.  It  is  true  he  did  not  condemh 
the  proposal ;  but  he  urged  that  some  of 
the  money  might  be  applied  to  other 
purposes,  and  he  threw  out  some  hint  of 
the  danger  of  non-success.  I  admit 
that  there  is  something  in  his  suggestion 
that  where  such  an  enormous  amount  of 
money  is  involved,  it  would  be  a  great 
pity  if,  by  this  central  scheme  of  Poly- 
technics, the  efficiency  of  the  whole 
scheme  were  endangered.  It  must  be 
admitted  that  in  framing  this  scheme 
the  Commissioners  had  before  them  a 
very  good  type  of  institution  by  which 
they  might  be  guided.  I  refer  to  the 
Polytechnic  in  Regent-street.  I  have 
before  me  the  most  accurate  information 
as  to  the  financial  position  of  that  insti- 
tution.      I   hope  that  information   will 
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be  placed  on  au  early  day  in  p^sseiision  (if 
the  Honse,  With  regard  to  the  criticism 
that  it  would  be  a  pity  to  ex|>end  the 
money  at  once  on  different  inBtitiitions, 
let  me  point  out  that  it  is  from  the 
very  nature  of  things  impoBsiblc  that  all 
these  schemes  are  come  into  operation 
at  once.  The  hon.  Member  has  thrown 
out  one  or  two  suggestions,  and  he  has 
suggested  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  endeavonr  to  pass  an  amend- 
ing Act.  When  I  l<xik  al  the  stat^^  of 
business  in  the  House,  and  consider  the 
amount  of  legislation  which  we  have  to 
pass  between  this  and  the  Pnirogation,  I 
do  not  think  the  most  sanguii;e  amongst 
us  is  prepared  tc3  give  ii  promise  that  we 
will  introduce  an  amending  Act.  Theu 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  suggest'Cd  that  we 
should  refer  the  scheme  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. We  have  had  seven  years  of 
the  Act,  daring  which  period  the  Com- 
missionera  have  deliberated  upon  the 
schemes,  and  now,  after  seven  years' 
work,  it  is  proposed  to  refer  the  schemes 
to  a  Select  Committee.  If  we  agree  to 
that,  I  submit  we  should  be  opjunsing 
not  only  the  previous  Select  Conmiittee, 
but  tearing  iat^>  fragments  the  Act  deal- 
ing with  these  schemes.  I  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  we  are  fully  aware  of 
the  importance  of  tJie  matter.  We  will 
take  cart^ful  note  of  all  the  suggestions 
laid  before  ue,  and  will  do  whatever 
we  feel  most  conducive  to  the  great 
educational  advantage  and  general  bene- 
fit of  the  Metropolis. 
*(5.37.)  Sir  LrOlS'  PLAYFAIR 
(Leeds,  S.) :  My  right  hon.  Friend  has 
exhaustively  treated  the  subject,  but 
one  point — and  a  very  important  one — he 
has  omitted,  and  that  is  the  appre- 
hension which  has  been  entertained 
that  these  schemes  may  drift  away 
from  the  working  classes  and  go  t*^ 
classes  for  which  they  are  not  in- 
tended. This  danger  has  been  com- 
pletely avoided,  for  instance,  in  Regent 
Street.  If  any  hon.  Member  will  go  and 
examine  the  Regent  Street  institution, 
of  which  I  liave  the  honour  to  be  one 
of  the  Executive  Body,  he  will  find  the 
working  classes  using  that  institution  in 
the  most  remarkable  way.  There  he 
will  find  brickmakers,  tailors,  watch- 
makers, mafions,  and  others  trying  to  get 
a  better  and  more  genend  knowledge  of 
their  industry,  which  is  cut  up  into  so 
many  divisions  that  a  man  actually  en- 
Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke 


gaged  a^  a  workman  in  ;t  may  really  know 
nothing  of  it  as  a  whole.  It  is  quite 
delightful  to  see  how  many  working 
men  increase  their  intelligence  in  this ' 
way.  Unintelligent  working  men  will 
never  use  thesa  institutions,  but  intelli- 
gent working  men  go  there  and  benefit 
by  developing  that  intelligence  which 
they  are  able  to  apply  for  the  future 
improvement  of  their  industries.  I 
quit^*  agree  with  the  right  b)u.  Gen- 
tleman  tliat  great  care  must  be  taken 
in  watching  these  institutions  and 
seeing  they  are  fitted  for  the  localities, 
but  the  localities  take  care  of  that  I 
fur  themselves.  It  is  found  in  the  case 
of  all  these  institutions  that  the  work- 
ing men  of  the  locidities  insist  upon 
having  classes  for  the  industries  chiefly 
carried  on  in  the  districts.  The  diffi- 
culty is  to  provide  for  all  the  demands 
made.  There  is  another  point  of  great  | 
importance,  and  that  is,  that  there  should  \ 
be  a  department  for  recreation  and  physical 
training.  If  you  go  to  any  of  these  insti- 
tutions and  see  the  excellent  gymnasiums 
and  methods  that  are  provided  for  the 
physical  benefit  and  recreation  of  thu 
members,  you  will  cnme  t-o  the  conclusion 
that  the  matter  is  most  important.  I 
hope  these  institutions  will  not  become 
merely  educational  institutions,  but  that 
men  who  desire  physical  improvement 
will  be  able  to  go  there  for  thatpurpose^ 
and  that  when  they  come  iu  contact  with  1 
the  intelligent  working  men  who  are  ena- 
ploying  themselves  in  technical  training, 
they  will  be  tempted  to  tiike  ad  vantage 
of  the  more  educational  parts  of  the  I 
institution.  In  conclusion^  I  heartily 
join  with  other  members  iu  expressing 
my  admiration  for  the  manner  in  J 
which  the  Charity  Commissioners  have  | 
given  their  attention  to  the  schemes  and 
laboriously  endeavoured  to  fit  each  Poly^ 
te clinic  to  the  district  in  which  it 
placed. 

♦(5.43.)    Mr.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  | 
Limehouse) :    I     rise    to    re-a-ssure   the 
mimls  of  right  hon.   and  hon.  Members 
opposite  with  reference  to  the  question  of  j 
physical  recreative  education  and  athletic  J 
exercises.     I    have  to  do   with  anotherl 
institution  of  equal  importance,  perhaps^! 
to  the  Polytechnics,  namely,  the  People**! 
Palace,   and  I  can   bear  witness  to  thef 
excellent  results   being  achieved   there. j 
The  hon.  Memlier  for  South  Leeds  need 
not  fear  that  the  bodily  welfare  of  young 
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men  and  women  is  being  neglected  bj 
tbese  institations.  Had  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man been  able  to  be  at  the  People's 
Palace  on  Monday  last  he  would  haye 
seen  from  100  to  200  young  women 
ei^aging  in  calisthenics.  The  Charity 
Omimissioners  haye  given  ns,  up  to  the 
present,  X3,500  per  annum — I  hope  it 
may  become  more — and  the  money  has 
heen  well  ^lent  in  improring  mind 
and  body.  We  have  a  very  large 
swimming  bath«  the  gift  of  Lord 
Bosebeiy,  and  we  are  looking  to  Tolun> 
iaiy  subscriptions  for  the  completion 
of  tiie  woiiL  going  on  there.  It  seems  to 
me  that  a  Committee  on  this  subject 
would  be  entirely  unnecessary.  All 
these  institutions  are  managed  by  Boards 
of  Trustees  who  are  composed  of  capaUe 
business  men,  men  who  generally  know 
tibe  locality  and  who  are  deyoting  ihem> 
selves  to  the  interests  of  the  working 
classes.  I  cordudly  join  hon.  Gentlemen 
in  congratulating  the  Chanty  Commis- 
sioners upon  the  way  in  which  they 
have  spent  the  money  placed  in  their 
hands,  and  I  am  able  to  state  that  our 
Technical  Schools  are  dcMug  good  work  in 
the  instruction  of  that  claffi  for  which 
they  are  intended,  and  to  which  class 
alone  they  have  been,  and  are  confined. 
♦(5.46.)  S»  B.  SAMCELSON  (Ox- 
foffdshire,  Banbury)  :  I  cannot  altogether 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon  Play- 
fur)  in  the  unqualified  praise  which  he 
has  given  to  these  Polytechnics  as  tech- 
nical institutions.  The  Regent  Street 
Pc^ytechnic,  no  doubt,  has  been  a  success- 
ful one ;  but  it  has  been  so  entirely 
through  the  energy  of  its  founder,  Mr. 
Quintin  Hogg.  The  Pec^le  s  Palace,  on 
tibe  other  hand,  I  consider  to  be  entirely 
on  its  trial  so  far  as  regards  its  educa- 
tional aspects ;  and  I  must  confess  that 
the  wotk.  which  is  going  on  in  the  tech- 
nical and  purely  educational  classes  does 
not  seem  to  me  to  be  such  as  will,  in  the 
long  run,  command  the  confidence  of  the 
worting  people.  Because  one  of  these 
institutioDS  has  been  successful  for  a 
great  many  years  and  the  other  is  still 
on  its  trial,  the  Charity  Commissioners 
have  rushed  into  the  sanction  of  a 
multi{dication  of  them,  which  may  witii 
great  advantage,  in  my  opinion,  be 
deferred.  The  great  fact  on  whidi  my 
r^t  hon.  Friend  the  Vice  President  ol 
the  Gooncil  relied  as  to  why  we  rinmld 
he  in  a  hnny  about  the  promotion  of 


these  institutions,  appears  to  me  to  be 
one  which  should  cause  us  to  be  addi- 
tionally cautious.  He  tells  us  that  sub- 
scriptions to  the  amount  of  £500,000 
depend  upon  the  contributions  from  the 
Charity  Commissioners ;  but,  if  it  should 
turn  out  that  a  mistake  has  been  made, 
it  would  not  end  here,  and  bearing  in 
mind  what  has  haj^pened  to  Mechanics^ 
Institutes  in  many  places,  I  think  that, 
even  at  the  risk  of  sacrificing  some  of  the 
subscriptions  which  have  been  promised, 
it  is  desirable  not  to  hasten  the  matter, 
lest  a  failure  here  should  discourage  the 
puUic  from  similar  liberality  throughout 
the  country.  We  ought  to  take  time — 
by  examination  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, or  by  starting  only  one  or  two 
Polytechnics  at  first — before  we  enter 
upon  an  enormous  expenditure  of  money, 
whether  charity  money  or  the  money  c^ 
private  subscribers. 

*(5.50.)  Mb.  LAWSOX  (St  Pancras, 
W.)  :  I  think  it  would  be  difiBcult  for  a 
London  Member  to  give  a  vote  which 
might  be  construed  as  a  condenmadon 
of  the  action  of  the  Commissioners.  The 
hon.  Member  fur  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce) 
based  his  indictment  upon  the  want  of 
discussion  of  the  schemes  in  the  dilEerent 
localities  where  they  are  set  up.  I  can 
hardly  agree  in  that  opinion.  We  took 
the  matter  up  in  all  the  parishes.  There 
was  a  great  deal  of  load  consideratioD 
and  discussion,  and  the  opinion  of  the 
different  districts  was  fully  canvassed.  It 
was  not  until  we  had  arrived  at  a  prac- 
tically unanimous  opinion  that  we  went 
in  deputation  to  the  Charity  Commis^ 
sioners.  The  principle  of  the  action  of 
the  Charity  Conunissioners  has  been  diat 
they  will  give  £1  for  every  £1  subscribed 
by  the  public.  On  that  condition  money 
has  been  given  by  the  puUic  and  sites 
promised,  and  I  sulnnit  it  would 
not  be  right  at  this  time  of  day  to 
suggest  that  the  equivalent  oontri- 
bntion  should  not  be  made  out  of  the 
funds  of  the  City  Parochial  Charitiea. 
It  would  almost  be  a  breach  of  faith. 
It  has  been  said  we  have  not  had  a  suffi- 
cient trial  of  these  institotions.  Befor- 
ence  has  been  made  to  two  only ;  but  in 
St.  Pancras,  to  my  own  knowledge,  there 
is  an  institution  which  both  in  respect  to 
industrial  education  and  physical  training 
has  already  achieved  excellent  results  on 
a  small  scale.  This  scheme  was  very  fully 
considered  by  the  London  County  Coun- 
cil.    It  is  true  they  presented  a  Bepori 
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by  a  small  majority  agninst  its  adoption, 
tiut  I  tliiiik  they  were  intiiienced  mainly 
by  a  side  issue.  They  objected  to  the 
t'Qnstitutiou  of  the  new  Governing  Bodj'- 
That,  1  understand,  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners are  prepared  to  re-consider.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  Com- 
miasioners  wish  t(3  Bfi?e  the  fullest 
W^Ji^ht  t*!  all  finggeBtions.  I  would 
particularly  commend  to  iiim  tliose  nuKle 
in  reRpect,  not  of  ptjly technics,  but  of 
City  parishes ;  those  where,  1  am  Ixmnd 
to  gay,  a  good  deal  of  fault  may  be  fouTid 
with  the  large  provision  made  for  a  very 
small  resident  population.  As  to  physi- 
cal training  wo  thought  son\ething 
might  have  been  done  with  a  view  of 
prov^ding  open  spaces,  especially  in  the 
«i8t  and  south  of  London  ;  but  I  think 
the  population  of  London  generally  are 
well  satisfied  with  the  scheme.  The 
scheme  should  b?  looked  «t  as  a  whn!e, 
and,  lielieving,  as  T  do,  thjit  it  i.s  n 
eymnietriefll  and  thorough  one,  London 
Members  are  b<3und  to  give  it  their 
fiupjwrt. 

*(o/»5.)  Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER 
(Cumberland,  Penrith)  :  With  regard  to 
what  precautions  are  Uvken  in  the 
schemes  for  preventing  the  character  of 
the  polytechnics  being  altered  and  used 
for  classes  for  wh«»m  they  are  not  in- 
tended, I  should  like  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  right  hou.  Member  for 
Leeds  (Sir  Lyon  Phiyfair)  to  the 
43rd  clausK  of  the  Central  Scheme. 
The  effect  of  that  clause  is  that  if 
at  any  time  it  should  appear  U)  the 
Commissioners  that  the  character  of  the 
polytechnics  Ls  altering,  and  that  the 
cla«;$e8  who  are  attending  the  institutions 
are  not  of  the  poorer  classes,  such  us  the 
Actco{it?mplated,  and  such  as  the  Hou9e 
desires  to  benefit,  they  shall  call  the 
attention  of  the  central  Governing  Body 
to  the  inatter:  And  if  it  appearti  on 
inquiry  that  due  regard  Is  not  had  to  the 
interest  of  the  ptxircr  clftS^^es  the  annual 
payments  in  support  of  the  palyteclmies 
Are  to  be  withheld.  In  the  same  way 
nnother  safegmird  is  obtained  by  pter- 
in it  ting  the  Ccmtrrd  Body  to  take  initiiv 
tive  action  and  to  cull  the  attention  of 
the  Charity  Commissioners  to  the  fact 
that  the  character  of  the  polytechnics  is 
altering.  In  that  caSt?  inquiry-  would  be 
raade,  and  if  it  appeared  th-it  due  regard 
was  not  had  to  the  interests  of  the  ]>iJorer 
classes  the  annual  subvention  could  be 
Mi\  Lmmon 


withheld.  That,  I  think,  forms  a  sufH 
cient  guarantee  against  the  character  of 
these  institutions  lieing  altered,  llie 
hr»n.  Member  for  Banbury  (Sir  B, 
Samuel  son)  said  that  the  Charity  Com* 
missioners  have  been  rushing  into  a^ 
sanction  of  iwlyteclinics.  I  dn  not  thinfc 
that  there  hns  been  any  rushing  at  all  on 
t  h  e  par  t  of  1 1 1  e  Co  m  m  i  ssion  ers .  The  fact  is 
rather  the  other  way.  We  have  found  so 
rasiny  applications  frona  different  parts  of 
London,  all  pointing  in  the  direction  o£ 
polyt^^chnics,  that  the  Conunissionershave 
really  been  I'Wther  forced  into  the  adoji- 
tion  of  this  particular  scheme  for  carry- 
ing out  the  Act  Let  me  also  point  out  to 
tlie  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  are  six 
objects  laid  down  in  the  Act  which  are 
to  be  held  in  view  in  the  making  of  i\w 
schemes.  The  scheme  of  polytechnics 
mei'ts  directly  four  of  thfSB  objects,  and 
indirectly  it  meets  one.  The  only  alterna- 
tive Fcheme  that  luiseverlieen  suggested 
is  a  scheme  for  open  s puces  in  London, 
and  that  only  meets  one  of  the  objects. 

(6.0.)  Mh.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury,  E.)  :  1  would  not  hare  risen  but 
for  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Baronet, 
who  seemed  rather  to  discredit  the 
advances  that  technical  education  has 
made  in  the  Metropolis,  and  to  cotisider 
that  what  has  been  done  at  the  Regent 
Street  Polytechnic  and  at  the  People's 
Palace  represents  all  that  has  been  don© 
in  fjtmdon,  T  know  that,  among  other 
very  successful  technicnl  schools  now 
now  being  conduct4?d  in  London,  there  is 
the  Finsbury  School  of  the  City  Guilds 
Institution  in  the  parish  of  St,  Luke's, 
and  from  the  Principal  I  learn  that  the 
classes  are  well  attended,  irjdit^ating  the 
desire  which  I  know  generally  exists 
among  the  rising  generation  to  seiae  tU© 
opportunity  for  obtiiining  technical  lu- 
st ruction.  1  do  not  think  there  is  anyl 
fear  whatever  that,  if  facilities  are 
afforded,  ti*chnical  education  will  fall 
throngl\.  I  think  the  people  nre  mos 
willing  to  avail  themselves  of  every] 
opportunity  offered  in  this  direction, 
AVitb  regiird  tn  the  scliemes,  I  have  toj 
endorse  the  remark  of  my  Colleagues 
that  whether  they  are  perfect  or  nottheyl 
have  been  well  ventilated.  Many  of  us 
\mve  had  to  act  on  Joint  Commitees  in 
our  districts,  have  addressed  public 
meetings  in  the  largest  halls  available,! 
and  the  whole  thing  has  been  brought! 
prominently    before   the   public.       It 


1285         Supply-^Civil 


{March  20,  1890} 


Services,  dCrc. 


1286 


just  the  popularity  of  the  movement 
that  has  led  to  the  offer  of  such  largi^ 
sums  of  money  for  the  purposes  of  tech-' 
nical  education,  and  >  especially  was  this 
the  case  in  reference  to  that  magni 
ficent  site  promised  by  the  Marquess  of 
Northampton.  I  am  second  to  none  in 
appreciating  the  importance  of  technical 
education,  but  it  would  be  a  great  mistake 
to  allow  that  desire  to  lead  us  astray  from 
the  requirements  of  other  institutions,  I 
am  convinced  from  experience  that  many 
lads  who  eventually  get  into  the  tech- 
nical schools  are  at  first  decoyed  by  the  re- 
creative element  attached,  and  I  say  even 
if  you  do  not  decoy  them  so  far  as  the . 
technical  school,  the  recreative  element 
is  good  in  itself.  I  will  not  enter  into 
the  question  how  far  the  use  of  a  swim- 
ming bath  will  conduce  to  making  a  lad  a 
good  citizen.  If  he  will  allow  me,  I 
should  like  to  correct  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
in  his  remarks  upon  the  City  of  Xx)ndon 
Library.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  did  not  think  two  libraries  were 
wanted  for  such  a  small  portion  of  the 
City  of  London — that  is  the  Cripplegate 
scheme.  X  am  glad  to  say  the  Com- 
missioners have  seen  that  something 
better  can  be  done,  and  they  have 
made  one  of  the  libraries  available 
for  a  population  of  55,000  outside 
the  City  much  in  want  of  a  free  library, 
and  in  a  very  poor  district  indeed. 
Li  regard  to  open  spaces,  I  suppose 
we  are  all  at  one  in  the  desire  to 
have  more  of  them  in  London,  and  I 
do  not  think  we  need  doubt  that  some- 
thing will  be  done  in  this  direction  before 
long.  Other  monies  will  be  available, 
though  we  spend  this  on  technical  educa^ 
tion — other  monies  which  belong  to  the 
City  of  London,  and  will  have  to  be 
looked  after,  and  that  speedily. 

(6.5.)  Mr.  GILLIAT  (Clapham):  We 
are  all  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  for  his  remarks,  with  many 
of  which  I  heartily  '  agree.  I  only, 
however,  wish  to  say  that  the  present  is 
a  very  inopportune  time  for  withdrawing 
our  support  to  polytechnic  institutions. 
Charitable  funds  are  provided  in  pro- 
portion to  the  publicity  and  popularity 
of  the  movement,  and  if  trade  is  sensitive 
I  am  sure  that  charitable  contributions 
are  more  sensitive  still.  The  subject 
has  been,  I  think,  most  carefully  ventila- 
ted in  the  House  to-night,  I  hope,  with 


very  great  profit.  I  entirely  agree  that 
most  careful  consideration  should  be 
given  to  polytechnic  schemes ;  they 
should  be  modelled  on  the  Regent  Street 
form.  I  am  most  anxious  that  we  should 
not  do  anything  to  divert  those  charitable 
funds  now  de .  oted  to  this  object 

*(6.7.)  Mr.  BRYCE  :•  There  are  but  a 
few  remarks  I  desire  to  make  in  reply 
to  what  has  been  said  in  this  discussion. 
In  the  first  place  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  reply  to  the  most  serious 
objection  to  the  present  scheme, 
namely,  the  comparatively  small  sum  of 
money  allowed  to  the  new  Governing 
Body.  Even  assuming  that  they  would 
have  £3,500  or  £4,000,  and  assuming 
that  that  sum  is  doubled,  giving,  at  the 
very  outside,  £8,000,  that  is  a 
very  small  sum  out  of  the  immense 
fund  of  £118,000  to  be  left  to  the  future 
new  Governing  Body  for  London. 
Several  speakers  have  remarked  upon 
the  delay  that  might  be  caused  by  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee,  but  nothing 
could  be  further  from  my  mind  than 
to  advocate  any  step  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  which  might*  keep  the 
schemes  floating  for  more  than  a  few 
months  at  the  outside.  My  suggestion 
is  that  a  Committee  might  investi- 
gate the  few  points  on  which  com- 
plaint is  made  in  the  course  of  four  or 
five  sittings.  The  reason  why  the  Bill 
took  so  long  in  passing  in  the  years 
1881,  1882,  and  1883  was  that  it  was 
persistently  blocked  by  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side,  and  especially  by  the 
representatives  of  tho  City  of  London. 
But  for  their  hostility,  we  might  have 
carried  it  in  one  sitting  through 
Second  Reading,  and  in  five  or  six 
sittings  through  the  Committee.  I 
believe  that  all  the  points  I  have  now 
adverted  to  might  be  disposed  of  in,  say, 
four  sittings  by  a  Committee  upstairs. 
If  the  right  hon,  Gentleman  does  not 
see  his  way  to  adopt  this  course,  I  do 
not  desire  to  press  it.  I  am  not  dissatis- 
fied with  the  discussion  we  have  had. 

(6.10.)  Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  : 
In  a  discussion  which  arises  on  a 
Vote  of  this  kind  reference  is  un- 
avoidable to  the  action  of  a  large  mili- 
tary force  in  Ireland  which  appears  in 
these  Civil  Estimates  under  the 
hiead  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary. 
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The  CHAIEMAN  :  If  tlie  Lon.  Mem- 
ber desires  to  discuss  that  item  I  may 
remind  him  that  there  are  Members  who 
•desire  to  refer  to  previous  items. 

THE  COINAGE. 
♦(6.10.)    Mr,  H.  H.  FOWLEB  (Wol- 

Ferhampton,  E.) :  Before  we  reach  the 
Irish  Votes  I  want  to  say  a  word  or 
two  upon  item  18,  relating  to  the 
Mint.  I  would  ftsk  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  two  questious  :  first  as  to 
the  state  of  the  gold  coinage.  As  the 
Committee  is  aware  the  right  hou.  Gen- 
tlemau  ha,3  called  in  the  pre-Yictorian 
gold  coinage,  and  I  wish  to  ask  him  if  he 
is  satisfied  with  the  steps  he  has  taken 
wndur  the  Act  of  last  .Session,  whether 
be  himself  believes  we  have  practically 
got  ill  the  pre-Victorian  gold  coins? 
Assuming  that  is  the  case,  and  I  hope  it 
is^  what  does  he  propose  to  do  with 
reference  to  the  Victorian  gold  coinage  1 
I  think  I  am  within  the  mark  when  I 
^ay  that  three-fifths  of  that  coinage  in 
circulation  is  light.  This  is  a  question 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
promised  every  year  to  deal  with, 
and  as  he  is  now  in  possession  of  ample 
funds — I  do  not  ask  him  to  make  any 
reference  to  his  forthcoming  financial 
policy — I  ask  him,  does  he  propose  to 
deal  with  the  light  Victorian  coins? 
Another  point  upon  which  I  wish  to  ask 
him  a  question  has  reference  to  the 
silver  coinage,  1  do  not  think  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  aware  of 
the  general  inconvenience  caused  by  the 
•confusion  created  by  the  Jubilee  coinage 
not  having  the  value  of  the  coin  marked 
on  the  reverse,  I  consider  the  new 
double-florin  piece  or  dollar  a  very 
valuable  coin,  and  T  am  glsul  to  see  it  put 
into  circulation,  but  at  the  present  time  it 
is  undistinguiBhable  from  the  five  shilling 
piece.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
aaid,  the  other  night,  I  understand,  that 
the  coins  were  distinguishable  by  the  four 
shields  on  the  reverse  of  the  double-florin 
and  "  St,  George  and  Dragon  '*  on  the 
crown  piece,  but  I  do  not  think  that 
practical  every-day  people  will  remember 
this  distinction.  1  do  not  see  why  we 
departed  from  the  practice  of  putting  the 
value  upon  the  coin.  The  florin  bears  in 
a  circle  outside  the  shields  the  words, 
**  one  florin — one  tenth  of  a  pound.*'  We 
ought  not  to  regard  a  coin  as  a  medal. 


The     first     consideration     for     a     com 
is    its    convenience,    not     its     medal  lie 
beauty,     1    can   quite    understand    that , 
the  authorities  at  the  Mint  have  a  pre- 
ference   for  a  beautiful   coin — whether 
they  succeed  or  not  I  will  not  say.     I 
will  not  discuss  the  artistic  beauty  of  the  I 
Jubilee  coinage.     A  florin,  shiUing,  six- 
pence, or  threepenny  piece,  with  its  value 
marked  upjn  it,  is  of  far  more  use  as  a  | 
coin  than  a  mei-ely  artistic  medal.     I  «in  I 
quite  understand  that  the  Chancellor  of  * 
the  Exchequer  relies  on   the  opinion  of  1 
the  Mint  Authorities,  who  may   be  un- 
wilUng   to    interfere    with    what    they 
consider  a  fine   work  of  art,  but  among , 
the  general  public  there  is  a  good  deal  of 
dissatisfaction     because    of    the    incon- 
venience  of  not  having  the  stiver  coins  ' 
marked    with    their  value,   and  I  refer 
jMirticularly  to  the  double  florin,  which 
should    hare    on    its    face    the    words, 
"  one  dollar — one  fifth  of  a  pound,"  just  I 
as    the    florin   is  marked   ''one   tentb.^'' 
Further,  I  would  call  the  right  hon.  Gen- 1 
tleman's  attention  to  the  great  scarcity  j 
of  shilling   pieces    in  circulation   in  the 
manufacturing    districts ;    there    is    an ' 
ample  supply  of  the  larger  silver  pieces, 
but   not  enough  shillings;  i>erhap6   he 
will  use  means  to  have  this  inconvenience  i 
removed   by    incretising  the   coinage 
issue  of  shillings  ? 

(6.15,)     The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  I 
EXCHEQUER  (Mr.  J.  G.  Goschen,  St  ( 
George  s,  Hanover  Square)  :  With  regard 
to  the  hist  point  mentioned  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman — namely,  the  dearth  of 
tlie  shilling  piece  in  the  manufacturing  I 
districts— I  can  only  state  that  the  supply 
of  shillings,  according   to  the  Bank    of 
England,  is  ample,  but  the  great  difliculty 
is  in  providing  that  the  coin  aliall  reach 
thosa  who  most  want  it.     The  Govern- 
ment have  very  little  power  in  circulating  1 
the  silver  coinage,  and  1  shall  have  some-  ] 
thing  to  say  in  the  Budget  on  the  manner 
in  which  we   have  been  able  to  supply 
the  demand  of  the  public  for  more  silver 
coins.     But  while  we  have  done  our  best] 
to  supply  silver  coins  there  have   been  1 
complamt  from  some  quarters  that  wej 
have  supplied  too  much.      Bankers    doi 
not   like    silver    coins,    and    this    is    ani 
illustration  of  the  difliculty  of  inducingj 
suflicient   circulation    of   silver   to  meefcj 
the  jwpular  demand  in  all  parts  of  the  I 
country  at  the  same  time.     It  would  be  f 
a  great  mistake  to  flood  the  country  with  j 
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silver ;  yet  I  am  the  last  person  to  wish 
to  see  a  dearth  of  it,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  rest  assured  that  I  will 
do  what  I  can  to  increase  the  number  of 
shilling  coins  if  necessary,  or  to  facilitate 
the  circulation.  With  regard  to  the  pre- 
Vicborian  coinage,  I  am  not  entirely  satis- 
fied with  the  pace  at  which  it  has  flowed 
into  the  Bank  of  England.  As  soon  as 
it  appeared  to  be  known  that  a  good 
full-weight  sovereign  could  be  obtained 
for  a  light  sovereign  there  was  no  longer 
any  desire  to  part  with  the  light  coin, 
and  it  became  necessary  to  put  pressure 
on  the  bankers  to  assist  the  Govern- 
ment in  getting  in  the  pre-Victorian 
coins.  In  some  cases  I  regret  to  say 
that  bankers  have  re-issued  light  coin 
rather  than  incur  the  slight  expense 
of  sending  it  to  London  for  exchange. 
Since  notice  was  given  that  after  a 
given  day  light  coins  would  no  longer  be 
exchanged  for  full-weight  ones,  they 
have  been  flowing  in  with  greater 
rapidity,  but  the  amount  is  still  far  shprt 
of  the  amount  estimated  by  the  Mint  to 
be  in  circulation.  With  regard  to  the 
future,  I  will  make  a  futher  statement  in 
the  Budget,  but  I  may  say  that  I  certainly 
intend  to  go  forward,  if  the  House  en- 
courages the  Government  to  do  so,  with 
the  rehabilitation  of  the  Victorian  gold 
coinage.  But  the  public,  who  are  mainly 
interested  in  the  work,  must  assist  the 
Government.  Private  bankers  and 
others  who  have  great  influence  in  the 
matter  should  also  assist,  and  if  the 
Government  are  so  encouraged,  we  will 
take  steps  to  rehabilitate  the  gold  coinage 
and  make  it  the  credit  to  the  country  that 
it  ought  to  be.  I  observe  from  the 
applause  on  both  sides  of  the  House  that 
greeted  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  there  is  a  general  desire 
that  convenience  rather  than  art  should 
be  consulted  in  the  design  of  the  coinage. 
Numismatists  allege  that  it  is  barbarous 
to  put  the  amount  of  the  value  on  a  coin  ; 
but,  whether  this  is  so  or  not,  there 
appears  to  be  a  growing  desire  that 
something  should  be  done  in  this 
respect,  and  I  will  consult  with  the 
proper  authorities  on  the  point.  I  think, 
however,  that,  as  a  rule,  when  a 
particular  coin  becomes  thoroughly 
known  people  recognise  it  at  once  by  its 
general  appearance  ;  for  instance,  there  is 
a  great  difiEerence  in  general  appearance 
between  the  doable  florin  and  the  five- 


shilling  piece,  as  there  is  also  between 
the  florin  and  tlie  half-crown,  and  few 
mistakes  should  be  made  in  those  coins. 
At  the  same  time  I  am  quite  ready  to 
consult  public  opinion  on  the  matter ;  and 
I  will  do  what  I  can  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  House  and  the  country. 

(6.20.)  Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT 
(Derby) :  With  regard  to  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  as  to 
light  coinage,  I  am  sure  the  Govern 
ment  will  have  the  support  of  the  House 
in  any  well-considered  measure  for  put- 
ting the  coinage  of  the  country  upon  a 
proper  footing,  a  position  it  does  not  cer 
tainly  occupy  now.  I  was  much  surprised 
to  hear  what  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer said  of  the  conduct  of  bankers  in 
not  sending  in  the  light  coin.  There  is 
certadnly  a  heavy  responsibility  resting 
on  bankers  in  the  matter,  for  they  know 
perfectly  well  that  the  issue  of  light  coin 
is  contrary  to  law,  and  the  fact  that  they 
should  go  on  issuing  it  when  they  know 
they  can  exchange  it  for  sterling  coin  of 
proper  weight  will  not  meet  with  the 
approbation  of  any  one  who  is  interested 
in  the  currency  of  the  country. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  not  think  it  has  been 
the  general  practice  with  bankers.  It 
would  be  unfair  if  I  said  anything  to 
convey  that  impression.  What  I  said 
was  that  there  had  been  instances  of  the 
re-issue  of  light  coinage,  but  I  do  not 
desire  that  any  exaggerated  statement 
should  go  forth. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  was  not  con- 
tradicting the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement,  for  I  believe  there  is  too  much 
foundation  for  it.  It  is  quite  enough 
that  there  should  have  been  instances  of 
such  conduct;  it  is  a  course  which  no 
banker  ought  to  follow,  for  it  is  an  evil 
example  to  the  community,  and  throws 
the  light  coinage  on  the  public  in  an 
unjust  and  improper  way.  I  hope  that 
what  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  said  on  the  point  will  serve  as  a 
warning,  for  it  is  a  serious  thing  when 
persons  who  are  placed  in  the  fiduciary  re- 
lation to  the  public  which  bankers  occupy 
do  not  carry  out  the  responsibilities  placed 
on  them.  As  to  the  question  of  art  in 
regard  to  the  coinage,  and  defacing  it  by 
any  addition,  I  think  that  since  the 
recent  Jubilee  coins  were  issued  the 
artists  might  be  left  out  of  consideration 
altogether.     It  would  be  a  considerable 
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advantage  to  defuce  the  wt>rk  of  the 
iirtists  un  those  coins,  for  it  is  not  possible 
to  produce  anything  more  liid  eons  than  the 
recent  coinage, or  fc(3mi\ke  it  uglier  by  add- 
ing anything  to  it.  At  alt  events^  I  am  very 
glad  tlmt  tlie  Chimcellor  of  the  Eioheqner 
means  to  do  something  in  tlie  matter  of 
the  light  cjoiuage,  and  I  hope  that  what* 
ever  is  done  will  be  done  speedily  and 
effectively. 

(6.25.)  Mr.  CAUSl^OX  (Southwark, 
N.) :  Just  a  few  words  in  regard  to  the 
4s.  pieoea.  I  put  a  question  the  other 
day  on  the  point,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  hardly  he  surprised  if  1 
takethe  opportnnityto  illustrate  the  inc-iut- 
venience  that  arises  from  similarity  in  the 
currency,  I  have  in  my  liand  a  letter 
from  the  chief  cashier  of  a  London  Rail- 
way Company,  and  he  sjiys  that  frequent 
errars  arise  between  the  4s.  and  Os. 
pieces,  and  if  these  mistakes  occur  with 
experts  in  the  handling  of  coins,  how 
much  more  frequent  they  must  he  amoi^g 
those  persons  who  have  but  an  occasional 
acquaintance  with  the  double  florin. 
There  is  an  instance  brought  under  my 
notice  in  which  a  conductor  of  a  JjCtndon 
omnibus  handed  a  passenger  48.  lid. 
change  for  a  double  florin.  I  have 
another  letter  from  a  secretary  to  a  club, 
and  he  soys  that  membei"s  finding  that 
the  4s,  piece  is  not  liked  in  ortiinary  circu- 
latioti  bring  the  coins  to  the  club  and  so 
get  rid  of  tliem,  making  the  club  a  sort  of 
shoot  for  coin  they  cannot  readily  get  rid 
of  elsewhere*  I  hope  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  seriously  consider 
the  desirability  of  withdrawing  either 
the  4s.  or  5s.  piec  \  or  both, 

WESTillKSTER  HALL. 
♦(6.28.)  Mr.  CRKMER:  I  want  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  First  Com- 
raissioner  of  Works  the  circumstances 
under  wiiich  Members  of  this  House  are 
excluded  from  the  Buckingham  C'hamber 
and  the  Painted  Chamber  in  the  adjoining 
building.  Until  the  last  eight  or  ten 
months  a  Member  was  privileged  to 
introduce  a  friend  to  view  the  paintings 
in  the  Buckingham  Chamber  simply  by 
applying  to  the  policeman  on  duty^  but 
now  we  are  rigidly  excluded  unless  wc 
have  the  sanction  of  Black  Rod.  Why 
should  Members  of  this  Housl*  be  ex- 
cluded from  taking  their  friends  into  the 
Buckingham  Chamber  to  see  the  two  mag- 
nifioent  pictures  it  oontains,  and  why 
^Sir  W.  Har court 


should  the  rotun  be  locked  against  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  ?     I  can  only  say  that  1 
if  this  priK'ticj^   be  continued^  when  the 
Vote  for  the   House  of    Lords  is  nnderj 
consitlemtion,  I  shall  not  only  repeat  myj 
protest  but  will  move  a  reduction  of  thol 
Vote,  juid  I  shall  persevere  in  that  course  ' 
until  Members  of  this  House  Bre  allowed  ] 
every  facility  for  entering  that  chamber, 
I  do  not  grudge  the  amount  of  publie  I 
money  that  has  been  expended  on  the  ( 
production  of  these  magniticent  works  of  1 
art ;  but  I   do  strongly   protest  againsti 
Members  of  this  House  and  their  frienda 
being  prevented  from  viewing  them  by 
the    intolerable    restrictions    that    have 
been  framctd   by  somebody,  and    which  ' 
ought  not  to  be  allowed   to  exist  for  24 
hours.     Then,  again,  there  is  a  chamber 
called    the    "Painted  Chamber"  in  the  | 
House  of  Ijords,  and   tliere  is  still  more 
difHculty  in  getting  there  than  in  the  other  I 
case.  1  am,  however,  not  quite  sure  that  if 
accurately  stated  the  difliculties  in  relflr- 
tion  to  the  Buckingham  Chamber.    Tliere  1 
are  9f>me  new   rules,  which,  I  am  told, 
have  only  come  into  existence  during  the* 
last    few    months,    so  that   no    Me  miter 
<jf   this    House  can    visit   either   Cham- 
ber     unless      he     is     escorted     by     i%| 
are    not    always    ini 
is  not    every  Mem- 
who   has   the   privi** 
with    one-1 
Gentlema 


Peer.       But   PeerS 

attendance,   and  it 

ber  of  this  House 

lege     of     being    acquainted 

I     hope     the      right     hon. 


the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Works  will  da* 
his  best  to  inquire  into  this  matter,  with  a 
view,  if  possible,  of  enabling  the  Mem* 
bers  of   this    House    to  visit   the  othef| 
House  with  their  friends  on   cotivenienji 
occasions.  I  also  "v^ish  also  to  call  attentiotij 
to   the   fact  that  the  Crypt  is  kept  care- 
fully   locked   again.^t    Members  of    thia 
House,  who  bring  friends  here,  or  whos«1 
friends    call    t<.>     see     them     before    3fi 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  who  would 
be  glad  to  show  them  that  portion  of  th^j 
building  if  they   could   do  so.     H  yo 
inquire  in  the  Cloak  Room  they  tell  yo 
that    Mr.  Coe  has  not  arrived,  and  that 
until  then  you  cannot  get  the  keys  to  \*isiil 
the  Crypt.     It    certainly    seems    mons*l 
trous  that  Members  of  this  House  can  no 
visit  the  Crypt  Ixjcause  the  chief  oflacia 
has  not  arrived  on  tlie  scene,       1  do  not 
know   why  the  keys  should  not  be  )eft_ 
with  the  attendants,  in  whom  some  eon-« 
fldencB  must  he  reposed,  or  they  would 
not  be  retained  in  their  positions.     These 
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are  three  grievances  which  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  ns  an 
assnrance  he  will  do  his  best  to  put  an 
end  to  as  spaedily  as  possible.  I  should 
like  also  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
what  steps  the  Government  propose  to 
take  to  carry  out  the  semi-promise  made 
last  year  in  regard  to  the  employes  in 
this  building  and  the  Government  Oflfices. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  a  half 
promise  to  appoint  a  Committee  to  con- 
sider the  grievances  of  the  employes  in 
the  various  Government  OflBces ;  and  I 
should  think  he  would  be  glad  in 
that  way  to  ba  relieved  of  a 
somewhat  difficult  duty  which  both 
he  and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
ara  doubtless  anxious  to  see  dischai^ed 
in  these  and  other  Government  Offices. 
Are  the  Government  willing  that  a  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed,  or  will  they 
give  a  pledge  that  the  system  of  con- 
tracting for  workmen  employed  in 
the  Government  Offices  shall  be  dis- 
continu3d  ?  I  suppose  I  should  ba  out 
of  order  if  I  referred^  to  the  British 
Museum  at  this  moment ;  but  1  might 
ask  whether  the  same  system  is 
not  carried  on  there,  some -of  the  boys 
having  4s.  or  5s.  per  week  deducted  from 
their  wages  by  the  contractor,  whilst  6s. 
or  7s.  p-T  week  ara  deducted  from  the 
other  employes.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
No.]  Well,  I  may  be  wrong,  but  my 
information  comes  from  the  men  them- 
selves, and  I  stat3  the  ficruras  from 
memory.  I  protest,  and  shall  continue 
to  protest;,  against  sach  a  systam.  If 
painters  and  carpenters  are  to  be  provided 
by  the  Government  contractor  in  the 
intarests  of  economy,  it  is  equally  in  the 
interests  of  economy  that  the  higher 
forms  of  labour  should  be  provided  in  the 
same  way.  Until  the  same  system  pre- 
vails from  top  to  bottom,  I  shall  continue 
my  protest.  I  will  concluda  by  asking 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  giva  us 
some  information  as  to  the  first  point  I 
have  raised,  namely,  the  exclusion  of 
Members  from  the  Lords'  rooms,  and 
wliat  steps  would  be  taken  to  put  an  end 
to  this  contract  system  ? 

Cafiain  VERNEY:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state  whether  West- 
minster Hall  may  not  now  be  thrown 
open  to  the  public  as  in  former 
times  ? 

VOL.  CCCXLII.    [third  series.] 


*(6.40.)  The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER 
OF  WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  Dublin 
University) :  With  regard  to  the  ad~ 
mission  of  Members  and  their  friends  to* 
the  rooms  referred  to,  and  the  question 
of  the  custody  of  the  keys  of  the  Crypt,  the 
inquiries  now  made  have  come  to  me  for 
the  first  time.  I  am  not  aware  of  the  cir- 
cumstances, but  I  will  make  inquiries, 
into  the  matter,  and  when  the  Estimates, 
ara  before  the  House  I  shall  be  prepared! 
to  answer  the  hon.  Gentleman's  ques- 
tions. As  to  the  employes  of  the  con- 
tractors, that  question  was  raised 
a  few  nights  ago,  and  I  then  said  that. 
I  was  in  communication  with  my  Col- 
leagues the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer- 
and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  on  the 
subject.  The  question  is  one  of  extreme- 
difl&culty,  and  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlenia/U  that  we  have  given  a  great  deal 
of  attention  to  it.  In  this  particular  case- 
the  problem  is  complicated  by  the- 
existence  of  a  contract  tiat  will  not  expire 
for  another  year.  I  think,  however^ 
that  we  have  succeeded  in  hitting- 
on  a  plan  that  will  to  some  extent, 
meet  the  views  of  the  hon.  Member;; 
but,  of  course,  it  is  impossible  while  the 
present  contract  lasts  to  give  effect  to- 
any  new  system  excapt  with  the  consent 
of  the  contractor.  I  have  placed  myself" 
in  communication  with  the  contractar^. 
and  am  not  without  hope  that  even  before 
the  termination  of  the  contract  a  new- 
system  will  be  adopted,  which,  and  I  say 
it  with  some  confidance,  I  expect  will  be 
more  satisfactory  t)  the  hon.  Member 
than  the  present  system.  That  is  all  I 
can  say  at  present,  because  the  negotia— 
tions  have  not  yet  come  to  a. 'conclusion  ; 
but  I  may  say  that  when  the  Estimates 
are  before  the  House  I  shall  be  able  to- 
answer  the  question  at  greater  length. 
I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member  I  have^ 
been  doing  the  best  I  can  to  devise  some 
plan  that  will  be  more  ;  acceptable,  both 
to  the  hon.  Member  and  the  employes  of 
the  Government,  and  which,  at  the  same 
time,  will  not  be  contrary  to  the  interests 
of  the  country. 

♦Mr.  CREMER:  I  gather  from  the 
courteous  reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  he  is  exerting  himself  to 
modify  the  terms  of  the  contract,  but 
that  is  not  the  object  I  have  in  view.  I 
never  contended  for  a  modification  of  the^ 
3  B 
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terms.  What  I  object  to  is  not  whether 
a  contractor  shall  deduct  5,  10,or*20  per 
cent,  from  the  workmens'  wages,  but 
against  any  deductions  at  all.  The 
principle  of  engaging  men  through  the 
agency  of  a  contractor  is  a  pernicious  one, 
and  1  shall  continue  my  protests  unless 
the  same  rule  is  applied  to  the  highly- 
paid  officials.  I  shall,  however,  be  content 
for  the  present  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  give  the  House  a  guarantee 
that  before  a  new  contract  is  made  he 
will  state  to  the  House  clearly  the  nature 
and  character  of  the  contract  into  which 
he  proposes  to  enter,  so  as  to  afEord  hon. 
Members  an  opportunity  of  expressing 
their  opinion  on  the  subject.  I  know 
that  the  contract  has  another  12  months 
to  run.  I  regret  the  fact,  but  I  do  not 
blame  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  it. 

♦Captain  VERNEY:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  omitted  to  answer  my 
question  as  to  the  throwing  open  of 
Westminster  Hall. 

*Mr.  PLUNKET  :  That  is  a  question 
in  regard  to  which  I  can  take  no  step 
without  consulting  the  authorities  of  the 
Home  Office  and  the  police.  I  will,  how- 
ever, make  inquiries  at  the  Home  Office, 
and  see  whether  there  is  any  objection 
to  Westminster  Hall  being  again  thrown 
open.  I  may  add  that  when  the  ques- 
tion was  last  put  the  Home  Office 
authorities  did  not  think  it  desirable 
to  re-open  Westminster  Hall  to  the  public. 

*Mr.  CREMER:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  my  last 
question. 

•Mr.  PLUNKET:  It  is  impossible 
for  me  to  say  more  than  I  have  already 
said  until  the  hon.  Member  has  seen  the 
pijoposals  I  hope  to  bring  forward.  I 
cannot,  however,  give  a  distinct  pledge 
that  any  contract  will  be  submitted  to  the 
House  before  it  is  agreed  to. 

♦Admiral  FIELD  (Eastbourne) :  I 
desire  to  call  attention  to  the  Vote  in 
Class  III.  for  Reformatory  and  Industrial 
Schools. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  I  rise  to 
order.  I  have  something  to  say  on  Class 
II.,  which,  I  presume,  would  come  before 
€lass  III. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
-gallant  Admiral  would  not  be  strictly 
speaking  out  of  order  in  referring  to 
Class  III.,  although  the  last  discussion 
was  on  Class  I.,  but  no  reduction  of  the 
Vote  was  proposed.  At  the  same  time, hon. 
Mr.  Cremer 


Members  would  do  well  to  follow  the 
items  in  their  regular  orde^;  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  desires  to  discuss 
an  item  in  Class  II.,  it  would  be  better 
for  him  to  precede  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman. 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES. 
(6.45.)  Mr.  PICTON :  I  wish  to  draw 
attention  to  what  I  consider  is  a  grievance 
under  which  Friendly  Societies  sufEer. 
It  came  to  ray  knowledge  a  short  time 
ago  that  a  Friendly  Society,  in  my  own 
district,  when  they  sent  up  their 
fee  for  registration  of  their  Rules 
received  no  acknowledgment.  At  the 
end  of  the  year  the  auditor  raises  a 
difficulty,  and  very  properly,  and  the 
result  is  that  the  accounts  arie  not  properly 
audited.  1  am  sure  that  all  Members  of 
this  House  are  most  anxious  that  there 
should  be  a  stringent  audit.  Surely 
it  would  not  be  very  much  trouble  to 
send  an  acknowledgment  of  the  fee.  It 
is  a  matter  of  principle  that  these 
Societies  should  have  their  accounts 
properly  audited.  I  am  not  suggesting 
that  any  blame  attaches  to  the  Office  of 
the  Registrar  ;  but  I  think  we  may  com- 
plain of  a  Rule  which  I  think  would  be 
better  honoured  in  the  breach  than  the 
observance. 

*Mr.  CREMER :  I  should  like  to  join 
my  hon.  Friend  in  complaining  of  the 
looseness  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  business  of  the  Registrar  of 
Friendly  Societies  is  conducted. 
Last  year  a  Committee  sat  upstairs,  and 
we  made  some  recommendations  with 
regard  to  the  business  of  the  Regis- 
trar. Some  few  years  ago  I  was  con- 
nected with  a  Society  who  were  desirous 
of  altering  their  Rules.  We  sent  our 
proposals  to  the  Registrar,  and  they 
were  returned  to  us  in  two  or  three 
weeks.  We  had  no  idea  that  two  or 
three  very  important  Rules  had  been 
expunged  by  the  Registrar,  and  we  went 
on  working  under  them  for  three  or 
four  years.  It  then  became  necessary  to 
prosecute  one  of  our  officers  before  a 
police  magistrate,  who  would  not,  of 
course,  hear  the  case  until  the  copy  of 
Rules  certified  by  the  Registrar  was  pro- 
duced. Neither  the  solicitor  who  prose- 
cuted, or  Mr.  Cooke,  the  magistrate  at 
Marylebone,  discovered  that  any  Rules 
had  been  expunged,  and  it  was  only  some 
two  years  after  that  case  had  been  heard 
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And  •determined,  when  some  of  our 
members  had  occasion  to  see  the  Regis- 
trar, that  we  discovered  that  we  had  for 
years  been  working  nnder  Rules  that 
were  absolutely  illegal.  Last  year  the 
Oommittee  miade  certain  recommenda- 
tions as  to  the  work  of  the  Office  of 
Registry ;  and  I  wish  to  know  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  those  recom- 
mendations have  been  adopted,  especially 
the  one  which  proposed  that  the  Registrar 
should  use  a  stamp  to  obliterate  any  Rule 
which  is  not  in  accordance  with  the 
Trades'  Unions  or  Friendly  Societies' 
Acts.  Is  that  recommendation  now  being 
acted  upon  by  the  Registrar,  so  as  to 
avoid  in  the  future  that  illegality  and 
confusion  which  has  been  experienced  in 
the  past  ? 

(6.50.)  The  SECRETARY  to  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  : 
Of  course,  I  am  not  able  to  say  what 
form  of  acknowledgment  should  be 
made  for  the  fee ;  but  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  is  a  reasonable  one,  and  I 
will  inquire  whether  it  can  possibly  be 
done.  With  reference  to  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Cremer),  there 
has  been,  as  he  knows,  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry  into  the  working  of  Friendly 
Societies  and  the  Office  of  Registry,  and 
«3me  considerable  alterations  have  been 
suggested,  and  some  have  been  promptly 
adopted,  I  am  not  able  to  say  off-hand 
whether  a  stamp  could  be  used  or  not ; 
but  I  will  take  care  to  bring  the  question 
before  the  Registrar  of  Friendly  Societies, 
with  a  view  to  preventing  in  some  form 
or  other  a  repetition  of  the  circumstances 
to  wflich  the  hon.  Member  has  re- 
ferred. 

IRISH  ADMINISTRATION. 
(6.52.)  Mr,  JOHN  O'CONNOR: 
Mr.  Courtney,  I  should  like  to  se'e  the 
Ohief  Secretary  in  his  place.  Some  hon. 
Member  will  perhaps  go  for  him, 
for  I  know  he  is  ready  to  answer  charges 
brought  against  the  Irish  Government, 
^ind  that  he  does  not  at  all  shirk  dis- 
cussion. To-day  I  put  a  question  to  the 
Chief  Secretary  respecting  the  treatment 
•of  political  prisoners  in  Ireland — political 
prisoners  who  are  usually  called  criminals 
in  Ireland.  And  a  few  days  ago  I  put  a 
similar  question  to  him,  and  as  I  have  reason 
to  be  very  dissatisfied  with  the  answers 
^ven  to  me  by  the  Attorney  General 


for  Ireland  for  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  himself,  I  feel 
constrained  to  bring  the  matter  more 
formally  under  the  notice  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  first  subject  I 
will  bring  under  his  notice  is  the  treat, 
ment  of  political  prisoners  under  the 
Coercion  Act.  That  subject  was  intro- 
duced to  the  notice  of  the  House  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Belfast 
last  year.  The  Prison  Rules  were  altered 
last  year,  under  the  inspiration,  I  believe,  of 
the  Chief  Secretary,  because  he  expressed 
the  opinion  that  we  were  able  to  make 
some  use  of  the  treatment  of  political 
prisoners,  and  that  we  were  able  to  make 
some  impression  on  public  opinion,  which 
was  reflected  in  the  results  of  the  bye- 
elections.  Under  the  Rules  as  alteredaman 
might  object  to  have  his  hair  shorn,  or 
to  wear  prison  clothes,  unless  the  doctor 
considered  it  necessary  for  sanitary 
reasons.  He  might  object  to  take 
his  exercise  in  company  with  persons 
who  were  criminal  and  had  been  sen- 
tenced for  disgraceful  offences.  A  man 
might  object  to  the  performance  of 
menial  offices.  These  were  the  points  that 
were  conceded.  According  to  the  rules 
of  the  prison,  it  was  discovered  that 
prisoners  need  not  perform  these  menial 
offices  if  they  paid  a  certain  amount  per 
day.  Now,  Sir,  these  alterations  in 
the  rules  were  turned  to  the  disadvan- 
tage of  the  prisoners.  They  were  altered 
to  meet  public  opinion,  but  they  were 
used  by  the  Prisons  Board,  I  believe — I 
hope  I  am  wrong — as  inspired  by  the 
Chief  Secretary.  Why  do  I  say  that? 
Some  of  us  were  sent  to  prison  last 
year — I  am  obliged  to  make  reference  to 
myself,  as  well  as  to  several  of  my 
hon.  Friends — and  we  gained  ex- 
perience of  prison  treatment.  The 
reason  why  I  say  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  cognisant  of  this  state  of 
things  is  because,  when  we  were  first 
in  prison,  we  were  exercised  in  a  separate 
and  distinct  class.  I  walked  with  my 
hon.  Friend  every  day  some  seven  or 
eight  paces  apart,  so  that  we  held  no 
conversation,  nor  had  we  any  desire  to 
break  the  prison  rules  in  this  respect. 
In  this  manner  we  wore  exercised  for  a 
week  in  Clonmel  Gaol,  and  'then  we 
were  removed  to  Tullamore,  my  hon. 
Friend  above  being  removed  to  Galway, 
and  for  five  days  at  Tullamore  we  were 
allowed  to  take  exercise  together  in  the 
3  B  2 
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3'ard,  at  the  samt'  hour.  But  then  vnme 
an  order  from  the  Prisons  BoarJ,  which, 
T  say,  the  Chief  Secretary  inspired,  nntl 
we  were  put  upon  that  system  of  con- 
finement whicli  is  meted  out  to  the  most 
incorrigihle  inxfHans  in  English  prisonR, 
who  ai*e  not  amenable  to  the  ordinary* 
prisim  mles  and  are  crvst  into  solit  iry 
confinement.  This  was  the  response  to 
the  expression  of  English  public  opinion. 
The  Chief  Secrettiry,  by  the  aid  of  his 
Prisons  Board,  sent  down  an  order  that 
we  were  to  los?  the  benefit  pnblic 
opinion  created  in  onr  favtmr,  and  the 
mles,  instead  of  operating  in  onr  ftwour, 
operated  to  our  dis^idvantagre*  That  is 
my  grievance.  My  hon.  Friend  will 
bsav  me  out.  I  charge  the  Chief 
Secretary  with  having,  by  the 
exercise  of  his  anthority,  and  by  th?  mal- 
administration of  the  new  rules,  carried 
out  a  malignant  and  p.>tty  spite.  I  say 
that  it  was  beneath  the  Prisons  Board, 
and  beneath  any  fair  ad  mini  stmt  ion  of 
the  rules,  fcin  endeavour  to  take  fmm  us 
the  benefit  that  public  opinion  demanded 
we  should  have,  reducing  us  to  a  worse 
position  than  we  occupied  before.  I  shall 
be  curious  tn  know  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  to  say  on  this  point  when 
he  replies  to  this  and  some  other  matters 
1  wish  to  bring  under  his  notice.  At 
this  moment  there  are  in  Tullamnre  Gaol 
a  sufficient  number  of  p?rsons  sentenced 
under  the  Coercion  Act  to  constitute  a 
class  in  themselves,  who  have  declined  to 
wear  the  prison  dress  and  to  take  ex- 
ercise with  ordinary  criminals,  and  who 
are,  therefore,  reduced  to  this  condition 
of  hardship  of  which  I  complain.  One  of 
these  is  a  man  to  whom  I  have  referred 
in  a  question,  to  which  I  got  a  very  un* 
satisfactory  reply,  I  mean  Mr.  O'Mithoney, 
the  editor  of  the  Tipptrary  Nationalist. 
I  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  as  to  the 
state  of  this  gentleman's  health,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  the 
officials  of  the  gaol  and  the  Police 
Authorities  had  no  information  of  the 
state  of  Mr.  0'Malioney*s  health.  At  tlie 
game  time  I  knew  that  medical  ccrtifi- 
cates  from  two  practitioners  in  Cloiimel 
were  in  the  hands  of  the  Police  Autbon- 
ties,  and  that  the  prisnn  doctor  and  the 
prison  othcials  very  well  knew  the  state 
of  Mr,  O'Mahoney's  health.  I  offered  to 
hand  the  Chief  Secretary  copies  of  these 
certificates,  but  lie  declined  them,  and  1 
was  obliged  to  say  I  would  take  another 
Mr,  John  ffC minor 


opportunity    of    bringing    tJiera    to  hisi 
notice.     This  1  now  du.     Here  is  a  certi- 
ficate   signed     Philip     O'Flynu,     M.P., 
L.R.CRE.,  MJ{.C.S..— 

**  I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  attended  Mr-I 
J.  (>'Muhf>my  during  various  illnesaes  and  If 
consider  }iim  u  man  of  delicate  coosiitutionJ 
HiB  recent  attack  of  intluaiiza  lias  prostrated] 
bjm  much.  I  anw  him  on  the  day  of  hi*  ' 
removal  to  prison .  nod,  in  my  opinion,  h is  condi- 
tion was  so  weakly  as  to  rf'quire  very  carefol  ] 
treatment  and  a  nourishing  legiroen.** 

The  other  certificiite  is   signed   by   Dr. 
Thomas  J.  Cree,  of  Clonmel,  who  says — 

**  Of  Mr.  0*iIahnney*a  ordinary  condition  of  1 
health  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  speak.  Thw  " 
day  on  which  I  »aw  Mr  O'Mahoney,  the  dale 
of  which  T  now  forpct.  he  was  certainly  very  , 
lovr  and  sufferinj^  from  extreme  prostration^ 
which  generally  follows  a  bad  attack  of  tofla-^ 
enz;i.'' 

These    are    the   copies    of    two    o^rtifi-^ 
cates    which    I    offered     to    hand    tlie 
Chief  Secretary,  and  I  assert  they  wer 
in  the  hands  of  the  police,  and  that  theyj 
knew   the    state    of    Mr.    O'Mahouey'a 
health,  and  that  tho    Giovernor    of  the 
prison  and  the  doctor  must   have   beeal 
aware  of  it  when  the  right  hon.   Gentle- 
mau  aTJSwered  my  question  to  the  effect 
that  he  had   no   information   as   to  MrJ 
0*Mahoney*8      health     when      he     wasi 
outside.     Yet     this    gentleman,    accus-1 
tomed,  as  newspa|>er  editors  are,  to  night 
wurk|  and  to  the    treatment  people   en- 
gnged  as  they  are  require,  was  put   iutoi 
the  prison  at  Clonmel,  put  upon  a  plank  j 
bed,  and  obliged  to  eat  the  meagre   diet! 
of  a  convict,  although  he  was  prostrated  j 
by   illness ;    and   although   one   of    thej 
doctors*  evidently  of  eminence,  from  thol 
letters  to  his  name,  stated  the  cotiditioaj 
of  the  prisoner   ^vas  weakly,    so    as  to  I 
require  careful  treatment  and  a  nourish-! 
ing  regimen.     This  is  the  man  to   whomf 
you  gave  a  plank  bed,  a  meagre  diet,  audi 
confihement  in  a  narrow  cA\,  12  feet  by] 
six,  for  22  hours  out  of  the  24.     And  alll 
this  upon  the    word   of   the    doctor  ofl 
Clonmel  prison,  whoso  name   has   beenl 
often  mentioned  in  this  House,  and  whosdl 
character   for    sanity  is   not   very  welil 
established, 

Dh.  tanner  :  Mad  as  a  Marcli  hare« 
Mk.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  This  is  part  and 
parcel  of  the  manuer  in  which  Prison 
Authorities  in  Ireland  conduct  the 
administration  of  their  prisons,  and  appl 
the  rules  to  prisoners  under  the  Coercion! 
Act^  an  Act  which  I  hop^  the  Chief  Secro-J 
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tary  lias  f  ouud,  or  tiiat  he  will  soon  End,  it  is 
not  to  his  advantage  to  put  into  oparation. 
The  next  matter  I  must  bring  under  his 
notice  is  the  manner  in  which  his 
magistrates  in  Ireland  hav3  of  lata  begun 
toincita  the  police  to  commit  outragesupon 
the  people,  even  to  the  extent  of  taking  life. 
Now,  these  are  not  old  matters, old  friends, 
as  they  have  baen  called,  that  I  am  bring- 
ing under  notica.  The  name  of  Mr.  Cecil 
Roche  is  familiar,  and  the  discussion  of 
his  conduct  has  often  enlivened  the 
proceedings  in  this  Hous3,  but  never 
in  our  charge^  against  this  gentleman 
have  we  yet  accused  him  of  inciting 
to  violencd  and  murder.  We  have 
«hown  how  this  Resident  Magistrate 
has  occasionally  left  the  Bench  to  head  a 
poHce  charge,  using  his  blackthorn  on 
the  heads  of  the  paople,  and  then,  return- 
ing to  his  judicial  position,  has  sentenced 
the  unfortunate  parsons  his  men  have 
assaulted,  but  this  I  am  referring  to  is 
a  different  matter.  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  on 
December  17  last,  in  referring  to  the 
fihooting  of  a  young  man  in  a  district  of 
the  County  Cork,  said  that  he  agreed 
with  tha  sentenca  of  the  Court,  and  if 
in  any  other  civilised  country  in  the 
world  thesa  men  had  attacked  the 
ministers  of  the  law,  their  lives  might 
have  been  taken,  and  the  police  justified 
by  the  Government  in  taking  their  lives. 
This  statement  is  important,  when  taken 
in  connection  with  another  utteranca 
made  a  day  afterwards  by  the  Crown 
prosecutor  of  Tipperary,  Mr.  Bolton.  A 
young  man  had  been  shot  by  the  polica, 
and  Mr.  Bolton  said — 

"  Stones  were  deadly  weapons,  and  it  is  well 
to  let  the  public  know  if  the  constabulary  are 
driven  to  it  and  thnir  lives  are  in  peril  they 
were  justified  in  usins^  their  weapons  without 
reading  the  Riot  Act  and  without  the  order  of 
a  superior  officer.** 

This  is  the  way  in  which  the  polica  are 
incited  to  baton  and  even  to  kill  the 
people.  The  police  have  only  to  state 
that  their  lives  were  in  danger  in  order 
to  obtain  justification  for  anything  they 
might  do.  Mr.  Bolton  has  said  that 
stones  ara  deadly  weapons,  and  that  if  they 
are  thrown  at  the  polica  the  latter  may 
load  their  rifles  and  fire  without  reading 
the* Riot  Act  and  without  the  commalid 
of  a  superior  oflficer.  It  is  strange 
language  to  use,  for  it  justifies  the  police 
in  firing  down  a  crowded  street  if  only 
a  small  boy  has   thrown   a   stone  in  a 


spirit  of  mischiei  Such  language  used 
from  the  Bench,  or  by  a  man  in 
the  position  of  a  Crown  prosecutor,  is, 
I  unhesitatingly  say,  nothing  less  than  an 
incitement  to  crime,  violence,  and  murder. 
My  next  reference  is  to  the  case  of  the 
boy  Heffernane,  who  was  shot,  and  for 
whose  murder  a  coroner's  jury  brought 
in  a  verdict  against  a  district  inspector 
and  his  subordinate.  Mr.  Bolton 
said  that  he  hid  nothing  to  say 
against  the  verdict,  and  that,  in  all  his 
experience,  he  had  never  known  an 
inquiry  conductad  with  greater  ability 
and  impartiality  than  was  shown  by  the 
coroner.  Other  counsel  engaged  in  the 
case  concurred  in  this  opinion.  Yet  that 
verdict  remains  a  dead  letter,  and  the 
men  under  this  serious  imputation  walk 
the  streets  uncharged  and  unpunished, 
and,  perhaps,  even  they  are  marked  for 
reward,  as  was  the  case  with  the  Mitchels- 
town  police,  who  also  were  engaged  in 
taking  the  lives  of  people  they  ought  to 
have  protected.  Now,  I  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary,  I  ask  any  sensible  man  among 
those  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
how  can  it  be  expected  the  people  will 
have  any  respect  for  the  law  when  they 
see  the  misdeeds  of  officials  backed  up  in 
this  way,  when  verdicts  of  wilful  murder 
arrived  at  after  impartial  inquiry  are 
ignored  1  Why  does  not  the  Chief 
Secretary  follow  the  example  of  Lord 
Castleraagh  in  1798,  and  pass  a  Bill  of 
Indemnity  ?  He  would  then  avoid  our 
continual  referenca  to  these  topics.  Next, 
in  reference  to  decisions  of  these 
Resident  Magistrates  I  have  to  bring 
under  notice  the  treatment  of  my  Friend 
and  constituent,  Mr.  John  Cullinane. 
He  is  a  man  of  great  influence  in  the 
district  where  he  lives.  Time  after  time 
he  has  been  before  the  magistrates  and 
acquitted,  and  on  more  than  one  occasion 
the  magistrates  have  been  obliged  to  admit 
that  Mr.  Cullinane  assisted  in  keeping 
the  peace.  Yet  this  very  influence  he 
exercised  to  a  good  end  was  an  ofEence 
in  the  eyes  of  the  magistrates,  and  they 
sent  him  to  prison  at  last.  A  short  time 
ago  Mr.  Cullinane  was  engaged  in  aiding 
the  people  io  remove  their  furniture 
previously  to  eviction.  He  had  brought 
carts  and  horses  to  carry  out  his  meri- 
torious purpose.  For  this  he  was  tried 
by  two  Resident  Magistrates,  who  said 
that  though  the  meeting  was  not  un- 
lawful,   yet    there    was    an     excessive 
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gatlierint]:.  The  Removable,  Mr.  Irwin, 
delivered  a  decision  after  tlie  trial  in 
Tyliich  he  said — 

*' The  terror  resulting  from  an  assemblage  of 
this  kind  waa  not  Buflicietitl y  f?reat  to  justify 
them  ia  coming  to  the  cuncluaion  that  the 
niet'tinp  was  uulawful^  consequently  they 
would  diemi^  tho  eaao,  but  em  the  gathering 
waa  GxcessivQ — *' 

Note    this,    iirst   of  all    the   meeting  is 
"not  unlawful/'  and  is  therefore  lawful* 
but  it  is  excessive.     But  I  ask,  how  can 
there  be  an  excess  of  what  is  lawful  1 
For    bring^ing    together  this  lawful  ga- 
thering' Mr.    Cull  inane   was    ordered  to 
find  Recurity,  himself  in  XI 00  and  t^vo 
sureties  in  £50  eadi,  or  in  default  to  go 
to  prison  for  six  weeks.     Of  cour-ie,  Mr, 
Cullinane  chose  the  latter  alternative^  as 
the  magistrates  well  knew  he  would.    In 
fact^  the  vei^ict  amounted  to  this,  **  You 
are  not  guilt j,  but  guilty  or  not  you 
must    go     to    prison."      In    Tipperary, 
again,  15  young  men  wer^   tried    by   a 
Coercion  Court  for  assisting  in  a   riotous 
cheering  of  a  prisoner.     The  charge  was 
dismissed  against  one  of  tlie  jirisoners, 
but  w*ith  regard  to  the   14,   Mr.  Meldon, 
Ii,M.»   said   that   be  ctnild   not   convict 
them  of  riot,  but  >vuuld  urder  tliem  to 
find  bail  for  12  months  or  go  to  gaol  for 
two   months.      In    this   case,   as  in  the 
case  of  John   Cal (inane,  the  magistrates 
were  unable  to  Htid  a  conviction  against 
the  prisoners,  but  they  bmud  them  over 
to   bt?  of   good    behaviour,    and    so,    as 
finding  bail  for  gtxxl  bwdiaviour  is  in  the 
opinion  of  a  Tipperary  man  tantamount 
to  an   adiniiision  of  bad  behaviour,  like 
every     gO(»d     Irishman     in     such     cir- 
cum  stances       they       went     to       goal, 
though      they       wx^re      acquitted       of 
tlie     charges     brought     against     them. 
That  is  a -state  of  things  which  is  suffi- 
cient to  make  amairs  blood  boil.     What 
defence  has  the  rij^ht  liun.  Gentleman   tx3 
make  of  the  conduct   of  these  Resident 
Magistrates?     There  is  another  matter, 
to  wdiich  I  should  like  to  draw  attention 
and    that   is   a   casa    of    obstructing    a 
funeral   in  Tipperary,     The  obstruction 
of    which    1    complain   took    place    at 
Cashel,  and  was  ot  a  funeral  of  a  very 
respectable   man    named    Minchin,    who 
had  died  in  Dublin,  but  whose  body  whs 
removed  to   Cashel  for   interment.      It 
was     accompanied     from     tho    railway 
station  at  the  latter  place  by  relatives 
and   friends,   and   the   carriages  of   the 
Mr,  J.  0*  Con  nor 


lociil  gentry*  as  well  as  a  large  concourse 
of  townsmen,  to  the  cemetery.  Buk 
when  the  cori(ye  readied  the  churchyard 
the  head  constable  and  some  policemen 
rudely  pushed  back  certain  people  and 
allowed  only  thos3  whom  they  thought 
fit  to  enter.  No  explanation  has  yet 
been  given  of  this  extraordinary  pro- 
ceeding, nor  do  we  know  what  principle 
guided  the  policemen  in  their  selection 
of  those  who  were  to  enter  the  church- 
yard. I  want  to  know  what  justification 
thei'c  is  for  this  continuous  and  continual 
interference  with  the  function  of  burying 
the  dead  in  Ireland  ?  These  are  matter* 
which  the  Irish  ]ieoplo  hold  in  a  sacred 
light,  and  this  interference  is  resented 
by  them  in  the  strongest  possible  manner. 
I  condemn  it  us  a  petty  act  of  tyranny^ 
and  as  exaspemting  to  a  people  who  are 
already  di.scontented  with  your  rule.  1 
know  also  it  is  disgusting  your  own 
friends  in  Ireland  ;  it  is  destroying  thai 
moral  support  which  you  demand.  I 
know  very  well  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
dispenses  with  the  moral  support  of  the 
law,  and  prefers  to  depend  upon  Resident 
Magistrates  and  up^»n  |K>licemen  of  the? 
character  I  have  described.  I  promise  bin* 
tliat  he  will  find  that  bis  batons  and 
bayonets  will  not  enable  him  to  keep 
comfortably  in  powder  for  a  much  further 
period  of  time. 

(7.35.)     Du.  TANNER:   Those  who 
examine   the  items   of  this  Vote  cannot 
fail  to  be   surprised   that   the    two   first 
which   r^fer   to   Irelaud     show    a   very 
considerable    increase.     The    people    of 
Ireland      have     made     up    their    mind 
upon   one   thing,    and     that     is,    that  i 
although   they  get     a     good     deal     of 
coercion,   although   tliev   are   put   upon 
short  commons  in  the  Chief   Secretary**  ' 
gaols  and  supplied  with  plenty  of  biton 
and  bayonet  outside,  to   say   nothing   of 
buckshot  and  bnllets,  although  they  ob- 
tiiin  from  his  Reraoval^le  Magistrates  the 
injustice    which    those    officials   are   en- 
coura£red  by  the   Chief   Secretary  to   ad- J 
minister  to  the   people,  yet  they  cannot! 
consent  that  the  Chief  Secretary  himself 
should  be  better  paid  than  he  already  is» 
while  the  item  for  charitable  donations  ifti 
reduced,     I  admit  that  everybr»dy  shouldl 
be  paid  for  work  done  ;  but  1  do  suggest! 
that  the    right   hon.    Gentleman    might' 
spend  a  little  more  of  his  time  in  Ireland. 
He  shonld  go  aliout  the  country  and  make 
himself     perfectly      acquaint  td      with 
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matters    which    he  has   to    administer, 
because  then  he  might  adopt  a  different 
policy.     It  is  truly  lamentable   that  on 
the  few  occasions   which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  chosan  to  visit  the  Irish 
provinces  he  has  invariably  followed  the 
example  of  Nicodemus,  and  has  gone  by 
night.     Of  course,  under  such  circum- 
stances, we  can  expect  nothing  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman   but  a  benighted 
policy.     Should  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man hold  Office  much  longer  I  hope  he 
will  visit  the  South  and  theSouth-West  of 
Ireland,  and  I  assure  him  that  he  need  not 
be    afraid.      Now  I  wish  to  deal  with 
the  question  of   prison   treatment.     My 
hon.  Friend  who  last  spoke  put  it  clearly 
before  the  Committee  that  in  the  matter 
of  clothing  and  the  exercise  of  prisoners, 
and     the    barbarous    hair-cutting     and 
beard  and  moustache  clipping,  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  once  rejoiced, 
those  things  have  been   put  to  an  end ; 
and    anyone    who     has     any     informa- 
tion  at    all  as    to    the    state    of  pub- 
lic   opmion    will   know    at    once    that 
that     alteration      of      policy     is     due 
to  nothing  else  than  to  the  strong  feeling 
which  was  created  all  over  the  country 
by  the  exposure  of  the  practice.     Now  I 
have    had     some    experience    both     of 
Clonmel  Gaol  and  in  Galway  Gaol,  in 
which   bail    prisoners  and  untried  pri- 
soners are  allowed  to  retain  their  clothes. 
But  a  great  deal  of  difficulty  was  ex- 
perienced in  connection  with  the  prison 
administration   there,    because    it    was 
found  impossible  to  give  certain  prisoners 
their  full  time  of  exercise  as  allowed  by 
the  Rules.       During    my     sojourn    in 
Clonmel   Gaol  I  again  and  again  asked 
the  prison  doctor  for  an  extension  of  the 
two  hours  allowed  for  exercise,  and  at 
last  I  spoke  to  the  Governor  of  the  Gaol, 
who  said  it  was  practically  impossible  to 
grant  the  application  in  consequence  of 
the  creation  of  a  new  class  of  prisoners 
— men  who  were  imprisoned  under  the 
Coercion  Act,  and  who  required  a  por- 
tion of  the  ground  to  exercise  in,  because 
they  could  not  be  exercised  at  the  same 
time   Sbs  prisoners  convicted  under  the 
ordinary  law.       The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man occasionally  gets  up  and  tells  us 
that  no  new  class  of  prisoners  has  been 
created.  I  say  distinctly  and  deliberately 
that  there  has  been  a  new  class  created, 
and  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
he  can  refute  that  assertion  after  the 


statements  which  I  have  made  ?     Now, 
Sir,  the  hair-cutting  business    is    done 
away  with ;  but  I  believe  thai  that  change 
has  not  been  due  merely  to  the   outcry 
which  was  raised  by  the  treatment  of  the 
hon.  •  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork,  and  also  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  one  of  the  Divisions  of  Kil- 
dare.      The  reason  why  the  hair-cutting 
and  the  system  of  enforcing  the  use  of 
prison  clothing  was  changed  was  because 
certain  men,  who  had  been  proved  guilty 
of  gross  insurance  forgeries  in  Belfast, 
had  been  committed  to  Derry  Gaol,  and 
it   was  thought   that,  as   they  had  been 
Liberal     Unionists    and     organisers    of 
political   movements     friendly     to     the 
Government,  it  was  well  to  reward  them 
by  relaxing  the  Prison  Rules — allowing 
them  to  wear  their  clothes, and  relieving 
them   of  the    necessity    of    performing 
menial  offices  in  the  prison.     The  right 
hon.    Gentleman    once    made     a   state- 
ment in  this  House  that  bail  prisoners 
were     better     treated     than    first-class 
misdemeanants.        I     should     like     to 
ask    him    has    any    change  been  made 
in  the  Prison  Rules  with  regard  to  bail 
prisoners  since  he  made  that  statement? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  always  rash, 
and  occasionally  he  speaks  at  hap-hazard ; 
but   1  wish  that  before  he  made  thesj 
statements  he  would  take  the  trouble  to 
verify  the  facts.     While  1  was  in  prison 
I  tried  to  get  hold  of  the  Rules  bearing 
upon   the   treatment  of    first-class   mis- 
demeants,  in  order  that  I  might  compare 
them  with  those  affecting  bail  prisoners. 
I  was  refused  them  again  and  again,  but 
in  spite  of  all  that  I  was  able  to  secure 
a  copy,  and  I  found  a  very  considerable 
difference  in  the  method  of  treatment ;  first- 
class  misdemeanants  being  undoubtedly 
the  better  off.     For  instance,  they  are 
not  required  when  they  are  visited  by 
friends  to  go  into  the  "  cage,"  but  they 
are   allowed   to    see  their  visitors  in  a 
room.     They  can  also  get  an  extension  of 
the  hours  of  visiting.     I  must  say  I  am 
indebted  to  the  right   hon.    Gentleman 
for  the  rash  statements  he  occasionally 
makes ;  because  when  I  had  at  intervals 
an  altercation  with  the  Governor  of  the 
prison,  I  was  able  to  quote  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  words,  and   as  a   result   I 
invariably    succeeded    in    gaining     my 
point.     There    is   another   question    re- 
lating to  the  sanitary  condition  of  Clonmel 
Gaol  to  which  I  feel  bound  to  refer,  and 
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(kat  ia  in  reference  to  the  baths.     The 
right  hon.  jGrentleman,  in  answer  to  a 
•question  recently,  said  that  there  were 
four  baths  there ;  but  I  am  positive  that 
•during  my   detention    there   was  only 
one   toth   in   use,   although   ther3   was 
another   antediluvian  apparatus    which 
might  have  served  for  washing  a  racoon  or 
:any  other  dirty  animal,  but  which  could 
not  well  be  used  for  cleansing  human 
-creatures  even  of  the  worst  class.     One 
day  when  I  was  taking  exercise  I  saw 
t}Wo  of  the  warders  painting  up  an  old 
bath  in  a  scullery. in  the  dibused  female 
hospital,   and  when   I   asked  for   infor- 
mation as  to  what  they  were  doing,  I  was 
told  that  I  was  too  inquisitive  in  matters 
•of  prison  discipline.     I  venture  to  think 
that  what  was  then  being  done  was  only 
being  done  in  order  to  give  some  colour 
^  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  there  were  four  baths  in  the 
prison.     The  arrangements  in  that  gaol 
rare  certainly  conducive  to  the  spread  of 
loathsome   skin    diseases,    as    the    hon. 
•Gentleman   the  Member  for  Camborne 
found  to  his  cost.    But  I  am  glad  to  hear 
>that    four    new   baths   are   now    being 
erected.     I   know   that   the  right   hon. 
Gentleman   smiles    when    we   refer   to 
these  subjects,  and   that  he  meets   our 
complaints  with  gibes ;  but  I  can  venture 
to  tell  him  that  the   statements  which  I 
have    to-day   made  on   this  subject   are 
statements  which  I  am  enabled  ib  make 
from  facts  which  came  within  my  know- 
ledge during  my  incirceration  in  the  gaol. 
Z   would    ask   another    question    as    to 
the    treatment  of   certain  unfortunates. 
Is  it  or  is  it  not  the  casj  that  a  class  of 
people    known    as    epileptics    suffering 
frem  epileptic  fits  have  been  confined  in 
ordinary  cells  ;  and,  if  so,   why  has  such 
cruelty,   injustice,    and   barbarity    been 
practised  ?     I  remember  one  night  when 
the  chief  warder  was   going   the    round 
•of  the   gaol   in   which    I   was   confined, 
about  10  o'clock,  I  heard  a  frightful  row 
a  few  cells  off.     I  got  up  and  heard  the 
warders  outside  making  remarks  in  an 
undertone,  one  of  them  saying,   "  He  is 
•dead;   certainly   dead."      I   asked   what 
was   the  matter,  and  discovered  that  a 
man  had  been  found  in  an  epileptic  fit 
in  one  of  the  op|)osite  cells.     I  told  them 
if  they   would  allow  me  I  would  give 
every   assistance    in   my    power.      The 
answer  was,  "  Oh,  no,  that  cannot  be  done, 
we  shall  have  to  send  for  the  doctor." 
Dr.  Tanner 


Whether  they  sent  for  the  doctor  I  can- 
not say ;  but  1   will  say  this — that  the 
prisoner  in  question   had  been  interned 
in      that     gaol      on      more      occasions 
than  one ;  it  was  well-known  both  by  the 
doctor  and  the  Governor  of  the  gaol  that 
that  man  was  an  epileptic ;  and  we   all 
know — at   least   I    do,   speaking     as    a 
medical  man — that  one  of  the  dangers  of 
epilepsy  is  that  if  a  man  in  a  fit  turns 
on   his  face   in  bed   he   may  easily   be 
smothered.     Hard-hearted    and    callous 
as     the      right    hon.     Gentleman     the 
Chief  Secretary  may  be  in  other  matters 
I  certainly  hope  that  in  the  interests  of 
an  afflicted  class— afflicted  not  by  man 
but  by   the    Almighty — he   would   en- 
deavour to  do  all  that  within  him  lies  to 
prevent  any    untoward    occurrence    in 
connection  with  these  afflicted  creatures. 
I  think  he  would  be  taking  a  step  in  the 
right   direction   if    he     would    prevent 
epileptics   from   being   confined   in   any 
cell  without  a  companion.     I  know  there 
are  Prison  Bules  dealing  with  the  matter ; 
but  I  am  pointing  to  a  case  which  came 
under  my  own  notice.     These  men,  I  say, 
are  not  shut  up  in  cells  with  others,  as 
they   should   be,   and  I  sincerely  hope 
some     change   will    be    made    in    this 
arrangement.     At  an  inquest  held  within 
the  last  few  days  in  connection  with  an 
occurrence  in  a  Cork  gaol,  it  was  proved 
that  the  bells  were  not  worked  on  the 
ordinary  system.     The   prisoner  has  to 
pull  a  handle  and  let  it  go,  and  the  thing 
is  easily  put  out  of  order.     Many  of  the 
poor  prisoners  coming  from  the  country  do 
not  easily  learn  the  way  of  ringing  the  bell 
in  order  to  call  the  warder,  and  frequently 
have  to  remain   in  a   state    of    torture 
through  not  being  able  to  communicate 
with  him.     At   an  inquest  held   in  the 
County  Graol  yesterday  on  the  death  of 
John  Conolly,  of  Skibbereen,  it  appeared 
that  that  man,  when  the  police  went  to 
arrest  him,    could   not  be  removed  for 
three  days,  aud  the  doctor  attributed  his 
death  in  the  gaol  to  syncope,  the  chaplain 
stating    that    he    and    S3veral    of    the 
prisoners    confined    in    the    gaol    were 
unacquainted  with  the  use   of  the  bell. 
It   is  possible  that   had  he  been  able  to 
use    the   bell   ho  might  not  have  died. 
This   is   a  type  of  the  cases  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  do  well   to 
investigate.     With  regard  to   the  ques- 
tion of  ventilation  of  cells  in  Galway  and 
Clonmel  Gaols,  I  have  again  and  again 
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when  in  gaol  taken  the  opportunities 
afforded  me  of  calling  attention  to  the 
frightfully  bad  venti'ation  of  all  the  cells 
on  the  ground  floor.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said  the  ventilation  was 
in  perfect  condition  ;  but  we  have  heard 
this  evening  that  he  is  going  to  accept 
a  few  tips  which  I  thought  it  my  duty 
to  offer  in  connection  with  this  subject, 
and  that  a  considerable  sum  of  money 
is  to  be  spent  in  improving  the  ventila.- 
tion.  I  have  had  the  opportunity  of 
comparing  the  Clonrael  Gaol  with  that 
of  Galway,  and  the  comparison  is 
greatly  to  the  advantage  of  Galway. 
Most  of  the  calls  are  nearly  twice  as 
large,  and  in  case  I  have  to  go  to  gaol 
again  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  fact  that  the 
system  of  ventilation  in  Galway  Gaol  is  a 
^reat  deal  better  than  it  is  in  Clonmel. 
In  fact,  the  general  sanitary  arrange- 
ments in  Clonmel  are  simply  discreditable 
and  disgusting.  I  never  saw  anything 
worse,  not  even  in  that  badly-managed 
establishment,  the  Cork  Union.  I  spoke 
to  Dr.  He  witson  about  it  again  and  again ; 
he  is  an  ardent  supporter  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and,  of  course,  he  said 
the  system  .was  magnificent,  and  the 
poor  gentleman,  who  has  suffered 
from  the  hand"  of  Providence  the 
deprivation  of  his  senses  on  several 
occasions — having  been  confined  in  the 
District  Union  Asylum  at  Clonmel  not 
very  long  ago — saw  nothing  that 
appeared  to  him  to  be  wrong.  He 
asserted  that  there  was  nothing  that 
anybody  could  be  fed  on  that  was  better 
than  "  skilly  ;"  and  when  I  spoke  to  him 
of  the  plank  bed  he  said  nothing  could  be 
more  wholesome,  and  remarked  how 
often  it  happens  that  a  medical  man  who 
was  out  late  at  night  was  glad  to  get 
a  stretch  on  a  kitchen  table. 
In  fact  he  made  apologies  for  all  these 
things  in  a  manner  that  would  commend 
itself  strongly  to  the  intelligence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, so  that  I  should  not  wonder  to  hear 
of  his  advancement  to  a  better  position 
than  he  at  present  holds.  I  have  con- 
sidered it  ray  duty  to  offer  these  remarks 
as  to  Clonmel  Prison,  not  so  much  for  my 
own  sake  as  for  that  of  all  the  prisoners 
interned  there  from  time  to  time.  I 
look  at  it  merely  from  a  humanitarian 
point  of  view,  and  I  sincerely  hope  that 
the  disgusting  sanitary  arrangements  at 


that  gaol  will  speedily  be  remedied.  I 
had  intended  to  have  oflered  remarks  in 
regard  to  the  conduct  of  certain  magis- 
trates in  Ireland,  but  perhaps  some  of 
my  hon.  Friends  will  address  themselves 
to  that  point.  I  hope,  however,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  look  into  the 
conduct  of  one  of  the  Resident  Magistrates, 
namely,  Mr.  Butler,  who  was  recently 
turned  out  of  a  lodging  house  in  Cork, 
in  consequence  of  his  having — he,  being 
one  of  the  magistrates  appointed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  an  unmarried 
man — brought  home  disreputable  people 
during  the  night.  That  a  young  man 
recently  appointed  to  his  important 
position  in  my  own  constituency  should 
have  been  allowed  to  do  what  he  has 
been  doing,  and  doing  it  with  impunity, 
because  he  is  a  Resident  Magistrate,  is 
disgraceful  in  the  extreme.  As  to  the 
young  man  Gardner,  I  take  exception  to 
his  non-attendance  to  his  duties  in  the 
City  of  Cork.  I  took  exception  to  that  the 
year  before  last,  when  in  my  place,  after 
another  arrangement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  These  magistrates  may  well 
be  termed  irremovable.  It  was  my 
pleasure,  some  years  ago,  to  know  many 
of  those  resident  gentlemen  who  were 
Stipendiary  Magistrates  in  the  City  of 
Cork,  and  I  found  that  those  gentlemen 
always  attended  assiduously  to  the 
duties  of  their  ofiice  ;  but  with  regard  to 
this  irremovable  ma;^istrate,  I  find  that 
again  and  again  they  have  to  send 
constables  all  over  the  City  to  try  and 
find  some  other  magistrate  upon  the 
roster  to  attend  and  perform  the 
magisterial  duty  in  consequence  of 
the  absence  of  Mr.  Gardner.  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
inquire  into  the  condition  of  these  gaols, 
and  that  he  will  try  and  prevent  the 
action  of  this  man  Butler,  and  that  he 
will  restrain,  as  far  as  possible,  the  action 
of  the  police  in  Ireland.  I  recollect  the 
time  when  the  Irish  Constabulary  were 
not  known  as  the  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary, and  when  they  were  a  respectable 
body  of  men.  All  that  has  been  changed. 
As  a  medical  man  in  Cork,  I  have  had 
opportunity  of  becoming  acquainted  with 
all  classes,  and  I  have  learnt  that  the 
constabulary  have  become  debased  beyond 
comprehension.  Promotion  is  granted 
for  illegal  action,  and  you  have  District 
Inspector  Milling  promoted  for  breaking 
the    head   of   an   hon.   Member   of   this 
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House.  Then  you  have  the  crime  of 
murder  passed  over  liy  Mr.  Carter, 
whom  I  certainly  nither  liked,  and  about 
whom  I  do  not  wish  to  speak  itMi  slrangly. 
It  is  possible  that  the  crime  was  not 
murder,  and  was  capable  of  being  reduced. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  aj>proves  the 
action  of  all  bis  subordinates,  from  the 
sub-eous table  to  the  lietwi  county  in- 
spector of  the  force,  which  is  against  the 
people.  By  such  a  policy  the  Royal 
Irish  Coustabukry,  in  having  to  iiitfict 
injustices  and  cruelties  upon  the  p^^ople, 
are  degraded  and  debased.  I  sincerely 
hope  that  this  state  of  affairs  will  very 
soon  come  to  an  end.  It  has  been  my 
fortune  to  see  the  system  initiated  and 
completed,  bat  even  the  police  them- 
selves, many  of  them,  would  b^*  ghid  to 
throw  down  their  uniforms  and  guns  if 
they  could  rely,  which  they  cannrtt,  on 
getting  employment  in  other  ways. 
Those  who  have  left  have  been  compelled 
to  emigrate^  as  many  driven  from  tlieir 
native  land  have  done  before  them.  Such 
is  the  extraordinary  siat^  into  which  Ire- 
htnd  has  been  plunged  by  the  mal- 
administration of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  hope  the  time  may  Ikj  s<>m 
reached  when  we  will  have  no  more  of 
these  cruelties  inflicted  ujron  the  Irish 
]>eople,  and  when  the  Chief  Secretary 
will  be  sorry  for  all  the  trouble  he  has 
caused  in  Ireland. 

(8.20.)  Mfi.  W,  REDMOND  (Per^ 
managh,  N,) :  The  other  night,  Mr, 
Courtney,  in  the  al>sense  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  called  atten- 
tion to  certain  questions  with  regard 
to  the  Government  of  Ireland,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  at  that 
time  represented  the  Irish  Onveminent. 
On  that  occasion  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  speaking  of  the  debate,  said 
some  time  had  been  wasted.  I  have  no 
doubt  an  inclination  may  b.*  felt  to  make 
the  same  remark  to-night,  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  these  are  the  only 
opportunities  of  bringing  our  complaints 
under  the  notice  of  those  who  are 
reS|ionsible  for  the  Government  of  Ire- 
larid.  I  do  not  know  how  it  used  to  be 
in  years  gone  by,  but  I  know  that  now 
the  representatives  of  Ireland  are  the 
last  persons  to  be  taken  into  the  confidence 
of  Ministers  when  th::!y  are  dealing  with 
Ireland.  I  do  not  know  whether  Irish 
Conservative  Members  have  opportunities 
of  bringing  their  grievances  under  the 
Dr,  Tanner 


notice  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  getting"! 
them  redi-ess-d,  but  I  know  that,  as  far- J 
as    we   are    concerned,  we    liave    abso- 
lutely   no    opportunities     of     bringin^l 
ct:implaints   forward  except  such    as  we  J 
can  secure  in   this   House  from  time  to  [ 
time.       It  must   bd    remembered    that  I 
during   the  past    few  years   some  very 
extraordinary  things  have  occuri*ed  with  ' 
regard     to     Irish    prisons*        My    hon. 
Friend  the  Metnber  for  Curk  cited  th^  | 
c^ise  of  a  prisoner  who  w«s  found  dead  in 
his  cell  when  the  warder    unlocked  the 
door.     A  very  short  time  ago  two  men, 
who    were   confined   for   a  considerable 
period  in   Galway  Prison,    died  shortly 
after  their  release.  One  man  died  within  [ 
24   hours — certainly    48    houi'S — of  hm\ 
release  from    prison.       The  right   hon  J 
Gentleman   cannnt  forget    that  another 
cfist*  occurred  in  Kilkenny  Prison,  where  I 
an  unfortunate  man  who  came  from  the 
county    Galway,   and    who    went    into] 
prisfin  as  a  strong  and  healthy  x>easant»  J 
was  found  dead  in  his  prison  cell  in  the] 
morning  when  the  warder  went  to  call 
him  to  come  to  exorcise.     At  the  present 
time   an  inquest   is  being  held    in  the  . 
County  Cork  into  the  death  of  a  mAof 
who  had  been  in  prison  for  two  monthaj 
in  Clonmel,  and  who  died  within  a  veryj 
short  time  of  his  release.     Then  we  had] 
the    case  of  Mr.    Mandeville^   who  un- 
doubtedly   died    from     the     effects    ot 
the  treatment    he    received    in    prison. 
Hcjwcver  yon  may  deny  the   facts,   the] 
IrtsVi    representatives    are    justified    m\ 
occupying  not  only  hours,  but  days   of 
the  time   of  this  House   in   demanding 
inquiry  into  these  matters.    I  will  say  no 
more  about    the    eanitary    condition    of, 
these  prisons,  but  will  simply  point  to  the 
fact  of   the    two  deaths  in  prison,   and' 
several  deaths   of  prisoners    soon    after 
their   release,    and   say    that     you    are  J 
bound  t«.^  make  some  inquiry,   and   pay  I 
uvery  possible  attention    to  the  represen- 
tations of  Irish  Members  in  tliis  House 
in  regard  to  the  Hiatters  comptiined  of  J 
The  Chief  Secretary  was  not  present  the! 
otlier  night  when    I  called  attention 
the  unvvarrant^ible  and  mean  interference 
of  the  Government  "^ith  the  public  Pree 
nf  Ireland.     The  Attorney  General    for 
Ireland    was    present,     but     he     could 
not      very      well     reply     on      mattersii 
which    related    to   the    Chief  Secretar 
himself      1   cited  ca^es  in  which  news 
paper  editors,  to  the  number  of  15  or  18J 
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were  sent  to  prison  for  publishing  in  their 
papers  matters  which  have  always  been 
regarded  as  items  of  public  intelligence. 
The  Chief  Secretary  considered  the 
matter  of  sufficient  importance  to  write  a 
letter  of  some  length  to  a  daily  news- 
paper in  this  City.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  that  letter  denied  my 
statement  that  editors  were  sent  to 
prison  for  publishing  in  their  newspapers 
items  of  intelligence.     He  said — 

"I  will  take  the  case  of  one  newspaper 
editor  in  Ireland  who  was  sent  to  prison ;  and, 
by  dealing  with  this  one  case,  I  will  be  able  to 
iUostrate  the  action  of  the  Government  in  all 
the  other  newspaper  prosecutions  of  which  Mr. 
Redmond  complained.*' 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  deny 
that  the  case  to  which  he  called  attention 
does  not  illustrate  the  case  of  the 
other  newspaper  editors.  This  par- 
ticular editor  had  published  two 
articles,  in  which  two  men  were 
particularly  named  and  held  up  to 
public  reprobation.  These  men  so  men- 
tioned were  not  visited  with  outrage  of 
any  kind.  No  result  whatever  followed 
the  mention  of  their  names  in  these 
articles.  What  I  find  fault  with  is  this, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  led  the 
public  of  this  country  to  believe  as  dis- 
tinctly as  he  conld  that  this  case  which 
he  quoted  was  representative  of  the  other 
newspaper  cases.  I  gave  in  my  reply 
the  date  of  the  charges  and  the  sen- 
tences imposed,  and  out  of  those  14  cases 
there  were  only  three,  including  that 
mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  could  be  said  to  be  even  remotely 
like  that  case.  In  every  other  instance 
these  newspaper  editors  were  sent 
to  prison  for  publishing  items  of  public 
news.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  reply  to  my  second  letter,  and  I  think 
I  am  entitled,  and  the  public  are  entitled, 
to  get  from  him  some  explanation  of  the 
fact.  I  selected  one  case  as  representative 
of  the  others,  and  was  able  to  prove 
it — whereas  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  been  able  to  prove  his  case.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  to-morrow  it  will  be 
charged  against  me  that  I  am  obstructive 
in  making  these  observations — indeed,  I 
expect  that  before  long  some  one  will  get 
up  on  the  Government  Bench  and  com- 
plain of  waste  of  time.  But  I  would 
remind  right  hon.  Gentlemen  that  I  am 
speaking  of  the  cases  of  from  15  to  18 
proprietors  and  editors   of  Irish  news- 


papers who  have  been  sent  to  prison,  and 
who  in  prison  have  been  treated  like  the 
commonest  criminals  ef  the  land — who 
have  been  in  many  cases  put  on  bread 
and  water  because  they  refused  to  walk 
side  by  side  with  the  worst  ruffians  in 
our  gaols.  I  would  ask  the  House  to 
form  some  idea  of  what  public  opinion 
in  England  would  be  if  the  editors  of  18 
influential  British  papers  were  put  in 
gaol.  Why,  if  such  a  thing  happened 
here,  instead  of  a  few  hours'  debate  you 
would  have  an  agitation  from  one  end  of 
the  country  to  the  other,  which  would 
compel  the  Government  in  a  very  short 
space  of  time  to  reconsider  their  policy 
of  attacking  the  Press  in  a  wholesale 
manner.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that^ 
the  majority  of  these  Irish  editors  were 
imprisoned  for  publishing  resolutions  of 
branches  of  the  National  League — reso- 
lutions that  were  said  to  be  of  an  intimi- 
datory  character.  As  to  that  I  com- 
pletely deny  that  the  resolutions  were 
of  an  intimidatory  character.  I  challenge 
investigation.  I  assert  that  no  crime  fol- 
lowed in  the  track  of  the  publication  of  the 
resolutions,  the  counties  in  which  the 
newspapers  containing  them  were  circu- 
lated being  amongst  the  most  peaceful 
in  Ireland.  In  counties  like  Wexford 
and  Waterford — where  the  Judge  of 
Assize  has  been  presented  with  white 
gloves  because  there  was  absolutely  not 
a  single  criminal  to  try — newspaper 
editors  have  been  arrested  and  imprisoned 
by  two  Resident  Magistrates  withoui 
such  an  appe»l  to  a  jury  as  was  allowed 
an  English  editor  a  short  time  ago  for  a^ 
libel  upon  a  nobleman.  I  maintain  that 
if  the  Government  regarded  the  resolu- 
tions published  of  these  Irish  editors  as 
of  an  intimidatory  character,  their  busi- 
ness was  not  to  attack  the  journalistB 
who  only  discharged  a  public  duty,  bu-t 
to  prosecute  the  proposers  and  seconders 
of  the  resolutions,  the  chairmen  of  the 
meetings  at  which  they  were  passed,  and 
the  people  on  the  platforms.  The  Govern- 
ment, however,  prefer  to  attack  the 
newspapers,  and  I  maintain  that  if  the 
Government  attempted  to  do  such  a 
thing  in  England,  their  action  would  not 
!  be  tolerated  by  public  opinion  for  a 
!  moment.  And  are  Irish  Members  to  be 
'  accused  of  obstruction  because  they  refer 
to  cases  like  this  ?  Such  accusations  are 
enough  to  disgust  Irish  Members  with 
coming  to   this  place.      As  to  the  case 
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of  Mr.  Walsh,  who  happens  to  have  been 
appointed  Mayor  of  Wexford  for  the 
second  or  third  time,  I  would  point  out 
that  that  gentleman,  who  represents 
nine-tenths  of  the  people  of  the  whole 
county,  was  imprisoned  for  publishing, 
without  a  word  of  comment,  a  resolution 
passed  by  a  branch  of  the  National 
League.  In  prison  this  gentleman 
was  treated  like  the  commonest 
criminal  in  the  country — ^and  1  should 
like  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  how  he 
expects  to  conciliate  the  people  of  Ireland 
and  make  them  satisfied  with  the  present 
system  of  Government,  when  he  treats 
in  this  way  a  man  like  the  Mayor  of 
Wexford?  What  did  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant do  after  Mr.  Walsh  was  discharged 
from  prison  ?  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  at  this 
period— 9.15 — left  the  House.]  I  see 
the  Chief  Secretary  going  away.  I  will 
not  make  complaint  of  that,  further  than 
to  say  that  the  mattars  I  am  dealing 
with  relate  to  the  personal  action  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  that  I  deem  it 
.necessary  to  say  what  I  have  to  say  in 
his  presence.  The  Irish  Attorney 
General  gave  me  an  answer  on  these 
matters  the  other  day — a  very  straight- 
forward answer  from  his  point  of  view — 
but  I  was  not  satisfied  with  it,  and  I 
desire  to  have  a  reply  from  the  Cliief 
Secretary.  I  will  take  an  opportunity  of 
continuing  my  observations  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  comes  back — and 
I  hope  the  Committee  will  acquit  me  of 
blame  in  having  to  make  a  second  speech. 
If  I  speak  again,  it  will  simply  be  because 
the  Chief  Secretary  did  not  do  me  the 
courtesy  of  remaining  in  his  place  to 
hear  what  I  had  to  say  in  regard  to 
him. 

(9.16.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
were  not  present ;  House  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

(9.18.)  Mr.  BLANE  :  The  details  of 
this  Vote  ought  to  be  publicly  stated 
for  the  instruction  of  tiie  people.  It 
seems  that  ^300,000  are  now  required 
for  the  police  in  Ireland  as  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate,  plus  £20,000  for 
the  Dublin  police.  The  Irish  Con- 
stabulary is  an  armed  force  main- 
tained in  defiance  of  the  Mutiny  Act. 
In  England  you  will  not  allow  any 
armed  force  to  exist  unless  it  comes 
under  the  provisions  of  that  Act ;  but  in 
Ireland  this  enormous  armed  force  does 
Mi\  W,  Redmond 


exist,  and  does  not  come  under  the 
Mutiny  Act.  The  taxpayers  of  this 
kingdom  are  compelled  to  pay  actually 
32  times  the  amount  for  the  Irish  police 
that  they  pay  as  a  Supplementary  Vote 
for  the  English  police,  £10,000  being 
sufficient  for  the  English  Supplementary 
Estimate.  The  large  constabulary  army 
in  Ireland  is  not  a  police  force,  and 
never  has  been,  for  it  is  impossible  to 
say  that  men  armed  with  breechloaders 
and  bayonets  are  police.  I  find  also 
that  whilst  £320,000  is  required  for  the 
policing  of  the  people,  only  £260,000  is 
required  as  a  Supplementary  Vote  for 
the  education  of  the  people.  To  turn  to 
another  item,  whilst  prisons  in  Scotland 
cost  £15,000,  the  Irish  prisons  cost  just 
double  that  amount,  although  there  is 
less  crime  in  Ireland  than  in  Scotland. 
What  crime  there  is  in  Ireland  arises 
out  of  the  riots  which  the  constabulary 
get  up  themselves.  Another  significant 
item  in  the  Vote  is  that  relating  to 
law  charges  for  criminal  prosecutions. 
These  charges,  together  with  mis- 
cellaneous expenses,  in  England  amount 
to  only  £20,000,  whilst  in  Ireland  they 
reach  £35,000.  These  charges  would  not 
be  half  as  large  but  for  the  fact  that  the 
police  force  is  wielded  by  a  class  which 
absolutely  refuses  to  pay  one  penny 
towards  its  maintainance.  In  every  pipe 
of  tobacco,  in  every  cup  of  coffee,  tea,  or 
cocoa,  the  working  classes  pay  for  the 
maintainance  of  Uiat  force,  whilst  the 
ground  landlords  completely  escape  their  ^ 
share  of  the  charge. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order. 

Mr.  BLANE  :  I  will  not  pursue  that 
subject  further  because  I  am  sure  I  am 
treading  on  delicate  ground. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  out  of  order  altogether.  The  only 
question  to  be  considered  is  the  amount 
of  pay. 

Mr.  BLANE:  If  any  value  were 
obtained  for  the  money.  I  would  not 
raise  any  objection  to  this  Vote,  but  we 
get  no  value  for  the  money.  There  is  a 
class  in  Ireland  which  does  not  care  how 
much  is  spent  upon  the  constabulary, 
because  having  their  sons  in  the 
constabulary  they  have  an  interest  in 
drawing  largely  upon  this  Vote.  I 
suppose  there  was  no  greater  scandal 
than  occurred  the  other  evening  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  when  I  saw  a  lot  of 
wooden-headed   barristers    rushing  into 
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the  House  because  they  heard  a  judge 
was  dead,  and  they  wanted  either  to 
supplant  him  or  to  get  subordinate 
places.  I  met  one  of  them  who 
was  hurrying  so  fast  in  St.  Stephen's 
Hall  that  he  struck  me  in  the  stomach. 
Lst  me  draw  attention  to  the  use  to 
which  the  constabulaiy  is  put  in  criminal 
prosecutions.  I  have  drawn  attention 
two  or  three  times  to  the  case  in  which 
two  or  three  police  fired  upon  a  number 
of  men  upon  Lough  Neagh,  and  put  a 
bullet  through' their  boat.  When  the 
men  remonstrated  with  them  one  of 
them  raised  his  rifle  and  said  he  would 
shoot  him  to  hell  if 'he  gave  him  any  in- 
sult. The  police  robbed  the  poor  fisher- 
men of  their  fish,  and,  when  the 
aggrieved  persons  went  before  the 
magistratas,  they  were  invited  to  make 
aflBdavits,  and  the  police  wera  arrested 
by  b3ing  simply  touched  on  the  shoulder 
by  a  sup3rior  officer,  and  were  then 
allowed  to  have  a  day*s  holiday.  That 
is  not  how  the  Irish  Members  are 
arrested.  I  myself  was  dragged  out  of 
bed  in  the  middle  of  the  night  when  I 
was  arrested.  Well,  the  Attorney 
General  did  not  direct  Mr.  Munro  to 
prosecute  the  police  who  had  been  guilty 
of  the  outrage  on  Lough  Neagh,  and 
the  cas3  fell  through.  The  Attorney 
General,  however,  directed  these  poor 
men  to  be  prosecuted  for  perjury.  WTien 
the  men  wera  fired  at  the  Crown 
Solicitor  was  absent,  but  when  they 
were  to  be  prosecuted  for  perjury  he 
was  not  absent.  The  men  were  dragged 
about  from  one  place  to  another  by  the 
police,  but  notwithstanding  the  way 
they  were  treated  they  were  unable  to 
get  any  redress  what3ver.  The  only 
thing  I  can  attributs  this  to  is  that  I 
happened  to  put  a  question  here  on  the 
subject,  and  immediately  a  prosecution 
was  proceeded  with.  Now,  I  happened 
to  go  down  to  that  prosecution.  One 
witness  for  the  police  was  a  civilian  and 
he  was  in  charge  of  the  constabulary, 
and  this  very  man  I  saw  the  police  bring 
out  of  a  public-house  drunk.  The  police 
made  him  drunk  so  that  the  magistrates 
would  not  examine  him,  and  I  say  this 
was  intentional  so  that  at  the  Assizes  he 
should  not  be  crOss-examined  upon  his 
depositions.  It  must  have  been  so, 
for  he  had  no  means  of  getting 
drunk  but  by.  the  connivance  of 
the     police.     We    can    get   no   redress 


for  thes3  things ;  we  raise  our  voicss 
here,  and  we  are  met  with  the  pharge 
of  obstruction  to  business.  It  is  a 
charge  that  does  not  annoy  me  very 
much,  but  far  graver  is  the  charge  of 
obstruction  we  make  against  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland,  that  they  use  all  the 
forces  at  their  command  to  obstruct  the 
course  of  justice.  Here  we  vote  large 
sums  for  the  pay  of  Crown  prosecutors, 
but  no  assistance  do  the  poor  people  get 
against  the  tyranny  to  which  they  are 
subjected  ;  on  the  contrary,  the  power  of 
administration  is  used  against  them. 
Conceive  how  difEerent  would  have  been 
the  proceedings  had  these  poor  men  been 
in  a  boat  on  the  Thames.  I  •  may  say 
this  is  no  question  of  Party  feeling ;  I  did 
not  even  know,  when  I  interested  my- 
self in  the  cas3,  if  these  men  were 
Nationalists  or  not.  Whatever  they 
were  they  should  not  have  been  fired  at. 
Unfortunately  we  cannot  prevent  these 
things  in  Ireland  ;  all  we  can  do  is  to 
protest  in  this  feeble  sort  of  way  against 
such  misconduct  on  the  part  of  officials. 
*(9.35.)  Mr.  WEBB  (Waterford, 
West)  :  Though  I  had  no  intention  of 
speaking,  after  what  has  been  said  by  my 
hon.  Friends,  I  feel  I  ought  not  to  let 
the  Motion  pass  without  a  few  words. 
Familiar  as  wo  may  be  with  these 
occurrences  in  Ireland,  they  acquire  a 
great 3r  importance  when  urged  as  they 
havebeenby  myhon.  Friends  in  this  House. 
We  are  often  twitted  in  Ireland  with 
a  desire  to  go  back  upon  the  past ;  but 
bad  and  sad  as  the  past  has  been,  I  find 
enough  to  concern  myself  with  in  the 
condition  of  Ireland  in  my  own  time. 
Certainly  in  the  mode  in  which  we  are' 
governed  and  the  exasperating  things 
that  are  said  by  those  who  govern  us 
and  in  the  action  of  the  police,  there  is 
enough  to  account  for  any  wild  and 
exaggerated  talk  that  may  prevail.  One 
illustration  I  may  give  as  a  sample 
of  what  is  done  to  embitter  national 
feeling,  and  that  was  the  reference  to 
Father  M*Fadden  having  occupied  a 
prison  cell  as  a  suggestion  to  account  for 
the  state  in  which  the  next  prisoner  soon 
found  himself.  Such  utterances  inflame 
passion,  and  I  certainly  think  when  the 
Chief  Secretary  permits  himself  to  make 
such  observations  in  reference  to  a  man 
loved  and  respected  by  the  many  who 
knew  him  it  shows  how  little  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    is     sensible     of    the 
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responsibility  of  his  position,  Eeallj 
he,  perhaps,  has  litUe  responsibility,  for 
ivhon  tho  cliange  of  Government  comes 
he  has  but  to  take  his  hat  and  leave  the 
country,'  clear  of  the  effects  of  his  con- 
duct ;  but  for  us  who  have  to  stand  by 
our  country,  it  is  a  grave  prospect  to  con- 
template when  we  shall  luive  admin  isinv 
tioi)  |iut  into  our  hands.  As  a  Nationalist 
I  often  feel  the  future  to  be  serious  when 
Iisee  the  terrible  difficulties  being  created 
under  the  present  system.  When  I  was 
3^ounger  I  looked  forward  with  joy  and 
hopa  to  that  change  that  must  come 
sooner  or  later,  but  now  I  look  for- 
ward witb  a  feeling  of  the  deepeat 
I'esponsibility  and  something  of  dread  to 
the  task  laid  upon  us  of  bringing  back 
things  to  a  normal  condition.  Meanwhile, 
we  can  only  talk  here  ;  that  is  our  only 
means  of  influence.  When  I  look  round 
this  beautiful  chamber  and  think  of  the 
perfect  arrangements  of  this  stately 
building,  1  feel  it  was  never  built  for 
the  discussion  of  the  subjects  Irish 
Members  are  often  obliged  to  bring  for. 
ward;  and  I  trust  the  time  will  come 
before  very  long  when  such  minor 
matters  will  be  relegated  to  another 
Asscttibly,  leaving  this  House  free 
to  discuss  the  Imperial  a&irs  of 
this  great  Empire.  The  position 
and  the  crmduct  of  the  police  in 
Ireland  inevitably  come  before  us  on  this 
Vote.  I  must  say  I  pity  more  tlian  I 
blame  the  police  because  of  the  tsr- 
rible  position  in  which  they  have 
been  placed.  Nothing  strikes  an  Irish- 
man more  than  the  difference  in  the 
position  of  the  police  here  and  at  home. 
Though  in  Ireland  I  endeavour  to  do  my 
duty  as  a  citizen,  I  am  regarded  as  a 
suspected  person  ;  here  the  police  are 
the  friends  of  the  people,  and  together 
they  assist  in  keeping  good  order.  In 
Ireland  the  police  are  exi>osedtt3  temj>ta- 
tions  such  as  no  men  should  be  subjected 
to,  I  mean  the  temptation  of  having 
promotion  dependent  upon  the  success 
with  which  they  carry  out  certain  prose- 
cutions. This  was  forcibly  brought  before 
me  in  relation  to  a  case  I  had  occjision 
to  take  up  some  years  ago^— the  Cross  ma- 
gi en  case,  in  which  a  number  of  persons 
were  condemned  to  long  terms  of 
imprisonment  on  utterly  insufficient 
evidence  before  packed  juries.  The 
evidence  was  almost  entirely  police 
evidence^  and  the  police  were  pro- 
Mr\  Webb 


moted     after     the    conviction    of     thel 
pri.soners.     In  this  connection  there  are  | 
two  matters  I  wish  to  refer  to  :  and,  fii-st, 
to  the  character  of    the  men  who   ax"e 
opposing  the  pohcy  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tnry  in  Tipperary.     I  was  there  a  few 
days  ago,  and  I  brought  away  a  strong  1 
impreasion  of  these  men.     They  are  not 
light-hearted,  ardent  young  men  ;    they  ' 
are    grave,  responsible  men»  who,   in  a  j 
proper  state  of  society,  would  be  at  the 
head  of  local  government  and  m  com- 
mand   of     the    police    I'ather    than    in 
opposition  to  them.     The  Chief  Secretary 
is  in  a  most   unfortunate    position.     In  | 
Ireland  the  official  classes  are  so  numerous  ' 
and  extensive  that  they  completely  shut  | 
out  the  Viceroy  and  the  Chief  SecretAry 
from  ascertaining  the  just  wishes  of  the 
Irish  people.      Their  interest   being   to  \ 
sustain  the  present  state  of  things,  they 
imbue  the  Chief    Secretary  with    false 
notions  of  government.     I  was  piirticu- 
larly  stinick  by  this  fact  while  recently 
looking  over  the    Memoirs  of  the  Earl  , 
of   CaHisU.       He    was    a     man    influ- 
enced   by   the  best  desires,    his    name 
honourably     connected     with     many    a 
good  work  ;  but  as  I  read  the  book   I 
see  how    he   was   surrounded   by,    and 
entirely    surrendered    hunself    to,    the , 
official  classes.    Then,  as  now,  there  were 
great  leaders  of   public   opinion   in  the  I 
cimntry ;  but  the  I^arl  of    Carlisle  waa 
completely  shut  ofi    from  these  as  the 
Chief  Secretiry  is  now.     It  is  with  great 
diffidence  I   make  these  remarks.     We 
are  blamed   for  taking  up  time  ;  but  we  j 
must  do  it,  out  of    the  fulness  of   our] 
hearts  we  ^eak.     It  is  impressed  inta  j 
our  very  being,  and  sure  I  am  that  were 
an  attempt  made   to  govern  England  as 
Ireland   is  governed  no    other    busiueas 
would  l^e  done  here  until  a  change  were  \ 
effected, 

(9.48.)  Mb.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  really 
do  not  know  wliat  to  say,  for  we  Irish 
Members  are  in  an  extremely  difficult  j 
position  owing  to  the  action  of  the  Chief  j 
Secretary.  He  certainly  rose  to  reply  to] 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tip-  [ 
pei'ary,  and  I  asked  him  to  allow  me  to] 
sppak  first  in  oi^der  that  he  might  bel 
saved  the  trouble  uf  making  two! 
spet*ches,  and  that  he  might  reply  to  mel 
at  the  same  time,  I  yjCMuted  out  that  ij 
wished  to  refer  to  matters  personal  to] 
himself,  and  I  am  certain  he  does  not  J 
wish  to  evade  giving  me  a  reply* 
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•The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  I  have  no  doubt 
he  will  offer  some  explanation,  but  it  is 
an  aggravating  thing  that  when  we  are 
making  a  statement  to  which  we  have  a 
right  to  expect  a  reply,  you  should  get 
up  and  walk  out. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order  ! 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  remember  that  I 
commenced  my  speech  by  saying  that  I 
wished  to  refer  to  matters  personal  to 
himself.  The  Attorney  General,  it  is 
true,  remained  here,  but  he  could  not 
reply  for  the  action  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
in  reference  to  the  matter  of  Press  pro- 
secutions. I  do  not  wish  to  go  over 
what  I  said  while  the  Chief  Secretary 
had  left  the  House,  but  I  must  remind 
him  that  the  first  point  to  which  I  should 
like  an  answer  is  with  regard  to  the  Press 
prosecutions  in  Ireland.  The  cases  given 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  in  illustration  do 
not  represent  the  ordinary  ones  that 
occurred,  because  there  was  editorial 
matter  in  the  one  case  and  not  in  the 
others.  The  second  point  has  reference 
to  the  condition  of  prisons,  and  I 
pointed  out  that  the  number  of  deaths 

were  sufficient  to  justify  me 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  beg  the  hon. 
Member's  pardon,  but  I  had  the  honour 
of  listening  to  all  this  part  of  his 
statement. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  not  have  gone  out  in 
the  middle  of  my  speech.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  may  laugh,  and  I  will 
proceed  no  further,  leaving  the  Com- 
mittee to  say  whether  in  this  matter  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  treated  me  with 
the  consideration  a  Minister  ought  to 
show  towards  a  Member  trying  to  do  his 
duty.  The  portion  of  my  speech  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  do  me 
the  lionour  to  listen  had  reference  to 
what  I  must  unquestionably  call  the 
murder  of  the  boy  Heffernan  in  Tippe- 
rary  brought  under  notice  by  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor),  whose  personal 
concern  it  was  as  Member  for  the  division. 
My  hon.  Friend  pointed  out  that  a  verdict  of 
wilful  murder  was  returned  by  a  Coroner's 
jury  against  two  police  officers,  but  that 
they  have  not  been  brought  to  trial. 
This  is  not  a  singular  case,  for  time  after 
verdicts   of  wilful   murder    have    been 


given  against  the  police,  and  they  have 
been  allowed  to  go  free.  In  Heffernan's 
case  not  a  single  policeman  received  the 
slightest  injury,  and  there  was  no  excuse 
for  men  who  were  in  no  danger  or  peril 
of  their  lives  wildly  firing  into  a  crowd. 
I  am  not  here  to  say  whether  stones  were 
thrown  or  .not ;  but  this  I  say,  without 
fear  of  contradiction,  that  no  policeman 
received  the  slightest  injury,  and  there 
was  no  justification  for  firing  rifle  shots 
down  the  street  with  the  result  that  a 
poor  boy  was  brought  dying  to  his  mother, 
saying  with  his  dying  breath  forgive  these 
men.  While  policemen  are  allowed  to 
shoot  people  in  the  streets  and  are  not  re- 
buked and  brought  to  trial,  the  Irish  people 
will  ever  be  in  a  condition  of  discontent. 
Then  there  was  the  occasion  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  went 
to  Tipperary  for  the  purpose  of  attending 
the  funeral  of  the  brave  young  man  who 
had  taken  a  good  part  in  public  affairs. 
The  funeral  was  also  attended  out  of 
respect  for  the  deceased  by  large  num- 
bers of  people,  but  the  Resident  Magis- 
trate professed  to  believe  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  was  going 
to  hold  a  meeting  and  cause  a  disturbance. 
A  large  force  of  police  was  sent  to  attend 
the  funeral.  Now,  the  people  of 
Tipperary  are  a  hot-blooded  people, 
easily  roused  and  excited  by  acts  of 
injustice  ;  and  if  there  is  one  thing  more 
sacred  than  another  in  Ireland,  and 
especially  in  that  county,  it  is  the  last 
rites  paid  by  relatives  and  friends  to  the 
dead  whom  they  have  respected  and 
loved  in  life.  In  the  professed  belief 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  North-East 
Cork  was  about  to  hold  a  political  meet- 
ing, a  strong  force  of  armed  police 
attended  and  hustled  the  funeral  pro- 
cession even  to  the  brink  of  the  gi^ave. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  is  not  the  man  to  shrink  from 
the  responsibility  of  saying  what  he  has 
to  say,  but  the  authorities  believed,  or 
pretended  to  believe,  that  he  was  going 
to  deliver  a  political  harangue  over  the 
coffin  and  by  the  open  grave  of  his  friend. 
He  boasts  that  there  is  peace  and  tran- 
quillity in  Ireland ;  but  if  he  refers  to  the 
fact  that  men  are  not  being  set  upon  by 
the  police  in  thousands  and  killed,  then 
let  me  tell  him  that  the  peace  is  not  in  any 
way  due  to  his  policy,  for  he  does  not 
hesitate  to  exasperate  and  insult  the 
people  even  at  the  very  grave  side.     The 
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avoidance  of  dtstur banco  at  that  funeral 
in  Tipperary,  to  which  reference  lias  been 
made,  was  due  not  to  the  policy  of  ths 
right  hon.  Gentleman  or  of  the  police,  hut 
to  the  action  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  NoHli-East  Cork,  who  begged 
and  implored  the  pjople  to  remain  calm. 
No  explanation  haa  been  givvn  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  police  on  that  occasion* 
The  Chief  Secretary  might,  at  least, 
express  hia  disapproval  of  the  deKccra- 
tion  of  the  grave  hy  those  men  ;  but  he 
prefers  to  get  up  hei'c  and  say  it  was 
necessiiry  the  police  should  l>o  at  the 
grave  side  in  order  to  ii^atch  tlie  hon. 
Member  for  North-Kist  Cork,  for  fear  he 
was  about  to  make  foinous  atticks  on 
the  Government  and  on  the  landlords. 
Bat  that  explanation  will  not  satisfy  hon, 
Meral^ers  on  these  Benches  or  the  people 
of  Ireland,  for  they  know  only  too 
well  that  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  a  policy  of  exasperation. 
And  now  I  have  to  refer  to  aTiother  case 
on  ^hich  we  desire  to  have  explanations. 
It  is  that  of  Mr.  O'Connor,  a  yuung  man 
on  the  staff  of  the  Leinster  Leader^  who, 
for  publishing  resolutions  passed  at  a 
public  meeting'  in  the  County  of  Kildare, 
was  sentenced  to  two  months^  imprison 
ment  as  an  ordinary'  felon  by  two  Resident 
Magistrates,  who  refused  to  state  a  case 
foi*  a  superior  Ct>urt.  O'Connor  was  at 
once  sent  to  prisim,  and  because  he 
refused  tt)  conform  to  those  indit^nities 
which  are  heaped  on  the  lowest  class 
of  criminals,  he  was  put  for  24  hours  on 
bread  and  water.  The  hon,  and  learned 
Member  for  Longford  at  once  went  to 
Dublin  and  obtained  a  mandamus  in  the 
Court  of  Queens  Bench,  and  that 
SuperiorCourt  ludd  thp.t  Mr. O'Connor  had 
been  wrongfully  convicted,  and  directed 
that  be  should  at  once  be  set  at  liberty- 
Bat  the  Government  will  not  rebuke  the 
magistrates  nor  afford  any  redress  to  Mr, 
O'Connor.  Mr,  Iledmond,  of  the  Watrr- 
Jord  A'ews,  has  been  sentenced  to  seven 
months*  liard  labcjur,  and  the  County 
Court  Judge  hag  decided  that  the  Magis- 
trates were  wrong  ;  but  the  same  Magis- 
trates at  tlic  same  time,  and  for  another 
alleged  offence,  sen  to  need  Mr.  Redmond 
to  imprisonment  for  a  fortnight,  and 
gainst  that  sentence  there  was  no  appeal. 
If  the  Chief  Secretary  disappit>ve8  of 
the  publication  of  thes3  resolutions,  why 
does  he  not  prosecute  the  proposei-s  and 
seconders  of  them  and  the  people  on  the 
Mr.  W*  Hcdtticjid 


platform  at  the  meeting  at  which  they 
are  p:tssed  ?     These  are   the  j»eople  who  | 
ai-^    really    responsible ;    but    the  Chief  I 
Secretary    cannot    pros i- cute    all    the^e 
p2ople  to  conviction,  because  if  he  did 
there  w^ould  not  be  room  for  them  in  th(> 
prisons.     The  truth    is,   in  spite  of  the  I 
declarations  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  I 
contrary,   there  are  not   in   prison  more  j 
than  one    in   5,000  of  those  who  daily 
break  the  Coercion  Law  in  the  face  of  the  , 
police-     And    now   I    come    to  the   case  ] 
of    the    Mayor   of    Wexford,    who    has 
been    deprived    of    an    office     held    by 
right    by     Mayors     of     Wexford.     The 
excuse  made  hy  the  Government  for  not 
allowing  Mr.  Walsh,  as  Mayor  of  Wexford,  I 
tf3  serve  on  the  Governing  Body  of  thai 
lunatic  asylum  was  that  he  was  disqualt- 
fled    by    having   been    imprisoned;    buil 
surely   it   is   monstrous  to  say  that  the 
Mayor  of  Wexford  is  disqnalitied  in  that  j 
way  for  such  an  office,  while  Members  of  1 
Parliament  who  have  been  similarly  im-j 
prisoned  are  not  disqualified  from  sittings] 
in  the  House  of  Commons.    The  Corpom- 
tion  of  Wexford  is  justly  offended  at  the  i 
conduct   of    the    Government,  and   has  j 
asked  me  to  bring  it  before  the  House. 
If  the  Cliief  Secretary  had   not  walked  1 
out  of  the  House  whilst  1  was  stating  my  | 
case  the  discussion  might  have  been  over  1 
earlier,  and   if  there  ha^  been  waste  of  I 
time  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  mustij 
attribute    it    to    the    Chief    St^cretary's  f 
leaving  the  House.     We  are  here  for  the  j 
purpose  of  stating  the  views  of  our  con- 
stituents on  these  matters.     Of  course,  iti 
must    be    very    stupid   and    almost    inA 
tolerable  to  English  Members  to  have  taj 
listen   to  so   much  about   the  affairs  of  1 
Irehmd  ;  but  if  it  is  intolerable  to  themj 
it  is  only  one  proof  of  the  necessity  for 
allowing  the  Irish  people  to  manage  their 
hxial   affairs   at  home. 

^►(10.12.)     Mr.  A.   J.    BALFOUK:   II 
observe  that  the   hon.  Member  who  has^ 
just  sat  down  is  deeply  incensed   with 
me  for  having  departed  towards  the  end 
of  his  speech,  in    order  to    obtain    that^ 
neec'ssar}-    sustenance    which     even     a] 
Minister  of  the  Crown  begins  to  require  [ 
towards  a  quarter   to    9    o'clock   in   the^l 
evening.     The  hon.  Member  accuses  mo  , 
of  having  ignored  his  first  speech— [Mr. 
W.    Redmond  :    No]— and     I    thercforoj 
listened   with    attention    to   tlte   second 
speech  of  the   hon.  Memlier  ;  but  to  my 
intense  surprise  about  three-fourtha   of  J 
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that  speech  was  a  repetition  of  the  one 
to  which  1  had  already  had  the  pleasure 
of  listening,  and  the  other  quarter 
was  peroration.  The  hon.  Member  has 
also  told  us  that  these  discussions  are 
naturally  wearying  to  English  Members. 
They  would,  no  doubt,  be  wearying  to 
English  Members,  if  English  Members 
stayed  to  listen  to  them ;  but  during:  the 
whole  of  the  discussion  which  has  baen 
going  on  since  a  quarter-past  7  I  have 
noticed  that  the  whole  space  above  the 
Gangway  opposite  has  been  almost 
absolutely  unoccupied.  Thera  has  been, 
indeed,  a  small  sprinkling  on  the  Minis- 
terial side  of  the  Hous3  ;  but  among  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  own  friends  ftie  number 
of  admirers  his  oratory  could  find  has 
•been"  limited  to  four  or  five.  I  have 
three  speeches  to  which  to  reply.  The 
first  speech  is  that  of  one  of  the  Members 
for  Cork,  which  has  been  specially  devoted 
to  prison  treatment  in  Ireland.  The 
hon.  Member  has  given  us  to  understand 
that  special  instructions  were  sent  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Prisons  Board  in 
Ireland  in  order  that  what  the  hon. 
Member  called  political  prisoners  might 
be  subjected  to  a  specially  severe  ad- 
ministration of  the  Rules. 

Dr  TANNER :  I  was  the  only  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  who  spoke,  and  I  said 
nothing  of  the  kind. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BA.LFOUR:  I  was  wrong. 

SDr.  Tanner  :  As  usual.]  1  meant  the 
ion.  Member  for  Tipperary.  [Sir  W. 
Harcourt  here  made  an  observation 
across  the  Table.]  I  doubt  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  knows  the 
constituencies  of  all  the  Irish  Members. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  am  not 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 

•Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  know  his  chief  sup- 
porters. The  hon.  Member  for  Tip- 
perary has  given  us  to  understand  that 
such  instructions  were  issued.  For  my 
own  part,  I  assure  hon.  Members  that 
while  I  take  an  interest  in  general  prison 
administration  in  Ireland,  I  take  no 
intsrest  whatever  in  the  lot  of  individual 
prisoners. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  I  am  sorry  to 
interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
I  am  sure  he  would  not  wilfully  misrepre- 
sent   what    I   said.     What    I    did    say 
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was  that,  considering  the  fact  that  we 
had  been  treated  as  a  ssparate  and 
distinct  class  of  prisoners  and  allowed  to 
exercise  in  each  other's  company,  aftar 
the  laps  3  of  a  week  some  instructions 
must  have  been  ssnt,  perhaps  by  the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  possibly  by  the 
Prisons  Board.  I  did  not  state  it  posi- 
tively, and  I  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  ba  able  to  deny 
it. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  know  nothing 
about  express  instructions,  nor  have  they 
been  sent ;  but  I  repsat  that  the  idea  of 
constituting  a  special  separate  class  of 
prisoners,  convicted  under  one  particular 
Act,  has  never  entered  into  my  head.  I 
absolutely  repudiate  it,  and  I  would 
never  consint,  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
a  policy  of  treating  those  convicted 
under  the  Act  of  1887  differently  from 
those  convicted  under  any  other  Act.     . 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  Are  you  not  a 
member  of  the  Prisons  Board  and  re- 
sponsible for  their  action  ? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  not  a 
member  of  the  Prisons  Board  ;  but  in  so  far 
as  I  am  responsible  for  the  action  of  the 
Board,  there  shall  bo  no  difference 
made  between  a  prisoner  convicted  under 
one  Act  of  Parliament  and  a  prisoner 
convicted  under  another  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. That  is  an  explicit  statemerit 
of  policy  which  I  trust  will  satisfy  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  [Mr.  J.  O'Connor  :  It 
is  shirking  the  question.]  The  hon. 
Member  has  stated  that  the  alteration 
which  has  been  made  in  the  Prison  Rules 
has  been  entirely  due  to  what  he  called 
the  strong  case  which  he  and  his  friends 
made  out  to  the  country  with  regard  to 
the  treatment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  and  other  Members  of 
Parliament  who  have  been  imprisoned, 
and  about  whom  a  great  agitation  has 
been  made.  Among  the  other  demerits 
of  this  statement,  it  is  entirely  incon- 
sistent with  the  account  of  the  same 
transaction  given  in  the  speech  of  the 
Member  for  Cork,  who  immediately 
followed.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
told  us  that  the  whole  of  the  alteration 
that  had  been  made  was  in  order  to  give 
some  relief  to  the  Belfast  forgers  who 
had  been  convicted  about  that  period, 
and  who,  of  course,  had  the  same 
3  C 
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privileges 

prisoners, 

Dtt.  TAKNER  :  I  regret  exceedingly 
'^i  liaring  to  interrupt  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman,  but  1  wish  to  explain  he  has 
miiscons trued  my  meaning-  Wiiat  I 
utated  was  that  it  was  really  to  give 
rtdiftf  to  the  right  hou.  Gentleman's 
political  friends,  these  roen  in  Belfast, 
who  had  grossly  behaved  in  swindling 
there,  and  that  this  notion  had  been 
conceived  hy  the  Prisons  Board,  but 
•that  effect  was  given  tn  it  by  the  way 
in  which  this  country  regarded  the 
villainous  behaviour  towards  the  bon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork.  It  was 
lK)th. 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  I  had  the 
slightest  conception  of  what  the  inter- 
ruption of  the  hon.  Member  means  I 
would  gladly  withdmw  any  misrepresenta- 
«tian  that  I  have  made  ;  but  I  think  that 
•the  Committee  will  agree  with  me  that 
*the  apparent  meaning  of  the  hon. 
Member^s  speech  was  that  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  had  been 
to  give  some  kind  of  relief  to  the  BLdfast 
forgers.  The  account  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  interrupted  me 
and  that  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
*Tipperary  are  obviously  inconsistent,  and 
I  will  leave  the  Committee  to  decide 
vrhich  IB  the  least  improbable  of  the 
<two.  I  have  not  gathered  from  the 
sgpeeck  of  the  bou.  ^lemb?r  for  Tipparary 
vhat  the  special  grie  vrance  was  of  tliose 
persona  of  whom  he  has  spoken.  They 
weri?  given  under  the  relaxation  of  the 
Prison  Rules  made  last  year  some  kind 
of  privilege,  subject  to  the  discretion  of 
the  prison  officiala.  They  hod  the  privi- 
lege of  wefiring  their  own  clothes,  and 
df  the  result  of  that  was  that  they  hud 
to  take  their  exercise  with  greater  soli- 
tude than  they  would  otherwise  have 
•tlone  it  was  obvious  that  the  fault  Liy 
with  them.  If  they  desire  company  let 
ihem  take  exercise  with  the  ordinary 
prisoners.  I  d  aw  no  distinction  between 
prisoners  convicted  under  one  Act  and 

prisoners  convicted  under  another.  The 
<»fficialfl  have  a  certain  discretion,  and  liave 
nsed  it,  to  give  these  |>ersons  a  certain 
Mr.  A,  J,  Balfour 


privilege  ;  if  the  prisoners  do  not  wish  the 
privilege  let  them  renounce  it  fchemselvea. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  referred  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  O'Malioney,  whose  health  he 
said  required  special  treatment  in  prison, 
and  this  he  has  based  upon  the  certifi- 
cates of  two  doct4^>rs.  For  my  own  part, 
I  have  not  the  least  doubt  that  Mr, 
O'Malioney  will  receive  what  every  pri- 
soner in  Ireland  and  in  this  country  re- 
ceives»  namely,  competent  medical 
attention  from  the  medical  officer  on  the 
spot.  The  Ileal  til  of  prisoners  in  Ireland 
compares  favourably  not  only  with  the 
liealth  of  the  similar  classes  of  the  com- 
muTiity  n<^t  in  prison,  but  also  with  the 
health  of  prisoners  in  English  prisons. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  say 
whether  recently  two  prisoners  have 
been  found  dead  in  their  cells  in 
England  ? 

♦Mr.   a.  J.  BALFOUR  ;   I   have   not 
inquired     whether     two     prisoners     in 
England  have  been  found  dead  in  their  i 
cells  or  not  J  hut  the   hon.    Member   is 
perfectly  aware   thiit   the    best   medical 
attendanoe  is  not  sufficient  to  guard  a 
prisoner   against    the    result    of    heart 
disease,    and    among  a    number   of  pri- 
soners a  certain  proportion  of  them  must  j 
necessarily  suffer  from  that  disease  and  ' 
other  diseases  ending  in  sudden   death » 
But    the    conclnsiou    gathered  from  the  I 
statistics  is  perfectly  clear  and  explicit  1 
that  the  health  of  Irinh   prisoners  com- 
pares   favourably    with    the     health    otj 
English  prisoners,  and  with    that  of  per- 
sons   drawn    from    the    same    class    in ' 
Ireland  who  are  not  in   prison,   but  who 
are  earrjing  on  the   ordinary  avocations  i 
of  life.     The  hon.  Member  who  opened! 
the  dolmto  went  on  to  speak  of  Mr.  Roche] 
and  otlier  magistrates,  who,  he  said,  had! 
incitetl  to  violence  on  the  part  of  the  police. 
I  liMve  listened  to  the    prtK>f8   which  the! 
hon.  Member  endeavoured  to    give,  but| 
I  have  wholly  failed  to  see  that  the  hon. 
Member  h*ia  made  out  the  slightest  ease-] 
No  doubt  it  might  have   been  true  thatj 
Mr<    Roche    or  other  magistrates  stat 
that  the  police  were  justifie<i,  under  cser 
tain     circura  stances,     in      using     their 
wcujKuiJ?  without  the  Riot  Act  being  i 
and     without    the    command    of    thetc 
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superior  officer.  Does  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man doubt  the  accuracy  of  the  state- 
ment made  by  Mr.  Roche  on  that 
occasion?  Is  it  not  obvious  to  every 
man  of  common  sense  .  that  if  the 
police  are  attacked  with  murderous 
intent  they  have  the  right  and  even  the 
•duty  to  use  their  weapons  in  self  defence? 
Of  course,  I  admit  I  have,  indeed  fre- 
quently, stated  in  this  House  that  the  use 
of.  weapons  by  the  police  should  be  only 
resorted  to  in  extreme  cases;  but,  unfor- 
1;unately,  under  the  teaching  of  hon. 
Oentlemen  opposite  extreme  cases  will 
occur.  Then  the  police,  in  my  opinion, 
^re  only  doing  their  duty  infusing  the 
weapons  intrusted  to  them  for  the  pur- 
pose of  defending  their  lives. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  Sir,  I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order.  I  ask  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  in  order  in  attributing 
to  me  and  my  hon.  Friends  such  teach, 
ing  as  results  in  occasion  for  violent  pro- 
ceedings by  the  police,  and  as  end  possibly 
in  murder  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  did  not  catch 
anything  which  was  an  infringement  of 
order. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  In  discussing 
the  case  of  Tipperary.  the  Committee 
must  recollect  that,  also  under  the  teach- 
ing of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway,  Tipperary  has  been  the  scene 
of  most  disgraceful  riots  in  connection 
with  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  which  has 
prevailed  in  that  town  for  the  last  six 
months. 

Mr.  W.  REDMON  D  :  That  is  absolutely 
untrue. 

•Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  In  one  of  these 
riots  a  boy  was  killed.  ["  No  "  ]  I  simply 
state  that  the  boy  was  killed.  Does  the 
hon.  Gentleman  deny  that  1 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  The  magistrate 
stated  that  there  was  no  riot. 

The  chairman  :  These  interruptions 
are  most  irregular.  If  hon.  Members 
desire  to  make  any  reply  they  wilt 
have  other  opportunities  for  doing  so. 

•Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  In  one  of  these 
riots  a  boy  was  killed.  There  was  a 
coroner's  inquest,  and  a  verdict  of  wilful 


murder  was  returned  againf&t  one  officer 
and  one  sergeant,'  or  bne  officer  and 
constable,  I  forget  which.  I.  do  not 
understand  in  that  transaction  what 
accusation  there  can  be  against  the 
Government.  Hon.  Members  ask  what 
has  happened  to  these  co^5tables^  and  the 
answer  was — "  Just  what  would  naturally 
happen."  They  have  .  given  bail  to 
appear  at  the  Spring  Assizes  to  meet  the 
charges. 

Mr.   W.  REDMOND  r  Is  it  usual  to 
give  bail  in  charges  of  murder? 

•Mr.  a.   J.    BALFOUR:     Bail 


given  after  ■  application  *t6:  a  /superior 
Court,  and  that  is  usual,  <^uch  as  it  mieiy 
surprise  the  hon.  Member,  '  This  is  the 
substance  of  the  solemn  sensation 
brought  against  the  Government  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tipperary.  'The!  next 
point  brought  forward  was  the  case  of  a 
man  named.  CuUinane,  who,  it  is  said, 
was  a  sort  of  peacenik er  between  land- 
lord and  tenant.  Cullinane  was  a  paid 
organiser  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
in  that  capacity  he  traversed  Ireland 
doing  his  best  to  stir  tip  illegal  conspiracies 
here  and  there,  and  in  doing  so  he  did 
his  very  best,  not  to  make  peace-  between 
landlord  and  tenant,*  but'tbmfcke- the  war 
between  the  two  classes-  irreconcilable. 
This  man  was  brought  before  the  police 
magistrates  for  having  taken  part  in  an 
illegal  assembly.  The  magistrates  care- 
fully considered  the  ca6e,  and  decided 
that  there  was  not  suffioiefit  evidence  to 
prove  illegal  assembly,  but  they  said 
that  there  had  been  a  disorderly  crowd 
menacing  to  the  public  p^ace.  Having  so 
decided,  it  appears  to  nle  that  they  only 
did  their  duty  in  binding  the  man 
over  to  keep  the  peace.  If  the 
man  chose  to  go  to  prison  instead  of 
finding  bail  he  has  only  himserf  to  blame. 
The  last  point  of  the*  hon.  Member 
for  Tipperary  was  the  case  of  interference 
with  a  funeral  in  Tipperary  by  the  police. 
On  that  subject  the  hon.  Member  thought 
fit  to  make  an  eloquent  addrtss  to  the 
Committee  upon  the  peculiar  sensitive- 
ness of  the  Irish  people  to  any  inter- 
ference with  funerals,  or  to  anything  in 
the  nature  of  hard  or  rough  treatment  of 
8  C  2 
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tKoRe  concerned  in  barying  their relutives 
I  should  Imve  thouglit  that  it  would 
have  occurred  to  the  hon.  Genilemim 
that  fioiue  of  the  most  tlagrunt  cases  of 
boycotting  in  Irebind,  some  if  the  causes 
which  have  most  deeply  stirred  the 
minds  of  the  Enghsh  people,  have  been 
tJiose  in  which  burial  has  been  refused 
to  persons  who  happened  to  disobey 
the  mandates  of  the  Insh  League. 

Mr,  W.  REDMOND :  Ther^  has  been 
no  such  case.  It  is  purelv  imagination. 
•Mit,  A.  J,  BALFOLrR:  Case  after 
case  has  occurred,  and  the  hon,  Meml>er 
will  find  some  e\'^n  in  the  Report  of  the 
Special  Commission.  There  are  cases  in 
which  burial  has  been  refused,  in  which 
the  coffin  has  been  refused,  and  in  which 
it  has  been  found  imp:>ssible  for  the 
unhappy  relatives  to  take  the  remains  of 
the  deceased  person  to  the  grave  with 
the  ordinary  decencies  wliich  accompany 
burials  in  civilised  society.  Even  in 
Tippersry  itself,  thti  town  in  which 
took  plac«  these  alleged  interferences 
by  the  police  with  a  political  funeral, 
and  by  that  I  mean  a  funeral  which  is 
made  the  occasion  for  a  political  demon- 
stration— even  in  that  t^wn  there  were 
two  cases  of  recent  occurrence  in  which 
pobcemen  quartered  in  the  town  last 
relatives.  In  one  of  these  cases  the  wife 
of  the  con  stall  I  ft  died  ;  and  as  the  c«iu- 
st-able  wjis  walking  up  the  ftreet,  it  being 
universally  kn<»wn  what  was  tlie  nature 
of  his  bereavement,  a  stone  was  tlirtiwn 
at  him  ;  and  when  he  went  to  the  coflin- 
maker  he  was  told  that  the  coffin 
could  not  hd  provided  unless  |>errai8sion 
were  first  obtained.  In  another  casein 
the  same  town  a  [K)Hceman  lost  a  child, 
and  when  he  was  burying  the  child,  and 
be  and  his  wife  were  near  the  grave,  the 
funeral  party  was  pelted  by  a  mob  of  the 
supporters  of  the  fjoliey  of  lion.  Gentle- 
men opposite. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  nse  to  order, 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when  he 
makes  these  statements  t<3  be  good 
enough  to  give  us  the  names  and 
dates. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon,  Meml>er 
has  been  long  enough  in  the  House  to 
know  that  tliat  is  no  question  of  order  at 
all, 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  I  gave  him  the 
names.     Why  does    not    he  give  the 
names  t>o  ns  ?     [**  Order  I  "] 
Mr,  A,  J.  Balfmir 


♦Mr.  A.J,  HALFOUE:  Tlic  name  of} 
the  constable  w^iose  wHfe  died  was  Con-| 
nors,  I  lielieve  ;  and  if  tJie  hon.  Mcml)er| 
will  jisk  a  question,  I  shall  have  tho  | 
name  of  the  other  constable,  as  there  ia  | 
no  difficulty  in  obtaining  it, 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  Were  they,  the 
constables,      en^igcd      in      <lesiemtingj 
Hurley  s  grave  t 

•Mr,    a,   J,   BALPOUR:    1   will  deal' 
with  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  summarily.     The  hon.  Member  has 
raised  a  variety  of  minute  points  of  de- 
tail in  reganl  to  Irish  prison  accommo- 
dation.    Of  oours?,  I  cannot  answer  such  | 
questions  on  tho  spt>t ;  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  give  notice  of  a  question  he  \ 
shall  receive    hU  answer.     But  on  the 
general  question  of  prison  accommodation 
in  Ireland,  I  can  oidy  say  that  since  the 
prisous   have  been  handed  over  to  the 
Prisons   Board  in  1878  there  has  been 
an    enormous     improvement     in    Irisli 
prisous,    an    improvement    which      has 
steadily  gone  on,  and  which  I  am  doing 
ray    best   to   promote.     Indeed,    I    shall 
have  soon  to  ask  the  House  for  assistance 
in  carrying  out  the  work  to  a  completion. 
The   eanitary   condition    of    prisons    In  \ 
Ireland  when    they  were   handed   over 
to  tho    Government   left   much    to    be  j 
desired*   as    was,   under   similar   condi* 
tions,    the     case      with      the     English 
prisons.     Everything  cannot  be  done  at 
once;  but   a  gradual  process   has  been 
going   on   by  which    1   hope    that  Irish 
prisons  will    be   brought   to  the  highest 
state  demanded  hy  modern  requirements, 
and  by  which  they  will  be  made  tti  com- 
pare  not  unfavourably  with  the  prisons 
in    England,  or   on    the  Continent,      A  i 
larger  question  was  liaised  by  the  hon* 
Member  for    North    Fermanagh.      The] 
hon.  Gentleman  thought  it   necessary  to  j 
make  twice  during  the  evening  the  same  I 
speech  that  he  made  on  Friday  last ;  and  j 
now  the  case  having  been  rehearsed  no 
less   than    tliree   times  in  tlie  course  of  I 
four    days,  the  Committee   may   be    re* 
garded  as  being  in  a  {wsition  to  perfectly 
understand   the  contention  of   the  hon. 
Gentleman, 

Mb*  W.  REDMOND :  It  is  quite  true' 
that  I  brought  the  matter  dealt  with  in  mj 
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spesch  of  this  evening  before  the  Housa 
last  Friday.  My  reason  for  bringing  the 
case  forward  again  is,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  in  his  place  on  Friday, 
while  he  is  in  his  place  this  evening. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  sorry  to 
give  any  reason  which  would  deprive  the 
<Dommittee  or  the  House  of  any  of  the 
eloquence  which  the  hon.  Member  is 
Always  ready  to  bestow  upon  it.  At  the 
^ame  time,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  do 
not  think  the  reason  which  he  has  given 
is  a  sufficient  excuse  for  three  times  ra- 
peating  the  same  speech  to  a  too  patient 
Committee.  The  hon.  Gentleman  desires 
to  carry  on  a  controversy,  began  in  either 
2k  sp3ech  or  a  letter  which  he  made  early 
in  the  year  or  at  the  end  of  last  year, 
with  regard  to  the  Press  prosecutions  in 
Ireland.  That  spaech  was  the  occEwioa 
of  a  reply  written  by  my  direction,  but 
entirely  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dover. 
That  letter  I  absolutely  endorse  from 
fltart  to  finish.  Now,  what  wm  the 
original  contention  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Fermanagh  ?  He  told  the  pub- 
lic that  in  every  one  of  these  Press 
prosecutions  the  man  prosecuted  had 
done  nothing  but  supply  the  public  with 
simple  ordinary  news.  Replying  to  that 
statement,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Dover  pointsd  out  in  a  letter,  which  I 
fully  concur  in,  that  in  M*Enery*s  case  a 
leading  article  of  a  most  flagrant  nature  had 
been  written  by  an  editor,  intimidating  an 
individual.  If  the  case  had  rested  there 
it  ^vould  have  been  quite  sufficient  to 
have  shown  the  fallacy  of  the  original 
position  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Fermanagh,  that  all  these  persons  were 
prosecuted  for  nothing  more  than  insart- 
ing  in  their  newspapers  ordinary  news. 
Well,  how  does  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Fermanagh  attempt  to  reply  to 
-this  ?  He  says  that  M*Enery*s  case  w^as 
exceptional,  and  that  contention  was  taken 
up  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  the  Leader  of  the 
Nationalist  Party,  who  made  a  speech  in 
the  debate  on  the  Address,  in  which  he 
seated  that  there  was  only  one  case  in 
which  the  prosecution  was  not  for  the 
publication  of  ordinary  news,  and  he  was 
'replied  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dover, 


who  conclusively  showed  that  M'Enery's 
case  was  by  no  means  exceptional. 
In  1889  there  were  13  cases  of 
Press  prosecutions.  Five  of  these  were 
prosecutions  for  the  publication  of 
imaginary  meetings  of  suppressed 
branches  of  the  League,  seven  were  for 
leading  articles  and  one  for  a  leaderette, 
making  eight  cases  in  which  an  editor 
had  used  intimidatory  language  in  his 
own  newspaper. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  Does  tlie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  intend  to  convey  that 
the  editors  invented  the  resolutions  of 
the  suppressed  brjinches  of  the  League  ? 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have 
said  that  of  13  cases  of  Press  prose- 
cutions in  1889  five  were  for  the 
publication  of  imaginary  meetings  of 
suppressed  branches  of  the  League,  and 
eight  were  cases  in  which  the  editor 
appeared  in  his  own  person  as  publishing 
leaders  or  leaderettes  of  an  intimidatory 
character.  And  yet  in  face  of  these 
facts,  all  of  which  had  been  stated  in  the 
debate  on  the  Address,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Fermanagh 
thought  fit  to  make  a  speech  of  an  hour's 
duration  on  Friday,  in  which  he  absolutely 
ignored  all  that  has  been  publicly  stated  in 
the  House,  and  now  he  has  made 
another  speech  also  of  an  hour's  duration 
containing  the  same  stale  and  exploded 
allegations.  Now,  Sir,  what  is  the  use 
of  debates  in  this  House  ?  A  complete 
answer  has  been  given  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber already,  but  that  does  not  prevent 
him  from  repeating  his  speech ;  and  he 
has  now  been  answered  again,  and  that, 
doubtless,  will  not  prevent  him  from 
repeating  his  speech  next  week.  The 
Committee  are  threatened  with  the 
indefinite  repetition  of  these  stale 
calumnies,  which  no  amount  of  repetition 
of  fact  from  this  side  of  the  House 
is  adequate  to  dislodge  from  the  minds 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Every 
case  but  one  of  the  13  Press  cases  to 
which  I  liave  referred  was  a  case  of 
personal  intimidation,  and  in  every  case 
but  one  an  individual  was  actually  named. 
In  one  case  an  individual  waa  not  named, 
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and  that  was  tbe  case  which  was  made 
a  ettiJking-horse  by  the  hon.  Memler  for 
Cork  City  in  the  debate  on  the  Address, 
and  which  has  now  a^ain  been  brought 
forward  by  the  persevering  Member  for 
Nortli  Fermanagh-  Tliat  was  the  case 
of  a  man  named  Walsh. 

Mr.  W.  RKDMOND  :  That  is  not  the 
way  to  speak  of  a  man  who  is  Mayor  of 
the  town  in  which  he  resides, 

♦Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOCR:  What  appeared 

in  liis  newspaper  was  this — 

'*Thfttwc  look  cm  the  fiirfn  in  qn^ntjon  »b 
an  evicted  fftrm,  fHif\  tber**fore  a^  a  dersUrt, 
and  that  the  man  whn  tnk*8  it  is  a  jfrabber, 
and  Bball  be  treated  an  such/' 

It  is  quite  true  that  no  individual 
was  named  in  that  article  ;  Init  will 
any  man  say  tfmt  this  was  not  gross 
intimidation  against  any  individual 
who  might  bet  desirous  of  taking 
that  farm?  Wa  all  know»  and  we  all 
know  better  sinoe  tlie  Ri^port  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  what  may  he  the  f^^te  of  a 
man  who  is  named  in  a  ne>ispaper  as  a 
grabber,  and  who  is  to  be  "treated  as 
such/*  This  is  the  favourite  instance  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  when  they  discuss 
the  abuse  of  Press  prosecutions.  Are  tl le 
Government  to  be  blamed  for  not  toler- 
ating tlie  publiciitiou  of  a  notice  like  that 
in  a  newspapiir  circulating  in  the  district 
in  wliich  was  situated  the  farm  of  which 
the  future  tenant  was  thus  denounced  ' 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  loudly 
cheered  wlien  Walsh's  case  was  men- 
tioned  by  the  *hon.  Member  for  North 
Fermanairb.  It'  may  be  interesting  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  know  that 
this  man  was,  on  November  25,  lHH:i, 
iraprisoned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself.  And  for  what  /  For  publishing 
in  his  newspaper  this  notice — ''That  we 
are  sirry  to  say  that  Jolin  Murphy  still 
holds  the  grablx?d  farm  from  which 
M*Knery  was  evicted  eight  years  ago." 
Thus,  in  1882  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
put  this  man,  this  n^spectable  gentle  man* 
in  prison  for  precisely  the  same  offence  for 
which  he  was  put  in  prison  in  1889  by  the 
present  Government,  I  have  now  gone 
throu'^h,  serifUim,  all  the  more  important 
counts  of  the  indictment  brought  by  hon. 
Mr,  A,  J.  Baijour 


Gentlemen  opposite  against  the  Govern- 
ment; and  I  will  conclude  by  agaiii  enteral 
ing    my    protest    against    this    eternal 
repetition  indulged  in   by  hon.  Membera>j 
opposite,  which  can  hove  no  other  result 
but  to    wtiste  the  time  of  the  House,  andj 
which  excites  no  interest  whaterer  ever 
upon   th.^   «rther   sld^    of   the  Hf»use,    I ' 
think    we   rany   well   be  sjiared    further 
criticism  on    the   conduct   of   the    Irish  " 
Governmt»nt    until    some    new    question! 
shall  arise  wliich  may   afford  some  solid 
foundation  for  tlie  attacks  of  hon.  ^I em- 
bers below  the  G.ingway  opposite. 

{ 10.57.)     Mu,  W.   REDMOND:  The 

right   hon.   Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary has  stated  that  the  charges  1  have 
made  are  stale  and  exploded  charge:?,  and 
has  referred  iXi  the  speech  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dover,  who,  no  doubtj 
is  a  distinguished  authority  upm  matiy 
things^   but   whos?    authority    on    Irish! 
affairs  I  refuse  to  accept.   The  right  hon- 
Gentleman  has  said  that  eight  out  of  the 
1 3  Press  prosecutions  were  instituted  inj 
regard  to  editorial  matter,  and  to  that 
statement,  whether  it   comes  from   ihs 
right  hon.  Gentleman  or  from  the  equally 
distinguished  Meml:>er  for  Dover,  I  mua 
giv^'  a  most  emphatic  denial.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ynW  find  an  explanation] 
of  my   repeating  thesj   charges    in  the 
fjict  that  we  refuse  to  acc^^pt  the   state^l 
ment    of    the     right    hon.     Gentleman, 
biTHUso  wo  know^  timt  in  this  matter  ho , 
has  b^en  misled.     The   right  hon,  Geu-j 
tleman    has    spoken    of    the    Mayor 
Wexfcu'd  as  I  should  be  sorry  to  speak  of 
any   person   in  this   country.      He    haa 
referred  to  him  as  **that  man  Walsh/'J 
1  utterly  repudiate  that  mode  of  expres 
sion,  and    I   .say  it  is  hopeless  to  expec 
the   Irish  people  to  rest  contented  and 
Btittslied  as   long  as  representative  men 
whom  they  respect  are  spoken  of  in  that 
manner.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
Inferred  to  the  easel  brought  forward  of 
his  puliee  interfering  with  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Tip[»er»ry,  and  has  said 
that   the  funeral  w^as   boycotted,  an<i 
must    say    that    in     the    case  where 
funeral    was    k«ycotted    I    utterly    and 
c^>mpletely  dfs'ippi-ove  of  such  action  and 
always  shall    The  right  hon.  Gentleman,' 
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instead  of  defending  the  conduct  of  the 
police,  attempts  to  defend  them  by 
referring  to  some  other  cases  which  he 
implies  are  equally  bad.  But  two 
wrongs  do  not  make  one  right,  and 
if  the  people  have  behaved  with 
brutality  in  the  casa  of  a  funeral,  1 
condemn  that  conduct,  just  as  1  condemn 
the  action  of  the  police.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  spoken  of  a  political 
funeral.  It  is  monstrous  to  use  such 
language.  If  the  people  respect  the 
memory  of  one  who  has  died,  and  attend 
his  funeral  in  large  numbers,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  is  a  political 
funeral.  I  say  that  the  s^jeech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  most  unsatisfac- 
tory. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
twitted  me  with  being  "  patient "  in 
bringing  forward  these  cases  two  or 
three  times.  For  his  advantage,  I  say 
I  shall  continue  to  be  patient,  and  to 
bring  up  the  cases  as  long  as  I  get  no 
better  reply  than  that  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  to-night. 

•  (11:0.)  SiB  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby) : 
The  Chief  Secretary  was  good  enough  to 
invite  me  to  intervene  ia  this  debate. 
[Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub:  No,  I  did  not.] 
I  do  not  know  then  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  introduced  my  name  and 
challenged  an  explanation.  Whether  or 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  this 
from  an  exemplary  desire  to  protract  the 
debata,  I,  of  course,  do  not  know.  But 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  me 
to  speak,  I  will  endeavour  to  gratify 
him.  I  have  listsned  to  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  interest. 
The  right  hon.  Grentleman  talks  of  repeti- 
tion of  the  same  speeches  by  Irish 
Members  in  this  House  as  an  imper- 
tinence. But  what  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  begin  by  saying  ?  He  said 
nobody  cares  about  Ireland,  and  these 
Irish  questions  are  constantly  being 
raised.  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  here  rose  as 
if  to  make  an  explanation.]  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  objects  so 
much  to  being  interrupt3d  himself,  will 
not  interrupt  me.  [Mr.  Balfoub  again 
rose.]     I  am  in  possession  of  the  House. 


It  is  well  to  read  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  a  lesson  in  courtesy.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  shows  courtesy 
to  his  opponents  he  will  receive  it  him- 
S3lf.  It  is  strange  that  the  Minister 
responsible  for  Ireland  should  hold  such 
language  as  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  about  the  discussion  of  Irish 
affairs.  It  is  quite  true  that  the  discus- 
sion of  Irish  affairs  takes  up  a  great  deal 
of  the  time  of  the  House,  and  it  is. 
extremely  burdensome  to  Members  on  all 
sides  of  the  House.  I  will  not  allude  to 
means  whereby  that  burden  might  be 
removed.  But  it  cannot  be  remedied  by" 
the  Minister  of  the  Croym  saying  that, 
no  attention  ought  to  be  paid  to  Irishu 
questions.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
says  that  time  so  occupied  constitutes  an 
obstruction  to  business.  I  am  astonished 
to  hear  those  complaints  of  obstruction 
from  a  Government  which  has  obtained 
a  greatsr  amount  of  Supply  more  easily 
and  at  an  earlier  period  than  I  ever 
recollect  to  have  been  the  case  before. 
Certain  questions  have  been  brought, 
before  the  House  by  Members  who  have 
a  right  to  be  interested  in  them..  How 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deal 
with  these  questions?  Why,  with  an- 
air  of  lofty  indignation  that  he  should 
be  called  in  question  with  respect- 
to  these  matters  at  all.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  talks  of  having  a  complete 
answer  to  these  stale  calumnies,  as  he  called 
them.  Well,  his  complete  answer  seemt^ 
to  be  the  letters  which  his  private  secre- 
tary writes  to  the  newspapers.  Accor- 
ding to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Irish 
Members  are  bound  to  take  whatever- 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dover  (Mr.  Wynd- 
ham)  may  writs  to  the  newspapers. 
[Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub:  That  was  not  my 
answer.]  It  is  the  tone  and  manner  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  dealing 
with  Irish  af^irs  which  are  the  ground 
for  the  exasperation  felt  in  Ireland,  an 
exasperation  which  was  never  greater 
than  under  the  administration  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon.. 
Gentleman  takes  every  opportunity  of 
convincing  the  Irish  people  of  the  con- 
tempt in  which  he  holds  their  complaints^ 
If  they  are  not  content  with  what  hi» 
private  secretary  writes,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers are    guilty  of    impertinence    and 
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obsfcniction.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  asked  abonfc  Irish  prisons.  His 
reply  was,  "What  do  I  know  or  care 
about  prisons  ?  K  you  ask  me  a  question 
about  it,  perhaps  I  will  answer."  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  happen 
to  be  accurate.  He  is  not  very  accurate, 
I  have  observed.  It  is  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's /or^e.  It  is  not  so  very 
long  since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
us  that  he  knew  nothing  about  the  classes 
of  prisoners;  that  he  never  interfered. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  a 
short  memory.  A  short  memory  is  an 
evil,  even  in  a  Chief  Secretary.  This  is 
the  very  Minister  who  told  us  he  inter- 
fered to  save  priests  from  being  put  in 
prison  dress.  How,  then,  can  he  say 
that  he  never  interferes,  and  has  no 
power  to  interfere  ?  He  can  interfere 
when  he  chooses.  Thus  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement  is  absolutely  in- 
consistent with  what  he  stated  on  former 
occasions.  I  will  give  another  illustra- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  in- 
accuracy— the  alteration  of  the  prison 
rules.  A  year  or  two  ago  we  were  told 
that  the  rules  were  perfect;  that  they 
were  better  than  the  prison  rules  of 
England.  We  challenged  that  state- 
ment, and  were  told  it  was  impertinent 
to  challenge  it ;  that  it  was  presumption 
to  challenge  it.  But  we  shamed  the 
Government ;  we  even  shamed  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  we  got 
the  prison  rules  of  Ireland  altered, 
but  it  was  only  done  by  constant 
and  prolonged  discussion  in  this  House. 
There  is  a  great  deal  besides  prison  rules 
in  prison  management,  and  1  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  there  has  been  a 
harshness  in  the  spirit  of  administration 
of  Irish  prisons  which  does  not  exist  in 
the  administration  of  the  prisons  in 
England.  That  is  due,  I  am  bound  to  say, 
not  to  any  default  on  the  part  of  the 
prison  officials  in  Ireland,  but  I  do  believe 
it  is  mainly  due  to  the  spirit  with  which 
they  are  inspired  by  the  language  which  is 
held  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  this 
House,  and  elsewhere,  and  in  which  it  is 
left  perfectly  apparent  to  the  officials  of 
Ireland  that  the  more  harsh  and  the  more 
severe  they  are  in  their  treatment  the 
better  the  Government  will  be  pleased 
with  their  conduct.  I  should  say 
exactly  the  same  thing  with  reference  to 
the  use  by  the  polica  of  their  weapons. 
Sir  W,  Uarcourt 


No  one  denies  in  self-defence  it  is  right 
and  justifiable  that  the  police  should 
use  force.  But  there  are  two  ways  of 
handling  the  police.  One  way  is  to 
encourage  them  to  take  every  opportunity 
of  using  extreme  force,  and  there  is 
another  spirit  which  warns  them  not  to 
use  it  unless  there  is  an  absolute  neces- 
sity. Now,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
language  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to-night  may  be  taken  as  an  indication  to 
the  police  that  they  should  find  oppor- 
tunities of  exercising  violence.  That  is 
the  spirit  of  the  administration  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  indulges. 
Some  observations  have  been  made  by  the 
Member  for  Wexford  as  to  the  needless 
and  improper  interference  of  the  police 
with  funerals,  and  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  What  defence  has 
the  Chief  Secretary  ofEered  for  that  to- 
night? None  whatever.  He  has  not 
explained  the  circumstances  nor  endea- 
voured to  justify  the  police.  He  has  not 
condemned  the  police  as  he  ought  to  do, 
unless  he  justifies  them.  The  right  hon. 
gentleman  falls  back  upon  his  usual  in- 
strument of  tu  quoque,  and  gives  a  list  of 
ofEences  by  the  Nationalists  in  reference 
to  boycotting  funerals.  But  what  justifi- 
cation is  that  for  pohce  interference  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  describes  the 
outrageous  conduct  of  the  Nationalists 
with  all  the  vigour  of  his  rhetoric,  but 
he  has  not  a  word  of  condemnation  for 
the  police,  who,  according  to  him,  did 
exactly  the  same  thing.  This  is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  answer  to  what 
he  calls  a  "  stale  calumny."  As  to  the 
Press  prosecutions,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thought  they  had  been  disposed  of  by 
the  Member  for  Dover  in  his  letters  to 
the  Thnes,  Although  the  Government 
may  identify  themselves  completely  with 
the  Times  newspaper  we  cannot  recog- 
nis3  the  Times  as  the  sole  organ  of  the 
Irish  administration.  Why  the  letters 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dover  are  to  be 
regarded  as  complete  answers  of  the 
Government  to  charges  of  a  serious  cha- 
racter I  cannot  understand,  and  yet  the 
foundation  of  the  reply  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  that  complaints  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  have  been  answered  by  the 
letters  of  his  private  secretary  in  the 
Times. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:    I   have  not 
said  so. 
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Sir  W.  HARCOCJRT  :  Then  my  ears 
must  have  decaired  me.  I  was  mistaken- 
It  appears  that  the  Chief  Secretary  never 
referred  to  the  Member  for  Dover  and 
his  letters  to  the   Times,     Now  that  I 
have   been   assured    by  the    right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  did  not  refer  to  those 
letters,  I  beg  to  apologise  to  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman    for    having    supposed 
that    he    had    referred   to    them.     The 
House  will,  however,  judge  with  me  as  to 
the  accuracy  of  that  denial.     Now,  with 
reference  to   the   Press  prosecutions,  I 
may  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that    I   was   not   Lord   Lieutenant    nor 
Secretary  for  Ireland  in  1882,  and  that 
I   imprisoned   nobody  at   that   time.     I 
forgive  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  not 
being  aware  of   that  circumstance,  and 
perhaps   he   will   accept  that  as  an  ex- 
planation of  his  not  being  familiar  with 
this  particular  imprisonment  which  he 
said  was  my  work.  The  reason  I  cheered 
the  hon.  Member  who  called  attention  to 
this  matter  was  that  the  hon.  Member 
said  he  thought  that  when  a  gentleman 
had    been    imprisoned    under    a   Press 
prosecution,  that  ought  to  be  regarded 
as  no  disability  after  his  sentence  had 
expired  for  his  fulfilling  public  offices. 
The    particular    gentleman    alluded   to 
was    the   Mayor   of   Wexford,    and   the 
hon.     Member     contended      that      the 
penalty   for    the    offence    having    been 
paid,    the    imprisonment    ought    not    to 
be    treated    by   the    Government    as   a 
disqualification      for      ever      hereafter. 
That  is  a  prmciple  which  has  always  been 
observed    in    this   country.     There   are 
many   Gentlemen   below   the  jGrangway 
who    have   been   imprisoned.     Are   you 
going  to  apply  to  them  the  same  rule  ? 
Dare  you  apply  it  to  them  ?     Dare  you 
refuse  to  put  them  on  Committees  of  this 
House  ?     You  know  you  dare  not.     You 
know    that   if  you   did   public  opinion 
would    rise    against    you.      There    are 
questions     which    the     Members    from 
Ireland  have  a  right  to  ask.     They  have 
a  right  to  ask  why  you  apply  to  their 
constituents    principles    you    dare    not 
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apply  to  themselves,  and  to  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  no 
answer  at  all.  I  have  listened  atten- 
tively to  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, and  upon  the  main  point  on  which 
explanation  has  been  asked  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
given  no  answer  at  all.  If  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  is  the  sort  of 
answer  which  a  responsible  Government 
has  to  give  in  reference  to  Irish  matters, 
I  am  not  surprised  that  Irishmen  should 
wish  that  their  affairs  should  be  managed 
in  a  different  manner  from  that  in  which 
they  are  managed  now. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  no  wish 
to  prolong  this  debate  unnecessarily,  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  declined  to 
give  me  the  ordinary  courtesy  of  inter- 
rupting him  when  he  misrepresented  me? 
I  hope  not  deliberately,  and  therefore  I 
am  obliged  to  make  a  reply  which  other- 
wise I  should  have  spared  the  House. 
No  mai;i  in  the  House  is  more  habitually 
interrupted  by  hon.  Members  opposite 
than  mys^,  and  I  appeal  to  them  if, 
when  an  interruption  is  upon  a  question 
of  misrepresentation  of  what  they  have 
said,  I  have  not  only  always  given  way, 
but  given  way  gladly.  [Dr.  Tanner: 
Ko,  no.]  ThoDgh  Ije  knew  I  rose  to 
correct  a  misrepresentation,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  used  his  privilege  of 
being  in  possession  of  the  House  to  the 
utmost,  and  not  only  refused  to  give  way 
but  continued  to  repeat  the  misrepre- 
sentation. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  pleased  to  say  that  my  tone  and 
manner  are  unfortunate,  and  tends  to 
the  prolongation  of  debates.  I  regret  if 
that  is  the  case,  and  I  will  endeavour  to 
catch  the  tone  and  manner  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  If  I  can  only  succeed, 
if  only  a  small  corner  of  the  mantle  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  but  fall  upon 
me,  upon  my  shoulders,  who  can  doubt 
but  that  I  shall  succeed  in  conciliating 
every  section  in  the  House,  and  in 
making  every  one  believe  I  have  only 
one  object  in  view,  which  is  to  interpret 
in  the  most  charitable  manner  the 
opinions,  sentiments,  and  arguments  of 
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ray  i>olitif al  opjionentg,  The  ri^ht  lion, 
Geuilemau  ha«  told  me  that  I  have 
omitted  to  discuss  with  neriousness  tiiB 
question  of  the  alleged  ill-treatment  of 
prisooers  ;  but  T  must  remind  tJ it*  ri*^ht 
hoH,  Gentleman  that  itiso^ly  since  1  have 
been  in  office,  and  not  whilst  tiie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  in  office,  that  there 
hafi  been  any  relaxation  of  the  prison  rules 
in  Ireland,  and  tliat  it  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentlenojiii  and  his  Crjlle^gucs,  and  not  I, 
who  have  been  accu8t^d  on  every  plat- 
form of  Ireland  by  Mr.  Da v lit  and  his 
friendn  of  torturing  Air,  Oavitt  while 
he  was  a  polititml  prisoner.  The  riglit 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  miy  that  I 
have  not  dealt  with  the  action  of  the 
police  111  Tippemry  on  the  occti^ion  of 
the  funeral  th»^t  has  been  referred  to. 
It  18  perfectly  true  that  lomitt-d  to  state 
tliat  which  is  the  fact— namely,  that 
the  police  who  did  not  interfere  with 
the  funeral  they  were  nevertheless 
b*mnd  to  bo  present  because  tbey  liad 
been  informed  that  the  funeral  would 
probably  lie  made  the  occasion  of  an 
inflamnatoiy      demonstration.  Wliat 

pfti'allel  is  there  Ix^twecn  the  con- 
duct of  tlie  ix>Hce  on  tlint  occ<i''ion  and 
the  conduct  of  those  who,  in  that  \ery 
town,  stoned  a  policeman  when  he  wati 
burying  bis  child,  and  refused  a  man  a 
ooMn  in  which  to  bury  his  wnfe  ? 

Mr.  J.  O'CONXOH:  The  statements 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hi»ve 
been  categorically  denied  in  the  public 
Press. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  r  With  regai-d 
to  Presi  pi*osecutiijufi,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  the  House  that  tlie  con- 
tention I  made  was  that  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  WjfTidham)  had  written  a  letter — not 
to  the  Times  but  t^tlie  Press  tj^enerally^ 
which  fully  answered  the  complaints.  I 
never  said  anything  of  the  kind»  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  me 
the  slighest  attention,  lie  w*ould  have 
known  that  what  T  did  say  was  that  the 
controversy  was  begun  in  tlie  public 
Press  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Fermanagli 
(Mr.  W.  Redmond) — the  rij^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  called  bim  tlie  Member  for 
Wexford — and  continued  by  my  hon. 
Friend.  It  was  then  carried  on  in 
this  House  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  whose  arguments  were  replied  U> 
without  the  slightest  allusion  to  the 
Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour 


roply   e^iven    U\    the   hon.   Member   for 
Fermanagh.     The   matter,    I   said,    was 
introduced    a    third  time    by    the    hon.  j 
Member  for  Fermanagh,   again  without 
reference  to  previous  refutations.     I  said, 
and  1  still  think,  this  is  an  expL*nditure  gf 
public  time    against   which     I    have 
perfect  right  to  protest.     I  could  go  oiii 
to    deal    in  dct-ail    with    the   right    hon. 
Gentleman  s  speech,   but  1  will   forbear. 
I   will  follnw    the    cnnciliatory    example] 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  luia  set. 
I  will  throw  oil  on  these  tiTiubled  water©,  j 
and  will  deprive  myself  of  the  pleasure i 
i»f  dealing  with   tlie    other    innumeiuble 
misreprcxsentations  and  fallacies  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman   has   thoughtl 
fit  to  indulge. 

•(11.30.)  Sirt  WALTER  FaSTERj 
( Derby » Ilkeston) :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man spike  of  two  deaths  in  prison  cells  as 
deaths  tliat  occurred  from  heart  disease, 'J 
I  want  to  know  whether  the  prisonera| 
were  known  to  have  heart  disease,  and! 
whether,  in  spite  of  that  knowledgej 
they  w^ere  kept  in  their  prison  C3ll8. 
so,  the  treatment  w^as  Iwrbarons.  If  the  J 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  officials  in  Irelanflj 
did  not  know  tlie  men  were  suffering j 
from  heart  disease,  they  w^ere  inefficientj 
in  the  performance  of  their  duty,  and  If 
want  to  know*  wliich  horn  of  this  dtlemr 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  chooses  to  avail! 
himself  of,  We  hold  lum»  as  Chief! 
Secretary,  i"esi>ODsible  for  the  health  I 
of  every  jiei'son  whom  he  sends  t*.! 
prison  cell,  and  unless  he  gives  us  al 
proper  account  of  these  deaths  I  must 
regard  him  as  not  having  exercised  &^ 
proper  supervision  over  the  prisons. 

(11.31.)     Dk.    tanner   (Cork    Co.. J 
Mid.)  :  I  w^ish  to  refer  again  to  the  death  1 
which  has  occurred  io    connection  with 
the   treatment   of  prisoners   in  ClonmeK 
GaoL  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  tboTigh« 
fit    to    pa^s  over  the   remarks    I    made 
earlier  in  the  evening  alxmt  the    sanitaH 
tion  vjf  the  gaol.       I  did  not  at  that  tiroe 
try    t4i    bring  under    his    notice    a    case 
which  at  the    present    time    command 
public  attention  in  Ireland.      It  is  a  case 
iu    which     Mr.    Morrison    opened      an 
iuquest  atTipperary  yesterday  upon  the 
death   of    Mr.   Cleary.     This  poor  yonng-^ 
man  has  met    with   his  death  in  prison,^ 
The  right   hon.  Gentleman   talks  aboufe 
heart   disease,   and  he    talks   about  the 
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medical  gentleman  upon  whom  ho  i*elies 
— as  he  relied  upon  Dr.  Barr.  I  have 
here  an  account  of  what  Dr.  Connelly 
said  about  this  man.  He  states  that  no 
competent  man  could  have  examined 
him  without  discovering  that  there  was  a 
chest  affection  which  required  treatment. 
He  examined  him  previous  to  his  death 
and  found  him  suffering  from  that  chest 
affection,  and  after  the  poor  young  man's 
death  he  had  an  opportunity,  by  means 
.of  a  post  mortem  examination,  of  veri- 
fying his  diagnosis.  I  must  say  I  pity 
Mr.  Morrison,  but  I  ask  whether  a  man 
who  was  previously  the  inmate  of  a 
lunatic  asylum  is  a  fit  person  to  act  as 
medical  officer  of  a  gaol  and  to  carry  out 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  commands? 
Dr.  Connelly  says  there  were  three  large 
cavities  discovered  in  the  upper  lobe  of 
the  left  lung  of  the.  deceased,  as  well  as 
a  large  abscess ;  that  there  were  morbid 
adhesions  on  the  lobes  of  both  langs; 
and  that  there  were  also  pleuritic  adhe- 
sions. Well,  this  poor  man,  with  a 
disease  which  was  evidently  of  long 
standing,  was  treated  to  the  inhumanity 
of  being  confined  in  a  prison  cell  by  the 
medical  man  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  stood  up  again  and  again  in  this 
House  to  defend  in  connection  with  the 
treatment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien). 
That  medical  man  has  condemned  this 
poor  fellow  to  death.  I  should  like  to 
have  some  explanation  of  this  case,  and 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not 
turn  his  back  upon  us  again,  but  will  try 
as  a  gentleman  to  answer  our  complaints, 
although  we  happen  to  be  mere  Irish 
Members. 

THE  CROFTER  COMMISSION. 
(11.37.)  Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  I 
want  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  a  question 
outside  of  Ireland.  I  am  compelled  to 
do  so  because  we  have  been  unable 
during  the  last  two  years  to  get  the 
question  brought  before  the  Housa — I 
refer  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Crofter 
Commission.-  I  am  much  dissatisfied, 
first  with  the  increasing  cost  of  the  Com- 
mission. Last  year  we  voted  over  .£9,000, 
and  we  have  votad  a  supplementary 
£1,000.  This  year  the  Estimati  has 
increased   to   £9,600   for  extraordinary 


payments  to  Sheriff's  officials.  During 
the  three  and  a  half  years  the  Commis^ 
sion  has  been  in  operation  it  has  had 
about  7,000  cases  before  it,  and  it  has 
reduced  rents  from  £40,000  to  £28,000, 
This  is  being  done  at  a  cost  of  over 
£10,000  a  year.  The  fact  is  that  if  yon 
had  voted  the  money  to  the  people  in 
the  first  instance  they  would  have  been 
richer  than  under  the  present  system, 
becaase  the  Commission  has  C(  st  more 
than  the  people  have  got  in  rebate  of 
rent.  I  brought  in  a  Bill  by  which  the 
Crofters'  Commission  could  sub-divide 
itself  into  three  portions.  Since  that  sub* 
division  very  curious  things  have  oc- 
curred, Two  and  a  half  years  ago  the 
reductions  of  rent  were  50  per  cent^ 
and  of  arrears  about  75  per  cent.  Last 
year  a  change  occurred.  In  the  old 
Court  there  were  three  Commissioners, 
the  chairman  being  a  Sheriff,  who,  I 
believe,  tried  to  act  as  fairly  as  he 
could,  and  his  assessors  being,  one  an 
old  factor,  and  the  other  a  large  farmer. 
Under  that  Court  the  reductions  were 
what  I  have  stated.  The  old  factor  is 
now  chairman  and  his  assessors  are  two 
large  farmers  ;  the  result  being  that  the 
reductions  in  rent  are  not  more  than  30 
per  cent.,  whilst,  with  regard  to  arrears, 
instead  of  adopting  a  fair  system,  the 
Commissioners  are  taking  a  course  which 
will  land  all  the  small  farmers  in  the 
Bankruptcy  Court.  They  are  required 
to  pay  a  sum  equal  to  three  years'  rent. 
But  they  cannot  do  it.  It  is  a  physical 
impossibility.  Tbey  have  been  rack- 
rented,  and,  having  been  rendered  poor 
in  that  way,  they  find  it  impossible  to 
pay  three  years'  rent  in  one  year  ;  the 
consequence  being  that  the  landlord  sues 
them.  Unless  something  is  done  the  re- 
sult of  this  will  be  rioting  and  disturb- 
anc3  in  Caithness  and  some  other  places. 
The  people  are  not  going  to  lose  the 
rights  they  possess  under  the  Act  quietly. 
I  would  point  out — although  I  do  not 
dwell  upon  it  now — that  it  is  hardly  a 
usual  thing  for  a  gentleman  who  is  going 
to  be  a  Judge  in  these  cases  to  go  and 
dine  with  the  landlords  and  their  factors. 
I  am  sorry  that  we  have  held  our  tongues 
so  long.     There  is  no  doubt  that  grave 
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dissatisfaction  exists  at  the  attempts 
which  are  being  made  by  legal  process 
to  turn  these  men  out  of  their  holdings  ; 
and  I  tell  the  Lord  Advocate  and  the 
Oovernment  that  the  probability  is  that 
if  an  attempt  is  made  to  carry  out  this 
unjust  eviction  it  will  be  resisted.  Some- 
thing must  be  done  to  put  a  stop  to  this 
endeavour  to  collect  impossible  arrears  at 
tin  impossible  time  ;  at  any  rate,  the 
people  should  have  the  right  of  appeal 
to  the  three  Commissioners  sitting 
together — though  how  the  appeal  could 
be  heard  I  do  not  know,  if  one  of  the 
Commissioners  goes  to  Mull,  another  to 
Sutherlandshire,  and  another  somewhere 
els  3.  If  the  Commissioners  meet  to  hear 
appeals  before  the  evictions  are  attempted, 
much  trouble  will  be  saved. 

*(11.44.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  will 
receive  the  early  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  And  now  1  wish 
to  appeal  to  hon.  Members  to  allow  this 
Vote  to  be  taken  at  once.  It  is  necessary 
to  the  convenience  of  the  House  that  the 
Vote  should  be  taken  to-night.  There 
are  also  two  Resolutions  in  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  which  must  be  agreed 
to,  and  which,  if  not  taken  to-night,  will 
necessitate  the  House  sitting  on  Satur- 
day. 


IRISH  ADMINISTRATION. 
Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  I  do  not  wish  to 
stand  between  the  House  and  the 
suggestion  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  I  should  like,  for  a  few 
moments,  to  protest  against  the  charge 
made  by  the  Chief  Secretary  against  hon. 
Members  ou  this  side  of  the  House.  He 
stated — and  I  repudiate  the  accusation — 
that  we  brought  forward  these  charges 
this  evening  for  the  purpose  of  obstruc- 
tion. The  subjects  touched  upon  were 
not  stale,  but  new,  and  some  of  them  are 
subjects  of  the  greatest  interest  to  my 
-constituents  in  Tipperary.  I  should 
have  been  wanting  in  my  duty  to  the 
people  who  returned  me  to  Parliament  if 
I  had  not  dealt  with  them.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  complained  of  interrup- 
tions whilst  he  was  speaking,  but  if  there 
Dr.  Clark 
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were  interruptions,  they  were  evoked  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  inaccuracies, 
which  were  only  equalled  by  the  insolence 
of  his  manner  towards  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. His  conduct  here  to-night  was 
anything  but  what  the  conduct  of  anyone 
occupying  his  position  ought  to  be.  The 
assertion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  punishments  were  inflicted  because 
ofEences  were  committed  in  time  of  riot 
was  absolutely  inaccurate,  the  magis- 
trates having  declared  that  there  had  been 
no  rioting.  As  to  the  case  of.CuUinane, 
he  was  described  as  a  "  paid  organiser  of 
the  League,"  but  such  is  not  the  fact. 
He  was  only  a  Poor  Law  Guardian,  and 
the  proceedings  in  respect  of  which  he 
was  sentenced  were  not,  as  were  declared 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  riotous  and 
disorderly,  but  perfectly  orderly,  as  the 
magistrate  had  admitted.  Then  in  the 
case  of  the  16  young  men  sentenced  to 
various  terms  of  imprisonment,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  declares  that 
they  were  prosecuted  for  having  taken 
part  in  riots,  was. absolutely  and  entirely 
inaccurate.  It  was  t:e  making  of  such 
statements  as  these  which  compelled  us 
to  interrupt  him,  and  which  compels  me 
to  occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee  for 
a  second  time  to-night  against  ray  wish. 
With  regard  to  the  policemen  against 
whom  a  Tipperary  jury  have  returned  a 
verdict  of  wilful  murder  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  the  law  will  take 
its  course  and  that  the  policemen  will  be 
brought  up  at  the  Spring  Assizes.  But 
I  should  like  to  know  why  they  could 
not  be  brought  up  at  the  Winter  Assizes  ? 
Why  should  they  be  allowed  to  i*emain 
under  the  stigma  fixed  upon  them  by  the 
verdict  of  the  coroner's  jury  any  longer 
than  is  necessary?  With  regard  to  the 
boycotting  of  the  funeral,  the  Chief 
Secretary  did  not  deny  that  the  grave 
was  desecrated  by  the  police,  and  his 
only  reply  to  our  charge  was  to  bring 
forward  two  other  cases  of  boycotting  at 
funerals.  The  answer  to  him  is,  as  has  been 
pointed  out  by  some  of  my  hon.  Friends, 
that  two  wrongs  do  not  make  a  right. 
I  do  not,  however,  take  my  stand  upon 
that,  but  I  say  that  the  truth  of  the 
allegations     brought     forward     by    the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  cate- 
gorically denied  in  the  Irish  Press. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
made  no  answer  to  the  complaints  we 
have  made  as  to  the  treatment  of  prisoners 
in  the  Irish  gaols.  He  has  not  disproved 
the  accusation  that  the  rules  made  for 
the  benefit  of  political  prisoners  have 
been  turned  to  their  disadvantage  through 
the  operations  of  the  Irish  Prisons  Board. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  met 
my  case,  and  I  still  contend,  and  shall 
continue  to  do  so,  both  in  and  out  of  the 
House,  that  Irish  political  prisoners  have 
been  deprived  of  the  privileges  which  the 
English  people  intended  them  to  enjoy. 
Neither  has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
met  my  case  as  to  the  Resident  Magistrate 
Eoche  and  Crown  Prosecutor  Bolton,  the 
conduct  of  whom  has  been  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  an  incitement  to  murder. 
The  inaccuracies  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
have  been  wilful,  and  they,  together  with 
his  insolence  and  discourtesy,  provoked 
the  interruptions  of  which  he  complained. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  attitude 
towards  Members  of  this  House  is 
sowing  the  storm,  and  one  of  these  days 
he  will  reap  the  whirlwind. 

•(11.55.)  Mr.  p.  O^RIEN  (Monaghan, 
N.)  :  I  desire  to  deal  with  one  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  as  it  bears  upon  a  subject  of 
which  I  have  knowledge,  but  of  which 
he  has  none.  He  said  that  coffins  for 
the  burial  of  a  policeman  and  a  police- 
man's child  were  ordered  from  a  local 
undertaker,  who  stated  that  he  must  get 
leave  from  the  League  before  he  sup- 
plied them.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wished  to  convey  the  impression  that  the 
coffins  were  refused,  but  that  is  absolutely 
untrue,  as  I  can  vouch  on  the  authority 
of  tha  most  respectable  people  in 
Tipperary.  He  also  said  that  Tipperary 
had  been  in  a  state  of  riot ;  that  I  deny. 
It  is  not  the  ^t  that  Tipperary  is  in  a 
state  of  riot,  or  that  there  is  any  disposition 
on  the  part  of  the  people  to  riot ;  and 
if  riot  occurs  it  will  be  the  minions 
of  the  Government  who  will  bring  it 
aboat,  backed  by  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  have  formed  a  syndicate  to 
help  an  evictor,  which  syndicate  they 
support  by  the  forces  of  the  Crown. 
On  the  syndicate  are  the  Duke  of  Devon- 


shire, the  Duke  of  Westminster,  and  the 
Earl  of  Lathom.  Thera  are  also  on  it 
Cabinet  Ministers — Lord  Cranbrook  and 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith.  Yes,  the  leader  of 
the  House  has  contributed  money  to 
back  up  an  evicter,  and  now  he  lends  his 
influence  in  the  Government  to  get  the 
syndicate  to  which  he  has  subscribed 
supported  by  the  forc3s  of  the  Crown. 
These  are  the  people  who  are  responsible 
for  all  the  troubles  taking  place  in  Tip- 
perary. But  their  efforts  are  useless.  Oldl 
Tipperary  stands  where  she  has  always 
been,  but  empty  and  desolate;  whilst 
new  Tipperary  is  rising  up  like  a  flower, 
and  Smith-Barry,  with  all  his  syndicate 
and  Crown  forces,  cannot  get  tenants  for 
the  premises  and  farms,  from  which  he^ 
has  evicted  the  people,  nor  will  he  suc- 
ceed in  letting  them  until  they  are  back 
in  possession  of  their  old  homes.  I  desire 
here  to  give  the  hon.  Member  for  Fulham 
(Mr.  Hayes  Fisher)  notice  that  on  a 
future  occasion  I  shall  have  something  to. 
say  of  him  in  his  capacity  of  emergency 
man  in  chief  at  evictions.  If  he  goes 
over  to  Ireland  again  on  the  same  errand 
I  warn  him  that  I  shall  be  on  his  tracks 
and  I  hope  the  Government  will  not  do 
as  they  did  on  the  last  occasion  when  he 
superintended  the  evictions  on-  the 
Olphert  Estate  in  Donegal  on  the  last 
Queen's  Birthday  ;  that  is  to  say,  allow 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  no  connection, 
with  Ireland  within  the  cordon  whilst 
keeping  me — the  Representative  of  an 
Ulster  Division— outside. 

(11.59.)  Dr.  TANNER:  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  leader  of  the  House  to 
give  us  an  opportunity  of  debating  the 
question  of  the  dissolution  of  the  Cork 
Board  of  Guardians. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  to-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  to-morrow. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  object. 
*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  must  appeal 
again  to  the  hon.  Member.     The  effect 
of  his  insisting  upon  his  objection  wiW 
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be  to  throw  tnis  formal  business  over  for 
another  day  ;  and  as  the  time  before  us 
is  limited  wherein  wo  must  conclude  our 
financial  business,  it  may  be  necessary  to 
ask  the  House  to  submit  to  the  incon- 
venience of  a  Saturday  sitting.  I  shall 
further  consider  it  my  duty  to  put  down 
a  Motion  asking  the  House  to  give 
precedence  bo  Ways  and  Means  to- 
morrow over  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  am  not  dismayed  by 
the  prospect  held  out  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  am  not  afflicted  with  the 
**  blue "  craz3  ;  my  only  desire  is  that 
business  should  be  conducted  with 
decency. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  trust 
my  hon.  Friend  will  have  regard  to  what 
appears  to  be  the  general  opinion. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Of  course,  after  that 
appeal  from  my  hon.  Friend,  I  will  not 
persist  in  my  objection.  Personally  I 
have  no  objection  to  attend  here  on 
Saturday,  but  after  the  remonstrance 
addressed  to  me  I  yield,  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen will  be  free  to  follow  sport  on 
Saturday. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

1.  Resolved,  That  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  uie  Service 
of  the  years  ending  on  the  SIst  day  of  March 
1889  and  1890,  the  sum  of  £548,181  6s.  3d.  be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

VThat,  towards  making  good  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Service  of  the 
year  ending  the  3 let  day  of  March,  1891,  the 
sum  of  £16,395,203  be  granted  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom.'' 

Dr.  TANNER:  There  are  several 
points  I  should  like  to  raise  on  this  very 
large  Vote  of  16  millions,  but  at  this  late 
hour  I  will  not  do  so.  I  trust  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  themselves  see  the  incon- 
venience to  Members  of  passing  a  Reso- 
Mr,  W.  H.  Smith 


lution  involving  16  millions  at  this  timei 
of  night. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Besolui^ions  to  be  reported  to-morrow; 

Committee  to  sit  again  to-morrow. 

LUNACY  CONSOLIDATION  BILL 
[LORDS.]— {No.   191.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  t6t  Second  Reading  read. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  object. 
•Mr.  W.'  H.  SMITH:  I  hope  the 
hon.  Gentlem^EUi  will  allow  the  Bill 
to  be  read  a  second  time.  It  wiU 
go  before  a  Select  Committee  and  be 
considered  carefully.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  aware  it  is  a  Consolidation 
Bill  only,  and  it  is  to  6he  interest  of  the 
entire  community  that  the  consolidation 
of  Statutes  should  be  efEected  as  speedily 
as  possible. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  object. 

*Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  not  think  it  necessary  to 
insist  upon  his  objection. .  This  consolida- 
tion is  part  of  the  scheme  arranged  last 
year.  We  then  amended  the  Lunacy 
Acts  and  left  the  Consolidation  until  this 
year. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  simply  think  that 
this  is  not  a  favourable  time  for  con- 
sidering such  a  measure.  There  are 
many  points  in  connection  with  the 
Lunacy  Laws  to  which  I  should  like  to 
call  attention.  Standing  No.  12  on  the 
list,  no  one  ever  supposed  the  Bill  would 
be  taken  to-night. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  h)r  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  No  doubt  there  were 
points  in  the  Bill  of  the  Session  1888  in 
which  we  were  not  in  entire  accord  with 
the  hon.  Member,  but  I  think  he  will  see 
this  is  a  purely  Consolidating  Bill,  not  an 
amending  Bill. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Do  I  understand  that 
it  is  to  go  before  a  Select  Committee  ?   . 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Yes. 
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.  Dr.  tanner  :  On  that  understanding 
I  have  no  objection  to  the  Second  Bead- 
ing. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 
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ARMY  ANNUAL  BILL.  (No.  194!) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  object. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  Has  the  Bill 
been  printed  and  cii^culated  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E-  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  Yes,  I  understand  it  has 
been  printed,  and  that  copies  can  be  ob- 
tained at  the  Vote  Office. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  Very  often  a  Bill 
of  this  kind  contains  important  Amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  stanhope  :  They  may  be  con- 
sidered in  Committee. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  Objection  to  taking 
the  Bill  after  1 2  o'clock  docs  not  apply, 
as  the  Bill  is  brought  in  in  pursuance  of 
the  provisions  of  a  Statute. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.)  :  As 
a  matter  of  order,  Sir,  can  a  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  before  being  printed  and 
circulated  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  That  is  not  a  matter 
of  order  ;  it  is  a  matter  for  the  House  to 
decide. 

Mr.  sexton  :  If  we  bring  forward  a 
Bill  that  does  not  happen  to  be  printed, 
objection  on  that  groand  is  considered 
conclusive;  my  memory  recalls  several 
6uch  instances.  If  this  is  binding  against 
a  private  Member  who  has  nob  complete 
command  of  facilities  for  printing,  surely 
it  ought  to  be  binding  against  the  Govern- 
ment. It  would  be  a  culpable  breach  of 
duty,  I  think,  to  allow  the  practice  with- 
out protest;  and  I  would  request,  Sir,  that 
the  Bill  should  not  be  read  a  second  time 
to-night. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  It  is  for  the  House 
to  judge. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  If  the  Government 
persist,  I  shall  move  that  it  be  set  down 
for  to-morrow. 


Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  It  is  really  a 
point  not  worth  setting  up  now.  I  have 
the  printed  Bill  in  my  hand,  and 
copies  of  it  can  be  had  in  the  Vote  Office. 
But  if  hon.  Members  prefer  that  the 
Bill  should  be  taken  to-morrow  let  it 
be  so. 

Second  Reading  referred  to  to-morrow. 

INFECTIOUS    DISEASE     PREVENTION 

BILL.-(No.  80.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Speaker  do  now  leave,  the 
Chair." — (Mr.  Knowles.) 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  object. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  :  I  would 
appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend  who  takes, 
I  know,  a  deep  interest  in  sanitary 
matters,  to  allow  us  to  proceed  with 
this  Bill,  which  will  be  a  most  useful 
measure. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  should  be  most 
happy  to  do  so,  but  again  and  again  I 
have  expressed  my  opinion  against  pro- 
ceeding with  legislation  after  12  o'clock, 
and,  as  a  matter  of  principle,  I  must 
maintain  my  objection. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  think,  on  reflection, 
my  hon.  Friend  will  be  disposed  to  agree 
with  me  that  it  is  better  to  have  a  useful 
measure  passed  after  1 2  o'clock  thaii  not 
to  get  it  at  all.  There  are  several 
provisions  in  this  Bill  which  have  under- 
gone consideration  year  after  year  by  the 
Committee  on  Police  and  Sanftary 
Regulations. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  cannot  understand 
the  appeal  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

Claase  6. 

Objection  being  taken  to  further  pro- 
ceeding, the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  Report  to  the  House. 


Committee    report 
(^in  to-morrow. 


Progress ;    to    sit 
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MERCHANT     SHIPPING      ACTS 

AMENDMENT  BILL  (No.  103). 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Keskding  read. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.)  : 
The  hon.  Merab3r  in  charge  of  this 
Bill  desires  me  to  say  that  he  has 
arranged  with  the  officials  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  as  to  certain  Amendments  to 
this  Bill,  and  if  the  Bill  is  permitted  a 
Second  Reading  those  Amendments  shall 
be  placed  upon  the  Paper.  I  do  not 
suppose  the  House  will  desire  me  to  go 
through  the  Amendments ;  I  may  say, 
however,  that  every  one  of  the  sugges- 
tion made  by  the  Shipping  Companies 
have  been  carried  out  in  these  Amend- 
ments. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

•The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.)  :  I  would  second  the  appeal 
of  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Bill  should 
be  read  a  second  time.  Great  care  has 
been  taken  in  drafting  the  proposed 
Amendments  to  the  Bill,  which  include 
reference  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Load  Line  Committee,  and  which  have 
the  approval  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
the  shipping  interest. 

•Colonel  HILL  (Bristol,  E.) :  I  may 
perhaps  say  that  the  Amendments  which 
have  been  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  accepted  by  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  have  the  approval  of  several  of  my 
shipping  friends  and  myself. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
RoUox) :  The  shipowners  of  Glasgow 
have  asked  me  to  object  to  this  Bill.  I 
am  sorry  to  opposo  it  now,  for  I  never 
like  blocking  a  Bill.  Will  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber be  satisfied  to  allow  the  Bill  to  stand 
over  until  Monday  ? 

Mr.  HOWELL :  If  the  hon.  Member 
knows  that  the  shipowners  to  whom  he 
refers  had  the  opportunity  of  urging 
their  views  on  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
did  not  do  so,  it  may  alter  his  view. 
Every  opportunity  will  arise  for  discuss- 
ing Amendments  in  Committee. 


Mr.  CALDWELL :  I  understand  that 
a  deputation  was  to  wait  upon  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  has  not  yet  done  so. 

•Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH: 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  explain  that 
the  shipowners  requested  me  to  give 
them  an  interview,  and  last  Tuesday 
was  fixed  for  the  purpose,  but  subse- 
quently they  sent  word  that  they  were 
unable  to  come. 

Mr.  CALDWELL:  Leave  it  until 
Monday. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  As  my  name  is 
on  the  back  of  the  Bill,  I  may  join  in 
the  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend  not  to 
press  his  objection.  The  Bill  deals  with 
matters  of  great  importance  for  the 
interest  of  our  seamen.  Future  stages 
will  allow  full  opportunity  for  discussion. 

Mr.  CALDWELL:  I  withdraw  my 
objection. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Monday  next. 

MO  TIOJ^S. 


HERRING  FISHERY   (SCaiLAND)   ACT  (1889> 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Anstruther,  Bill  to  amend 
"TheHening  Fishery  (Scotland)  Act,  1889,'* 
ordered  to  he  brought  in  by  Mr.  Anstruther, 
Mr.  Esblemont,  Mr.  Malcolm,  Mr.  Munro  Fer- 
guson, and  Mr.  Vernon. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  lime.  [Bill  196. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Public  Health  Acts 
Amendment  Bill  and  the  Urban  Sanitary 
Authorities  (Further  Powers)  Bill  that  they 
have  power  to  consolidate  the  two  Bills  into 
one  Bill.— {.If r.  Henry  H.  Fowler.) 

INFANT  LIFE  PROTECnON  BILL. 
Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Infant  Life  Protection 
Bill  that  they  have  power  to  insert  ClaoseB 
dealing  with  the  insurance  oflnfants*  Lives. — 
(Mr.  Henry  H,  Fowter.) 

Ilouse  adjourned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 
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VISCOUNT  LIFFORD. 
Report  made  from  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor, that  the  right  of  James  Wilfrid 
Yisoount  Lifford  to  vote  at  the  elections 
of  Representative  Peers  for  Ireland  has 
been  established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor ;  read,  and  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  Table. 

IRELAND-SPECIAL  COMMISSION  (1888) 
REPORT. 
•The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbuky)  : 
My  Lords,  it  is  my  duty  to  move  a  Reso- 
lution of  this  House  thanking  the  Judges 
who  were  appointed  under  a  Statute 
which  was  passed  about  a  year  and  a  half 
agoforthe  exertions  which  they  have  made 
and  the  industry  which  they  have  de- 
voted to  the  heavy  task  wluch  we  laid 
upon  them,  and  also  to  move  that  your 
Lordships  adopt  the  Report,  and  record 
it  on  the  Journals  of  this  House.  To  the 
first  part  of  that  Resolution  I  imagine  there 
will  not  be  a  single  dissentient.  Every- 
body will  have  felt  admiration  for  the 
zeal,  the  unflagging  industry,  and  the 
evident  impartiality  with  which  the  dis- 
tinguished men  to  whom  this  task  was 
assigned  undertook  and  carried  out  the 
unwonted  duty  which  Parliament  had 
imposed  upon  them.  It  is  a  matter  of 
great  congratulation  to  us  that  we  can 
command  for  duties  of  investigation 
which  have  been  approved  by  Parliament 
— I  do  not,  at  this  moment,  inquire  into 
the  policy  of  that  approval — talent  so 
distiuguished  and  detachment  so  com- 
plete from  the  controversies  by  which 
the  rest  of  the  community  is  divided. 
MyLords,  I  anticipate  also  the  concurrence 
of  your  Lordships'  House  in  the  proposal 
that  I  make  that  we  shall  adopt  the 
^leport,  and  that  we  shall  record  it  on 
the  Journals  of  this  House.  It  is  a  very 
valuable  Report  in  many  ways.  It  gives 
a  very  complete  view  of  a  very  curious 
episode  of  our  internal  history,  and  I  am 
sure  that  we  shall  all  recognise  at  once 
the  judicial  qualities  and  the  literary 
merits  by  which  it  is  signally  marked. 
VOL.  CCCXLII.     [third  series.] 


It  has  also  to  me  another  value,  that  it 
brings  before  us  things  and  collects 
knowledge  which,  to  many  of  us,  is  ab- 
solutely new.  To  those  who  were  in 
office  during  the  years  which  are  covered 
by  the  investigation  of  this  tribunal  the 
facts  which  they  bring  together  may  not 
be  so  new  as  they  are  to  others ;  but 
speaking  generally,  and  having  reference 
to  persons  who  may  not  have  had  special 
means  of  information,  I  think  that' the 
mass  of  facts  which  they  have  collected 
together  are  matters  of  the  deepest  in- 
terest, not  only  in  tiie  history  of  this 
country  but  to  the  student  of  the 
philosophy  of  Government  and  of  revolu- 
tions. I  see  a  noble  Lord  has  just  entered 
the  House  who  was  himself  very  closely 
connected  with  the  Government  of 
Ireland ;  and  it  occurs  to  me  that  while  I 
am  referring  to  what  is  new — for  it  is 
almost  all  new — in  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners,  1  may  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  calling  his  attention  to  a  matter 
that  was  very  new  indeed  to  me,  and,  I 
hope,  was  new  to  him.  Attention  was 
called  to  it  in  another  place,  but  very 
naturally  it  was  said  that  in  another 
place  the  noble  Lord,  the  late  Viceroy, 
was  not  present,  and  had  not  that  oppor- 
tunity of  answering,  which  the  courtesy  of 
Parliament  always  gives  to  those  who  are 
responsible  for  the  conduct  of  affairs. 
The  matter  to  which  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  perhaps 
to  extract  some  statement  from  him  in 
regard  to  it,  is  the  evidence  given  by 
Mr.  William  O'Brien  with  respect  to 
the  position  occupied  by  the  noble  Lord 
towards  his  own  subordinates.  Mr. 
O'Brien,  as  the  House  is  well  aware,  has 
distinguished  himself,  and  I  think  he 
especially  distinguished  himself  during 
the  late  Government,  by  the  extreme 
violence  of  the  language  which  he  used 
in  describing  the  political,  intellectual, 
and  moral  character  of  the  noble  Lord, 
the  late  Viceroy  of  Ireland,  and  of  all 
persons  who  were  employed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  I  find  that  when  Mr. 
O'Brien  was  under  examination  before 
the  Special  Commission  he  was  asked 
whether,  in  view  of  the  notorious  political 
arrangements  of  the  day,  he  still  enter- 
tained the  opinion  of  the  noble  Earl 
which  he  had  expressed  with  so  much 
freedom,  both  of  letterpress  and  of 
pictorial  illustration,  during  the  time 
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when  the  noble  Earl  held  his  Viceroyalty. 
Mr.  O'Brien  replied  that  he  did  not ;  but 
he  was  pressed  very  much  to  say  why  he 
had  changed  his  mind,  and  what  justifi- 
cation he  gave  for  the  atrocious  insinua- 
tions and  for  the  atrocious  accusations 
which  he  levelled  at  the  head  of  the 
noble  Earl,  and  which  I  may  say,  though 
I  was  in  Opposition  at  the  time,  excited 
the  deepest  indignation  as  well  among 
the  noble  Lord's  opponents  as  among  his 
friends.  The  answer  of  Mr.  O'Brien  is 
so  peculiar  that  I  think  it  requires  the 
notice  of  the  noble  Earl.  "  Unhappily," 
he  said — 

**  We  did  hold  Earl  Spencer  and  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan  responsihle  for  the  acts  of  their  suhor- 
dinates  in  Ireland.  As  to  Earl  Spencer 
and  Mr.  Trevelyan  we  were  wrong,  ahso- 
lutely  wrong,  and  I  am  soiry  that  there  was 
ever  an  imputation  of  the  kind.  But  as 
to  his  subordinates  we  were  absolutely 
and  in  every  particular  right.  We  have  found 
that  we  were  wrong  as  to  Earl  Spencer,  and  I 
think  Earl  Spencer  has  found  that  we  were 
right  as  to  his  subordinates." 

That  is  a  most  atrocious  imputation,  and 
of  all  the  atrocious  imputations  which  have 
been  levelled  at  the  head  of  the  noble 
Earl  that  is,  to  my  mind,  the  vilest  and 
the  foulest— that  he  should  be  able  to 
put  off  upon  the  shoulders  of  his  Consti- 
tutional advisers  and  subordinates  the 
obloquy  which  had  been  in  the  first 
instance  levelled  at  himsslf.  I  feel  con- 
vinced that  in  mentioning  this  to  the 
noble  Earl  I  shall  only  be  giving  him  an 
opportunity  of  indignantly  repudiating 
it,  and  of  saying  that,  whatever  took 
place  in  Ireland  at  that  time,  it  was  not 
the  subordinates  but  the  Viceroy  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  who  were  responsible, 
and  exclusively  responsible.  This  accu- 
sation departs  so  much  from  our  ordinary 
political  conditions  that  I  have  thought 
it  better  to  make  an  excaption  from  the 
salutary  rule  which  I  hope  to  establish 
— that  is,  not  to  trouble  your  Lordships 
with  any  extracts  from  the  evidence. 
But  this  case  is  so  abnormal  and  excep- 
tional that  I  think  that  the  first  time  it 
is  mentioned  in  your  Lordships*  House 
the  noble  Earl  should  have  a  full  oppor- 
tunity of  denouncing  it.  In  this  os  in 
other  matters  I  say  that  we  owe  gratitude 
to  the  Commission  for  the  collection  of 
much  valuable  and  novel  information. 
I  do  not  gather  that  I  shall  find  any 
difference  of  opinion  among  noble  Lords 
on  the  other  B.de  on  this  point.  I  do 
The  Marquess  oj  Salisbury 


not   find   that  in   the    other    House    of 
Parliament    any    objection     was     made 
either  to  the  adoption  of  the  Report  or 
to  the  recording  of  it  on  the  Journals  of 
the  House.     But  a  certain  Amendment 
was  moved.     I  have  not  seen  any  notice 
of    a    similar    Amer.dment    here,     and 
1   do   not   know  whether  such  will   be 
moved.     I  hope   it   will   not.     But  the 
Amendment  moved  in  the  other  House 
was  to  the  effect  that  we  ought  to  select 
one  particular  finding  of  the  Judges  for 
the   purpose  of  congratulating  the  per- 
sons whom  it  affected.     Now  the  Report 
of  the  Judges,  my  Lords,  may  be  sum- 
marised  without   injury    to  this  effect. 
They  found  that  some  of  the  respondents 
were  guilty  of  establishing  and  joining 
in  the  Land  League  Organisation,  with  the 
intention  by  its  means  of  bringing  about 
the  independence  of  Ireland  as  a  separate 
nation.     They  find  that  all  the  respon- 
dents entered  into  a  criminal  conspiracy, 
by  a  system   of   coercion  and,  intimida- 
tion,  to    promote     an    agrarian     agita- 
tion   against    the     payment    of     agri- 
cultural     rents,    for     the     purpose    of 
impoverishing  and   expelling   from    the 
country   the   Irish  landlords,  who  were 
styled  the  English  garrison.      They  find 
that  the   respondents   disseminated   the 
Irish  World  and  other  newspapers  tend- 
ing  to  incite  to  sedition  and  the  com- 
mission of  other  crimes.     They  find  that 
the  respondents  did  incite  to  intimidation, 
and  that  the  consequence  of  that  intimi- 
dation was  crime  and  outrage,  lliey  find 
that  the  respondents  did  not  denounce  the 
system  of  intimidation  which  led  to  crime 
and  outrage,  but  that  they  persisted  in  it 
with  knowledge  of  its  effect.     Well,  this 
indictment,  like  many  other  indictments, 
contains  a  great  number  of  counts  ;  but 
on  those  counts  of  the   indictment  the 
respondents  are  found  guilty.     On  other 
counts  of  the  indictment  they  are  found 
not  guilty,  especially  upon   the    counts 
which   were    rested  on   certain    letters, 
which    the   Judges   have    found   to   be 
forged.       It    was    proposed  in   another 
place,  and  perhaps  it  will   be  proposed 
here,   that   we  should  congratulate  the 
defendants  on  the  counts  on  which  they 
were  not  found  guilty.     Now  we  have 
the   advantage    in    this    House   of   the 
presence  of  several  distinguished  criminal 
Judges.     I  would  venture  to  ask  them 
whether  such  a  practice  as  that  has  ever 
prevailed  in  the  Courts  over  which  they 
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preside  —  whether,  after  condemniiig 
defendants  to  penal  servitude  or  to 
capital  punishment  for  the  counts  on 
which  they  are  found  guilty,  they  are  in 
the  habit  of  adding  an  elaborate  apology 
for  the  counts  on  which  the  condemned 
are  found  not  guilty?  It  would  intro- 
duce a  totally  new  element  into  the 
conduct  of  criminal  affairs ;  and  I  hope 
we  shall  not  give  what  would  be  a  bad 
example,  and  would  lead  to  the  im- 
pression that  if  a  man  was  not  found 
guilty  of  all  that  he  was  accused  of  ho 
was  to  be  congratulated  in'  respect  of 
that  of  w]iich  he  had  been  acquitted.  I 
have  another  reason  why  I  very  much 
deprecate  any  such  Amendment,  if  therj 
were  any  intention  of  moving  one. 
That  is,  that  it  would  sanction  a  peculiar 
and  promiuent  character  which  has  been 
most  ingeniously  and  most  cleverly 
given  to  what  are  called  ihe/ac  simile  let- 
ters, and  what  I  will  call  the  forged 
letters.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  saw  a 
Parliamentary  manoeuvre  dt-vised  with 
mora  ingenuity  or  carried  out  with  moro 
tenacity  and  success.  Those  who  were 
involved  in  these  accusations  have  con- 
trived to  impress  upon  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  public  that  the  main 
object  of  this  investigation  was  the 
investigation  into  the  letters  which  had 
been  produced,  and  that  the  object  for 
which  the  Commission  was  appointed 
was  the  investigation  of  that  question, 
and  of  that  question  exclusively.  That 
theory  is  capable  of  a  very  simple  test. 
I  suppose  that  as  the  Commission  was 
appointed  on  the  motion  of  the  Govern- 
ment the  speeches  of  those  Members  of 
the  Government  who  introduced  and 
moved  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill  are 
some  indication  of  the  objects  with  which 
the  Commission  was  appointed.  If  any 
noble  Lord  will  take  the  trouble  to  read 
the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  Mr. 
Smith,  the  leader  of  the  other  House,  in 
which  he  moved  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill,  he  will  find  that  there  was  not 
one  word  of  reference  to  tliese  letters 
which  have  been  thrust  into  this  promi- 
nent position.  If  any  noble  Lord  will 
do  me  the  honour  to  read  my  speech  in 
moving  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  he 
will  observe  that  I  made  no  allusion 
whatever  to  these  letters.  I  did  not  do 
so,  because  I  never  attached  that  import- 
ance to  them  which  it  was  convenient 
for  noble  Lords  opposite  and  Members  of 


the  Opposition  in  the  other  House  t<» 
attach  to  them.  The  letters  were  put 
forward  as  if  they  charged  some  special 
crime  of  which  no  other  evidence 
existed.  It  was  reprcssnted  that  they 
charged  complicity  with  murder.  I 
never  was  able  to  understand  by  what 
alchemy  that  meaning  was  extracted  from 
the  language  of  any  of  these  forged 
letters.  What  they  did  prove,  according 
to  the  natural  and  evident  interpretation 
of  them,  was  that  the  writer,  for  the 
sake  of  securing  the  supjwrt  of  persons 
who  had  practised  violence  as  well  as  of 
persons  who  did  not  practise  violence, 
was  driven  to  a  somewhat  ambiguous 
statement  of  his  opinion,  and  ^*as  com- 
pelled to  express  approbation  or  lack  cf 
disapprobation  for  a  murder  which  pre  - 
bably,  had  he  not  been  under  that  strtss, 
he  would  have  unreservedly  disapproved. 
But  if  the  non-exprt  ssion  of  disapproval 
for  a  crime  committed  for  the  purpose  c  f 
compassing  a  political  object  is  something 
so  terribly  base,  so  fearfully  dishonouring, 
as  noble  Lords  and  hon.  Members  have  bee  i 
pleased  to  regard  it,  I  can  only  think 
that  the  whole  of  the  Party  opposite 
have  been  very  much  disposed  to  be 
moderate  and  temperate  in  their  denun- 
ciation of  allies  whose  alliance  wr.s 
precious  to  them,  whose  conduct  wrs 
not  all  they  could  desire,  and  with  respect 
to  whom  they  observed  a  careful  reti- 
cence. It  appears  to  me  to  be  an  ex- 
travagant interpretation  of  the  fcrgtd 
letter  to  deduce  from  it  complicity  in 
murder  ;  but  it  is  not  extravagant  at  all 
to  deduce  from  it  a  desire  to  keep  well 
with  those  by  whom  murder  has  been 
committed.  I  am  not  therefore  prepared 
to  admit  that  there  was  any  special  sig- 
nificance in  those  letters,  concerning 
which,  as  soon  as  their  forgery  was  well 
ascertained,  so  strong  an  opinion  w&s 
raised  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  Housj. 
They  were  but  part  of  a  general  proof, 
of  which  the  Report  furnishes  abundant 
details,  that  the  Parliamentary  Party 
were  prepared  to  make  use  of  the  crirats 
com  mitt  d  by  the  un-Parliamentary 
Party,  though  they  themselves  were 
free  from  any  specific  implication  in  r.ny 
of  the  crimes  committed.  When  I  had 
the  lionrur  of  moving  the  Second  Herding 
of  the  Bill,  I  pointed  out  a  very  curious 
and  a  very  remarkable  state  of  things 
whicli  lequired  investigation,  and  for 
which  the  creation  of  such  a  Commigsiou 
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was  specially  desirable.  I  pointed  out 
that  there  were  two  organisations  seeking 
the  same  end  in  Ireland.  There  was 
the  organisation  of  the  Parliamentary 
Party  seeking  it  by  Constitutional  means, 
and  there  was  the  organisation  of  the  party 
of  violence  seeking  it  by  marder  and  by 
outrage,  and  by  eveiy  species  of  illegal 
practice.  The  strange  thing  and  the 
matter  that  required  investigation  was 
that  almost  all  the  success  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary Party  was  due  to  the  action  of 
their  violent  allies ;  that  if  they  were 
able  to  act  upon  politicians,  if  they  were 
able  to  affect  the  social  condition  of  the 
country,  if  they  were  able  to  establish 
themselves  as  a  factor  of  any  importance 
in  the  social  and  political  discussions  of 
the  time,  it  was  due  to  the  violent  action 
of  the  organisation,  all  knowledge  of 
which  they  disclaimed,  and  from  which 
they  professed  they  never  had  assistance  or 
support  in  any  manner.  We  had  shown 
some  scepticism  as  to  this.  We  did  not 
charge  them  with  complicity  with  crime. 
We  charged  them  with  using  crime,  and 
we  said  that  there  was  communication 
bat  ween  the  two  parties  which  enabled 
the  Parliamentary  Party  to  allow  crime 
to  go  forward  or  to  restrain  it  in  propor- 
tion as  their  political  necessities  might 
require.  As  it  has  been  well  expressed, 
they  had  their  hand  upon  the  throttle-valve 
of  crime.  When  they  allowed  crime  to 
go  forward,  it  acted ;  when  they  sup- 
pressed it,  it  retreated ;  and  Ave  were 
unable  to  admit  that  no  alliance  of  a 
tacitcharacterexistedbetween  bodies  con- 
nected by  such  phenomena  as  these.  What 
have  the  Judges  found  ?  They  found, 
in  the  first  place,  that  crime  in  Ireland 
is  not  proportionate  to  mis3ry  in  Ireland; 
it  is  not  mainly  due  to  misery  in  Ireland  ; 
that  when  evictions  are  highest  crime  is 
not  highest,  and  when  crime  is  highest 
evictions  are  not  highest.  The  figures  by 
which  these  facts  are  established  are  of  a 
striking  character ;  they  are  drawn  from 
the  experience  of  the  great  famine,  and 
th:^y  show  that  there  is  no  connection 
whatever  between  the  amounts  of  crime 
and  eviction  —  between  the  assumed 
oppression  by  the  landlord  of  the 
tenants  and  the  crime  by  which 
Ireland  has  been  defaced.  Well, 
then,  to  what  is  crime  in  Ireland  due  ? 
Is  it  due  to  organisations?  Perhaps  I 
had  better  giv^  the  figures  to  which  I 
have  alluded,  because  they  are  important. 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


The  year  1849  was  the  first  year  in 
which  the  statistics  relating  to  eviction 
and  crime  were  compiled.  For  the  four 
years  from  1849  to  1852  there  were 
58,000  evictions  and  only  4,000  crimes. 
For  the  four  years  from  1879  to  1883 
there  were  12,000  evictions  and  11,000 
crimes ;  so  there  is  no  connection  in  the 
variation  between  evictions  and  crime. 
What  the  Judgres  have  found  is  that  this 
connection  between  the  two  organisa- 
tions, which  we  were  only  able  to  sus- 
pect, exists  in  reality ;  that  the  Parliar 
mentary  Party  did  incite  to  intimidation, 
and,  knowing  that  it  led  to  outrage  and 
murder,  they  still  persisted  in  intimida- 
tion ;  that  they  did  encourage  the  circu- 
lation of  papers  in  which  outrage  and 
sedition  were  advocated  ;  but  that  it  is 
quite  true  that  they  took  part  in  no 
individual  crime.  The  revelation  the 
Judges  are  able  to  make  to  us  has  great 
gaps  in  it ;  their  information  is  unfor- 
tunately imperfect  in  some  most  im- 
portant and  remarkable  particulars.  We 
know  that  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
pounds  were  poured  into  the  treasury  of 
the  Land  League,  but  the  records  of  the 
expenditure  have  been  destroyed,  and  all 
the  correspondence  connected  with  the 
administration  of  the  money  has  been 
destroyed  also.  One  fragment  has  sur- 
vived, and  our  inferences  have  been 
criticised  on  account  of  the  smallness  of 
that  fragment ;  but  just  as  you  can 
construct  the  fauna  of  a  bye  gone 
palaeozoic  age  from  a  bone,  a  scale,  or  a 
footprint,  so  we  are  able  to  tell  from  the 
fragment  of  this  correspondence  which 
we  have  discovered  that  these  men  had 
a  knowledge  of  the  commission  of  crime. 
When  a  man  Avas  compensated  for  a 
wound  he  had  received  in  the  commis- 
sion of  crime,  we  can  form  some  idea 
of  the  real  object  for  which  money 
was  spent  and  the  purposes  to  which  the 
organisation  was  directed.  I  have  no 
doubt  the  Parliamentary  Party  never 
contrived  a  murder ;  I  have  no  doubt 
that  they  were  never  implicated  in  any 
individual  murder ;  but  they  did  that 
which  they  knew  by  experience  produced 
murders  ;  and  they  continued  to  do  it. 
Can  you  say  that  they  are  entirely  free 
from  all  responsibility  for  the  murders 
that  went  on  ?  It  seems  to  me  it  is  a 
relative  condition  of  criminality,  which 
you  often  find  in  other  branches  of  crime. 
Thero  are  tradesmen  who  will  buy  spoonB 
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from  footmen,  or  jewels  from  ladies'- 
maids,  but  nothing  would  insult  them 
more  tlian  the  suspicion  that,  under  any 
circumstances,  they  could  be  capable  of 
stealing  either  trinkets  or  plate. 
They  know  perfectly  well  what  the  result 
of  their  action  is,  and  they  hope  to  profit 
by  that  action,  but  they  are  much  too 
wis3  ever  to  involve  themselves  in  any 
direct  connection  with  the  crimes  which 
are  committed.  I  do  not  think  that  in 
the  discussions  which  we  have  already 
had  upon  this  subject  there  has  been  any 
substantial  effort  made  to  clear  the  Irish 
Parliamentary  Party  from  this  amount 
of  complicity  with  crime — that  they  did 
that  which  did  produce,  and  which  they 
knew  would  produce,  crime,  and  that 
they,  having  that  knowledge,  continued 
to  do  those  acts.  But  under  the  stress 
or  political  necessity  we  have  had  many 
new  ethical  theories  started  lately.  The 
doctrine  now  seems  to  be  that  you 
inay  commit  •any  crime,  may  break  any 
law,  as  long  as  you  do  it  for  the  purpose 
of  overthrowing  existing  institutions.  It 
is  a  great  re-action.  Formerly  treason 
was  the  greatest  of  all  crimes,  and 
carried  with  it  as  its  consequence  the 
most  terrible  of  all  punishments.  But 
opinion  has  whirled  entirely  round,  and 
now  you  may  say  of  treason,  thait,  like 
charity,  it  covereth  a  multitude  of  sins. 
It  is  sufficient  to  say  that  these  men 
were  treasonable,  that  they  desired  to 
83ver  the  connection  between  Ireland 
and  England.  It  is  sufficient  to  say  that 
they  were  opposing  the  law  in  order 
that  they  might  obtain  from  former 
Cabinet  Ministers,  and  I  daresay  that 
they  will  obtain  to-night,  from  a  former 
Lord  Chancellor,  fall  absolution  for  all 
the  crimes  that  they  have  committed,  or 
that  they  have  encouraged.  But  we 
ought  to  be  very  careful  how  we  extend 
this  doctrine  of  the  immunity  of  treason 
and  the  innocence  of  crimes  because  they 
belong  by  their  nature  to  what  are  called 
political  crimes.  It  is  a  curious  fact  and 
defect  in  our  ethics  that  though  we  con- 
demn under  all  other  circumstances, 
robbery,  fraud,  mutilation  of  dumb 
animals,  breaking  into  houses  at  night, 
dragging  men  from  their  beds  and 
shooting  Ihem,  with  deadly  results  or 
with  the  result  of  inflicting  upon  them 
dangerous  wounds,  these  acts  are  venial 
bpcause  the  motive  with  which  they  are 
ipne— ror,  at  all  eyents,  the  motive  with 


which  they  are  encouraged — is  that  of 
resisting  the  constituted  Government  of 
the  country.  No  doubt  we  feel  that  in 
revolutions,  when  they  take  the  form  of 
war,  many  of  the  motives  of  those  who 
have  taken  part  in  them  are  of  a  much 
higher  character  than  the  motives  of 
those  who  commit  ordinary  crime ;  but 
you  surely  require  that  ordinary  crime 
under  those  circumstances  shall  not  be 
made  the  instrument  by  which  the 
established  Government  is  assailed.  We 
.have  had  plenty  of  revolutions.  We 
know  their  philosophy  by  this  time 
tolerably  well.  We  have  had  suc- 
cessful revolutions  —  successful  by 
reason  of  the  distance  of  the  subject 
country  from  the  Mother  Country.  The 
whole  of  the  continent  of  America,  from 
the  St.  Lawrence  to  the  Southern  Pole,  has 
been  freed  or  severed  from  European 
government  by  successful  revolution. 
We  have  had  successful  revolutions, 
mainly  by  means  of  foreign  assistance,  in; 
this  part  of  the  world,  in  Greece, 
Belgium,  and  Italy.  We  have  had  un- 
successful revolutions,  attempts  to  free 
the  islands  of  Corsica  and  Sicily,  but  I 
will  venture  to  say  that  in  the  case  of 
none  of  them  can  you  find  it  recorded 
that  the  instrument  and  the  weapon  on 
which  the  revolutionists  principally 
relied  was  that  of  assailing  the  ordinary 
rights  of  a  vast  class  of  peaceful  inhabi- 
tants, and  of  pursuing  them  with  outrage 
and  murder,  conducted  by  organised 
secret  societies.  Such  things  have  never 
been  encouraged  by  those  who  have  led 
revolutions  up  to  this  time,andif  we  ought 
to  claim  a  special  immunity  for  revolu- 
tionary acts,  at  least  we  ought  to  insist  that 
the  revolutionary  Code,  such  as  it  is,  should 
be  scrupulously  observed.  If  we  are  to 
be  told  that  no  commandment  is  binding, 
that  no  outrage  is  horrible,  that  no  virtue 
is  to  be  insisted  upon  if  it  is  contrary  to 
the  interests  of  the  revolutionary  party, 
you  undermine  all  the  principles  of 
morality  by  which  society  is  held 
together,  and  you  will  reap  the  evil 
results  of  the  ethical  system  to  which,  in 
an  evil  hour,  under  political  stress,  you 
have  given  your  adhesion  in  matters 
differing  very  much  from,  and  far  deeper 
in  importanca  than,  the  Irish  question 
which  we  are  now  considering.  I  think 
I  saw  that  one  defence  of  all  the  horrible 
things  which  have  been  done  in  Ireland, 
and  which  we  all  know  have  been  done 
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in  eonS3qiicncecjf  the  system  of  intimida- 
tbu  which  the  Irish  Parliamentary  Party 
liave   knowingly  encouraged,  was    that 
all  tho!^  horrible  things  were  justified 
bpcausa   they   contributed   to    wringing 
from  Parliament  the  Lnnd  Act  of  1^8 1. 
I  have  often  suid  that  I  ara  no  ndmir^^r  of 
that  Act.     I  take  a  very  adverse  view  of 
it,  and  lam  not  alone  in  that,    Howev^er, 
I  do  not  wish  to  discard  it«  merits  now. 
I  merely  wish  to  point  out  the   extra- 
ordinary  ethical    mora,stJ  into  which  we 
have  wandered  when  it  can  be  deliberate- 
ly  and   gravely   maintained    that   it   is 
jufititiabla   to  encourage  and   i«jrmit  nil 
these  horrible  crimes,  if  by  so  doing  you 
can  hop 3  to  jmss  an  Act  of  Parliament  on 
which  a  section  of  the  community  look 
with  appj-oval.     It   follows   that   if   the 
Act  of  Parliament  is   not  to  be  approved 
the     actions     by    which     it    has    been 
coniptisSL-d   rjturn    to   the   condition    of 
horrible  crimes^  from  which  you  seek  to 
bring  them  out,  and  you  have  thus  laid 
down  a  doctrine   that  the   end   justifies 
the  means,  more   completely  and  more 
recklessly  tlian  any  school  of  J t  suits  haj* 
ever  ventured   to  prop)Be  it.     We  have 
uften   been  warned   in   these  discussions 
that  we  are   dealing  with  personal  ques- 
tions   and     attacking     men^s     personal 
honour.      Well,    at   all    events,    in    this 
Assembly  we  hare  no  need  to  fear  any 
such    imputation.      To    us    these    men 
against   whom   these    imputations   have 
been  made  are  mere  names^  and  if  we 
take  an  interest  in  their  innocence  or 
their  guilt  it  ia  not  on  account  of  the 
individuala  themselves  ;  it  iH  not  because 
we  wish    to    load   any  individual  with 
blame,  or  bt^cauae   we  wish  to  make  a 
case  against  any  political   opponent*  but 
because  we  wisli  to  elucidate  the  condi- 
tions of  apolitical  society  which  is  having 
at  present  the  deepest  effect  upon  the 
fate  of  this  country,  and  which,  if    the 
aspirations  of  those  who  are  struggling 
in  unison  with   tfce    Irish  Parliamentary 
Party  should  be?  erowtied   with  success, 
will  have   a  more  indebble  effect   upon 
English  history  than  any  previous  inci- 
dent in  the  long  career  of  this  country. 
These  men  have   been  found  guilty  of 
criminal  ciDuspiracy,  and  of    inciting    io 
intimidation,  knowing  that  it  resulted  in 
crime,  but  I  do  not  for  a  moment  snggest 
that  they  themselves  have  been  marked 
with    any  particular  vrickedness.      The 
interest,    the    fearful    interest,   of    this 
The  Marquem  of  Salisbmy 


decision    lies    in  the  fact  not    that  tb 
icdividual  nien  have  been  guilty  of  the 
tilings,  for  they  are  mortal  and  will  |>a 
away,  Imt  that  they  indicate  the  spirit 
which  animates  the  whole  body  of  raei 
who,  if  successful,  will  before  long  be  t" 
undisputed  rulers  of  Ireland.     These  ai 
the  men  t<i  whom  it  is  propiaed  to  ban 
over  all  thnt  is  loyal,  all  that  is  Protestau 
almost  all  that  ia  industrious  and  flouris' 
ing,  and,  above  all,  the  sections  of    tin 
communily    which    through    goiA    and 
I h rough  evil  have  clung  to  England-     In 
the  immorality  which  this  Keport  strikei 
at  and  brands  ynu  will  see   the  spirit, 
they  succeed,  of  the  futnre  governors 
Ireland.     When  the  American  war  w 
jjcting  on    you   might  have    prophesied^ 
fmm  the  conduct  of  George  Washington, 
what  the  conduct  rf  the  future  American 
Gdvernraent  would  be.     Ynu  would  havi 
known  that  it  would  Ije  limited  by  con* 
sideratiims  of  strict  ht>nnur^  and  that  he 
would  have  carritd,  as  he  did,  int^>  the 
Council   Chamber,   and    inti>   the   Pre 
dent's  House,  the  same    high    spirit 
integrity  which  distinguished  him  in  the 
field.     But  the  same  rule  applies  in  the 
other  direction,  and  if   political  objects 
have    been    systematically    pursued 
exciting   all    the    worst    jmssinns    of 
population,    if     intimidation    has    be< 
sedulously    encouraged    by    those    wi 
know  it  will  le.»d  to  murder,  you  w; 
know  that    the  spirit  wliieh    has    doi 
these  things  exist  in  the  minds  of  the 
men,  and  of  the  class  of  men,  from  whom 
the  future  governors  of  Ireland  will  be 
drawn,  and  you  know  the   fate  to  which 
you    are   handing    over    those   you    are 
bound    to    honour  and  preserve.      The 
melancholy  fact  which  this  Report  brings 
out   is  that  there  is  between  chisses 
Ireland  a  traditional    antipathy  due 
historical  causes,  which  we  may  lamcn 
but  which  we  cannot  in  a  moment  efface. 
A  historicjil  antipathy  of  that  kind  hasarisen 
from  many   incidents  in  the    checkered 
career  of  Kngland  and  Ireland.     It  may 
be  due  to  the  fault  of  one  or  the  fault 
tlie  other.      These   things   matter  ve; 
little  now,  but  we  know  that  this  bil 
torical  antipathy  exists ;  we  know  that 
it   will   colour,   and    tincture,    and    bias 
the  action  of  the    Party  to  whom    the 
future  government  of  Ireland   is   to  be 
handed  over  ;  and  wc  are  bound — bound 
more  than  ever  by  the  revelations  which 
this  Commission  hns  made — b>  sp<\re 
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effort,  no  exertion  that  we  can  command, 
in  order  that  such  a  delivery  over  of  one 
section  of  a  community  to  another  shall 
not  take  place  until  a  sufficient  interval 
has  passed  of  wholesome  government,  in 
the  course  of  which  these  causes  of 
antipathy  may  gradually  decline.  They 
are  not  to  be  worked  out  in  a  day ;  they 
are  not  to  be  worked  out  in  a  Ministry  ; 
they  have  arisen  in  centuries  ;  they  can 
only  be  effaced  in  generations.  But  this 
Commission,  the  Report  of  which  I  now 
ask  you  to,  adopt  and  to  record  upon  the 
Journals  of  the  House,  will  infinitely  in- 
crease your  responsibility,  if,  in  spite  of 
the  lessons  which  it  teaches  you  and  the 
revelations  it  has  made  to  you,  you  hand 
over  ti  this  bitter  criminal  .conspiracy 
ths  lives  of  those  who,  in  good  report  and 
in  evil  report,  for  many  centuries  have 
stood  by  England.  I  bjg  to  move  the 
Resolution. 

Moved — 

**That  the  Report  of  the  CommissioDers 
appointed  under  the  Act  dlst  and  52nd  Vic- 
toria,  chap.  35,  having  heen  presented  to  Par- 
liament, this  House  adopts  the  Report,  and 
thanks  the  Commissioners  for  their  just  and 
impartial  conduct  in  the  matter  referred  to 
them,  and  orderH  that  the  Report  be  eiitered 
upon  the  Journals  of  this  House."— (2*Atf  Mar- 
quest  of  Salitbury.) 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  My  Lords,  the 
Resolution  which  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  has  proposed  invites  the  assent 
of  this  House  not  to  one  but  to  three 
propositioflLS.  The  noble  Marquess  an- 
ticipated that  to  one  of  these  at  least  he 
would  gain  the  ready  assent  of  your 
Lordships.  But,  my  Lords,  strange  to 
say,  the  proposal  which  the  noble 
Marquess  thought  we  should  all  ass3nt  to 
is  not  one  of  those  which  he  has  made  in 
the  Resolution. 

•The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  :   May 
I  ask,  which  is  that  ? 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  To  thank  the 
Commissioners  for  their  just  and  im- 
partial conduct.  The  noble  Marquess  said 
we  should  all  agree  in  thanking  the 
Judges  for  the  exertions  they  have 
bestowed  and  the  industry  they  have 
displayed,  but  there  is  no  proposal  to 
ask  your  Lordships  to  thank  them  for 
anything  of  the  kind.  They  are  to  be 
thanked,  not  for  those  qualities,  but  for 
the  display  of  just  and  impartial  conduct 
in  the  inquiry,  as  to  which  I  shall  have 
something  to  say  by-and-by.     My  Lords, 


there  appear  to  me  to  be  grave  objections 
to  all  these  proposals.  The  Report 
which  your  Lordships  are  asked  to  adopt 
is  the  Report  of  a  Commission  un- 
precedented in  its  character  and  in  the 
circumstances  which  immediately  led  to 
its  appointment.  And  I  am  unwilling 
that,  by  adopting  this  Report,  your 
Lordships  should  give  any  further  or 
additional  sanction  to  proceedings  of  this 
nature.  I  must  recall  to  your  Lordships' 
recollection,  for  I  think  they  must  have 
escaped  the  recollection  of  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite,  judging  from  the 
matters  to  which  he  has  alluded  in  his 
speech,  the  grounds  upon  which  this 
House  was  asked  to  sanction  the 
appointment  of  this  Commission.  Three 
years  ago  there  appeared  in  a  newspaper 
charges  imputing  conduct  of  the  most 
disgraceful  kind  to  Irish  Members  of 
Parliament,  and  especially  to  Mr.  Parnell. 
My  Lords,  the  noble  Marquess  has  made 
no  allusion  to  those  charges.  He  has 
recited  all  the  charges  in  respect  of 
which,  as  he  says,  guilt  has  been  found  ; 
he  has  not  recited  the  charges  of  which 
they  have  been  acquitted.  Now,  it  may 
be  a  question,  and  I  will  say  something 
about  that  in  a  moment,  whether  there 
is  any  obligation  to  congratulate  them  on 
that  acquittal,  but,  at  least,  it  seems  to  me 
there  is  an  obligation,  if  you  make  allu- 
sion to  their  condemnation,  to  make 
allusion  equally  to  the  matters  upon 
which  they  have  been  found  not  guilty. 
What  were  these  charges?  They  were 
that  the  Land  Leaguers  deliberately 
based  their  movement  on  a  scheme  of 
assassination  and  outrage ;  that  the 
leaders  directly  incited  the  people  to 
outrages;  that  when  they  condemned 
outrages  their  language  was  hypocritical; 
that  the  funds  of  the  League  were  used 
to  pay  for  outrage  ;  that  the  Invincibles 
were  a  branch  of  the  Land  League  ;  that 
Mr.  Parnell  was  intimate  with  the  lead- 
ing Invincibles ;  that  he  probably  learned 
that  they  were  about  during  the  time 
that  he  was  released  on  parole,  and 
knowing  the  murders  to  be  their  work, 
greatly  qualified  the  condemnation 
which  he  thought  it  politic  to  pro- 
nounce, and  remitted  funds  to  Byrne  to 
enable  him  to  escape  from  justice. 
These  were  the  charges  amongst  others 
made,  and  they  were  the  main  charges. 
They  were  supported  by  no  proof;  no 
evidence   was    offered    of    their    truth, 
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tinlesa  tbafc  term  can  be  applied  to  a 
Kttter  which  was  iilleged  to  be  in  the 
handwriting  of  Mr.  Paniell.  As  soon  »s 
that  letter  appeared  in  the  newspapers  it 
was  declared  to  be  a  forger}^ ;  and  how 
wasthatdecjaration  received  I  With  jeers, 
ridicule,  incredulity.  Mr.  Parnell  was 
met  on  all  hands  by  his  political  op- 
ponents  with  a  taunt  that  unless  he  was 
prepared  to  proceed  to  a  Court  of  Justice 
and  prove  his  innocence,  and  that  lie  did 
not  write  the  letter,  he  must  Ix^  ccmsidered 
guilty  o£  the  matters  laid  to  his  eliarge. 
Those  cliarges  turned  out  to  l>e  CAlumnieb, 
I  must  for  a  moment  invite  your  Loixl- 
abips'  attention  to  this  suggestion  that  he 
was  bound  to  vindicate  himself  in  a  Court 
of  Justice.  I  have  always  entertained 
the  view  that,  assuming  Mr.  Parnell  to  l:je 
innocent  and  never  to  have  penned  that 
lett3r»  it  won  Id  have  Ijeen  madness  in 
him  tt^  appeal  to  a  Court  of  Justice. 
What  would  have  bc^L-n  the  result  had  he 
done  so '(  He  would,  no  doubt,  have 
denied  that  he  wrote  it — he  had  done 
that  already,  and  his  denial  bad  been 
treated  as  mei*e  empty  words.  There 
would  have  been  the  evidence  submitted 
to  the  jury  by  experts  in  handwriting, 
that  they  hful  not  the  slightest  doubt  the 
letter  was  written  by  Mr.  Parnell,  and 
the  matter  would  have  been  left,  perhaps 
in  the  same  kind  of  doubt,  to  the  deter- 
mination of  the  jury.  It  would  have 
been  impossible  to  force  a  disclosure  of 
the  source  from  which  that  letter  hjid 
been  derived.  It  would  have  been  inijxjs- 
sible  to  discover  who  had  handed  it  or  sold 
it  to  thi^  Time^  newspaper.  They  avowed 
their  determination  that  nothing  Wi)nld 
iuducB  them  to  mn^kc  that  revelation. 
They  held  out  the  idea  to  the  jniblic  that 
there  was  a  vast  amount  of  knowledge 
in  their  possession  which  they  were 
determined  not  to  mike  public^  because 
it  would  expose  persons  to  the  risk  of 
their  lives,  and  they  were  prepared  t^  go 
to  prison^to  suffer  anything — rather 
than  let  it  be  known  from  whom  that 
letter  had  been  obt^iined.  That  course 
would  have  been  taken  at  the  trial,  and 
what  would  have  been  the  result  ?  The 
utmost  Mr.  Parnell  could  have  hop;^d  for 
would  have  been  that  the  jury  would  not 
agr^e  on  their  verdict.  I  suppose  there 
ijs  no  doubt  that  on  such  a  jury  you  would 
h^ve  found  many  Conservatives,  and  why 
am  I  to  suppose  that  we  should  have  found 
those  Ctinservative  jur\Tuen  superior  to 


many  of  the  noble    Lords  whom  I   see, 
around  me,  who  expressed  their  convic- 
tion and    said  they  had  no  more   doubt  ; 
of  Mr.  ParneU's  guilt  than  if   they  had 
actually  seen  Mr.  Parnell  write  the  letter  I 
with    their   own   eyes?     I   heard  noble  J 
Lords,   after  !Mr.   ParneU's  denial,  say 
they   had    no   more    doubt    about    tho 
matter  than  if  they  had  seen  him  with 
theii*     own     eyes     pen     it,    and     you ' 
are      to     suppose     that     Conservatives  I 
serving  upon  a  jury  would  have  thought' 
otherwise.     And  to  a  certain  extent  1 
di<mld  n<it  blame  them  for  thinking  that 
when  the  Times  asserted  that  it   had  a 
vast  amount  of  knowledge  and  proof  in 
its    pussessioii     that     that    was    lome-  ] 
thing  more   than  empty  words  having 
DO       foundation      in      point      of      fact. 
My  Lords,  these  charges  have  been  found 
t<5  be  calumnies  and  to  be  untrue.     Tbey 
were  weapons  used  to  further  a  political  i 
course,    I  protested,  when  the  Bill  for  the 
appointment    of     the    C^irimmission    was 
before  your  Lo  I'd  ships'  House,  against  the  , 
doctrine  that  charges  in  a  newspaper  im- 
puting misconduct  to  a  public  man  were 
to  be  regarded  as  any  proof  of  guilty  or  ag  I 
it  lias  even  been  put  as  conclusi\'e  proof 
of  guilt  unless   he   would  appeal   to   a , 
Court  of  Justice  to  vindicate   him  and  j 
establish  his  innocence.     My  words  were  ! 
very  little  heeded  then  ;  but  I  have  the 
satisfaction  of  thinking  that  the   results 
of  employing  these  weapons  have    not 
proved  t*i  be  s*:*  very  advantageous  as  to  1 
commend   them    to    future    use.      Our  I 
political  conflicts  are  heated  and  bitter! 
enough,     but    there   are    limits   to  the] 
weapons  which  it  is  justifiable  to  use.     I 
would   venture  U:>   adopt  in  relation    U\  \ 
politicians  the  words  tif  a  distinguished 
Judge  when,  speaking  of  the  obligation 
of  an  advocate,  he  said — 

**  Tho  weapon  which  he  wielda  he  abould  I 
wield  a8  a  warrior,  not  as  aa  ae^a^sin ;  be  I 
should  seek  to    prevail  ptr   faM  but    not  per 

[MinvnterM    chen'sJ]     Yes,    my    Lordfi, , 
I  understand  those  cheers.     They  mean ) 
that  as   against    a    ]:>olitical  Party  who,j 
you    think,    used    unfair   weapons,    anjri 
weapcjuB  on    your  part  are   respectable 
and    fair.     My    Lfirds,    if   weapons  ai*e 
used  by  others  which  should  not  have] 
been   used^   does  that    make   their   uso' 
right   and   jixstifiable?     That    seems    to 
me  a  doctrine  to  which   I  should  hardly  i 
imagine    your     Lordships    would    give  J 
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assent.  But  how  was  my  argument  met 
in  this  House  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  the  Lord  Chancellor  1  He  said  it  is 
not  every  newspaper  that  is  to  be  dealt 
with  in  such  a  fashion  as  this.  There 
are  newspapers  so  scandalous  and  dis- 
graceful that  you  may  well  pass  their 
accusations  by.  But,  he  said,  here  is 
the  case  of  a  newspaper  of  high  authority 
and  great  respectability.  Now,  I  would 
ask  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  how  he 
intends  to  deal  with  that  proposition  to- 
night? Will  he  abandon  the  doctrine 
that  assertions  made  by  a  newspaper 
of  high  authority  and  great  respectability 
are  to  be  treated  as  evidence  of  guilt  or 
proof  of  it,  or  will  he  withdraw  the 
Times  newspaper  from  the  category  of 
newspapers  of  high  authority  and  great 
rjspectability  ?  He  has  no  choice  but  one 
of  those  alternatives,  and  I  imagine  he 
will  choos3  the  first  of  them,  for  I  will 
not  do  my  noble  Friend  the  injustice  to 
suppose  that,  after  what  we  have  wit- 
nessed and  what  has  been  proved,  he  will 
hereafter  deem  any  man  guilty  on  the 
jnere  assertion  of  a  writer  in  the  Times. 
My  Lords,  the  noble  Marquess  rested  the 
appointment  of  this  Commission  upon 
another  ground.  He  said  that  these 
charges  had  not  only  appeared  in  a  news- 
paper, but  had  been  repeated  in  Court 
by  a  counsel  of  responsibility,  who 
alleged  that  he  was  able  to  prove  them 
in  evidence.  I  protested  at  the  time 
against  that  assumption  being  a  sufficient 
ground  for  dealing  with  the  charges  as 
having  some  foundation  in  fact.  What 
do  your  Lordships  think  of  it  in  the 
light  wo  possess  now?  Those  charges 
were  repeated  by  a  learned  counsel  in  a 
Court  of  Justice  ;  and  though  he  did  say 
he  could  prove  them,  proof  of  them 
there  was  none.  I  pointed  out  at  the 
time  that  a  counsel  only  purports  to 
speak  from  the  instructions  he  receives. 
The  Tim£s  had  told  the  Attorney 
General  they  could  be  proved.  They 
had  not  told  him  whence  they  got 
them.  He  knew  none  of  the  facts, 
as  far  as  I  am  aware,  which  were 
necessary  in  order  to  test  the 
truth  or  falsehood  of  the  charges. 
With  regard  to  these  documents  he  was 
told  they  could  be  proved,  that  experts 
in  handwriting  would  swear  to  their 
genuineness,  and  upon  that  foundation 
he  made  the  assertion  upon  which  the 
noble    Marquess    relied.      I     maintain 


that  no  statement  in  a  newspaper,  or 
assertion  by  counsel,  is  sufficient  ground 
for  crediting  charges  made  against  a 
public  man,  and  by  him  denied,  and  that 
public  life  would  become  intolerable  if 
such  a  doctrine  were  to  be  enforced  or 
acted  upon.  I  object,  therefore,  to  the 
basis  upon  which  this  un-Constitutional 
tribunal  was  founded.  It  was  founded 
on  a  doctrine  which  I  think  should  have 
received  no  countenance.  If,  owing  to 
the  fact  that  Members  of  Parliament 
were  charged,  some  inquiry  was  neces- 
sary, there  was  a  Constitutional  tribunal 
to  which  an  appeal  could  have  been 
made.  Those  who  urged  a  reference  to 
a  Select  Committee  of  the  other  House 
took  a  perfectly  Constitutional  course, 
and  I  believe  that  is  the  course  that 
would  have  been  adopted  without  hesi- 
tation in  the  case  of  any  but  the  Irish 
Members.  I  entertain  from  what  I  have 
seen  of  the  House  of  Commons  not  the 
slightest  doubt  of  the  fact,  but,  of  course, 
my  impression  may  be  a  mistaken  one. 
That  Committee  was  refused  because  it 
was  said  to  be  an  unsuitable  tribunal ; 
that  political  prejudice  or  prepossessions 
would  render  it  unfitted  to  try  such 
charges.  As  regards  all  the  charges 
then  prominently  put  forward,  which  it 
was  said  to  be  necessary  to  investigate, 
the  charges  of  complicity  with  murder 
and  outrage,  of  planning  and  paying  for 
outrage,  and  the  authenticity  of  those 
letters,  such  a  Committee  would  have 
been  a  perfectly  suitable  tribunal.  We 
know  now  that  it  needed  no  judicial 
skill,  or  industry,  or  learning  to  deal 
with  those  charges.  As  soon  as  they 
came  to  attempted  proof  the  exposure  was 
immediate.  The  whole  fabric  crumbled 
to  pieces,  and  I  cannot  doubt  that  any 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, however  constituted,  even  if  every 
Member  of  it  had  belonged  tx)  the 
political  Party  opposite,  could  not  have 
done  otherwise  than  acquit  the  Irish 
Members  of  the  charges  which  were 
then  put  f9rward  as  the  matters  on 
which  investigation  was  desirable  and 
necessary.  And,  further,  the  work  of 
the  Committee  would  not  have  ended 
there.  The  work  of  the  Committee 
would  have  proceeded  further  than  that. 
They  would  have  inquired  how  it  came 
aTbout  that  charges  such  as  that  were  got 
up  and  launched  against  public  men  ; 
who  were  the  actors  ;  who  were  the  con« 
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tributors  of  the  funds  ;  liow  ttioBe  forg-ed 
letbera  were  procurcfl  whicli  the  noble 
Marquess  saja  wero  not  of  the  sHghiest 
importance,  but  which  the  Timns  news* 
paper,  with  Mr,  Houston,  or  thosp 
behind  hirOj  thoucrht  it  worth  while  tu 
jrive  some  thousands  of  pounds  for  ;  how 
the  money  came  ti  b?  provided  for  their 
purchase*.  The  G  ivernment  of  tlie  day 
I'ejected  this  course,  and  determined  to 
create  this  sp^cifii  tribunal,  I  will  not 
repeat  mj  ubjcctinng  to  thi«  tribunal, 
bnt  I  must  just  allude  to  them  a^^ain. 
The  Government  nf  the  diiy,  and  the 
Party  behind  them,  created,  to  try  their 
ixjlitical  opponents,  a  tribunal  of 
which  they  SL'lec^ted  the  members, 
determined  the  s^ope  of  the  refer- 
ence, and  defined  th.i  powers.  A^inst 
whom  were  those  chai'ges  made  ?  Made 
aj2^inst  Members  of  th j  other  House, 
representatives,  at  all  events,  of  a  large 
proportion  rf  the  Iri«h  people  ;  and  what 
were  tht  charges  ?  Char^^es  made  for  a 
Party  purpos  ?  by  a  PaHy  news;>ip:'r  ;  and 
the  terms  of  the  r.rference  were  mjicle 
wide  enouifh  to  over  matters  closely 
cu.iniiect3d  with  thj  cjutroversial  politics 
of  the  day.  The  noble  Marquess  lias 
Hpoken  to-ni:^ht  of  this  as  a  criminal 
court,  an  ft  he  has  asked  whether  it  is 
usual  in  a  criminal  court  to  congratulate 
a  prisoner  on  baing  acquitted  on  some 
counts  of  the  indictment.  He  has  called 
them  count-*  of  the  indictment,  as  though 
these  men  had  been  tried  in  a  criminal 
Court  on  a  criminal  chai*ge.  There  are, 
my  Lords,  Criminal  Courts  constituted  by 
the  Constitution  of  this  country,  and  in 
thosj  Courts  there  are  safeguards  and 
Jimltationa  to  which  every  man  charged 
with  crime  is  entitled  to  the  benefit. 
Bat  for  the  Government  of  the  day  to 
create  what  is  even  now  c  died  a  Criminal 
Court,  trying  counts  of  an  indictment, 
finding  men  guilty  of  crime,  is  something 
new  to  the  Constitution  of  the  country, 
and  that  such  a  Court  should  l>e  created 
by  political  men  to  try  p:)litical  oppo- 
nents, and  that  they  should  name  the 
members  of  the  tribunal,  determine 
its  powers,  limit  its  functions, 
seems  to  me  t:)  be  one  of  the  most 
dangerous  proceedings  that  has  ever 
proceeded  from  the  Constitutional  Parly 
in  this  country.  It  was  not  at  the  time 
represented  in  this  light.  If  any  one  will 
compare  the  sp:*ech  of  the  noble  ManpiehS 
when  he  moved  the  Second  Reatiing  of 
Lord  J/rrnt'heil 


tlie  Bill  with  his  speech  to-night  he  will 
observe  a  grc^at  difference  of  tone.  It 
was  then  to  be  a  b<xtji  to  the  Irish 
Members,  to  alEord  them  an  opportunity  of 
vindicating  their  character  ;  it  was  to  be 
a  substitute  for  an  action  of  libel  in 
which,  on  the  showing  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  they  have  been  largely 
succps^ful. 

The  Matsqukss  of  SALISBURY  :  Not 
at  alb 

Lord  HEKSCHELL:  The  noble  Mar- 
quess  differs  ;  it  is  a  matter  of  opinion.  It 
seems  t«»  mo  that  the  noblo  Marquees  is 
making  light  of  seiTiiUS  crime  if  he 
thinks  that  there  is  no  distinction 
between  a  man  who  in  a  political  agita- 
tion makes  use  of  language,  or  incites  to 
acts  not  illegal,  but  acts  the  result  of 
which  leads  Uy  crime,  an<i  the  mau  who  de- 
liberately plans  murder  and  assassination. 
I  cannot  say  that  the  former  rnay  not  be 
blameworthy,  but  I  c:innot  appreciate  the 
suggestion  that  there  is  no  distinction 
between  them.  No  attempt  wius  made 
sii  to  select  the  members  of  the  tribunal 
that  any  political  prejudices  or  preposses* 
sions  "might  be  balanced  or  kept  in  check. 
I  pointed  out  this  at  the  time,  and  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  said  that  I  was 
suggesting  a  partisan  tribunal  bec^iuse  I 
suggested  that  it  would  be  fair  that  at 
lea«t  one  out  of  tiie  three  should 
have  symj)athy  rather  than  antipathy 
with  the  politnml  objects  of  those  whose 
conduct  was  U>  be  inquired  into.  It  is 
said  that  the  tribunal  was  a  non-political 
one,  and  the  noble  Marquess  has  8pt»ken 
of  the  Judges  as  men  whu  were 
entirely  detached  from  Party  politics.  I 
said  two  years  ago,  and  I  repeat  it  now, 
that  those  who  know  the  facts  know  that 
it  is  idle  thus  trr  talk.  Non -political 
Judges  —  men  who  have  never  mixed  in 
politics  !  Those  men  are  just  sis  political 
as  other  men.  They  have  as  strong  views 
on  the  current  politics  of  the  day  as  other 
men. 

Lord  ESHER  :  They  never  act  on 
them. 

Lord  HERSCHKLL  :  I  am  not  saying 
they  act  on  them.  My  noble  and 
learned  Friend  will  hear  what  I  have  to 
say  about  that  in  a  moment ;  but  I  should 
doubt  that  he  would  consider  it  a  matter  I 
totally  immaterial,  whei\  questions 
closely  connected  with  politics  and  I 
political  life  came  into  controversy, 
whether    fchoBe    questions    were   to    be 
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determined  by  those  whose  political 
prepossessions  were  one  way  or  the 
other. 

Lord  ESHER  :  I  certainly  should. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  All  I  can  say 
is  that  I  differ  totally  from  my  noble 
Friend.  I  am  second  to  none  in  my 
admiration  of  the  Judges.  I  believe  in 
their  absolute  integrity  and  intention  to 
be  fair,  but  I  say  that,  when  my  noble 
Friend  suggests  that  the  political  views 
or  prepossessions  which  men  have  never 
bias  their  judgments,  it  ls  contradicted 
by  matters  so  completely  within  my  own 
experience  that  I  am  unable  to  agree 
with  him.  I  will  ask  noble  Lords 
opposite  this — I  do  not  deal  with  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  ;  he  may  take 
a  judicial  view  of  it — but  I  would  ask — 
Would  they  think  it  a  fair  tribunal  to 
try  a  matter  in  which  they  were 
interested  aad  in  which  they  were 
charged  with  conduct  in  respect  of 
afbirs  closely  relating  to  politics,  if  three 
ardent  Radicals  formed  the  tribunal 
which  was  to  determine  what  the 
character  of  their  conduct  had  been  ? 
It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  hypocrisy 
t3  pretend  that  Judges  or  any  one  else 
are  capable  of  rising  absolutely  and 
positively  above  all  political  influences 
and  prepossessions.  I  do  not  for  a 
moment  doubt  the  absolute  honesty  and 
the  absolute  integrity,  the  absolute 
determination  to  be  fair  and  to  hold  the 
scales  even,  on  the  part  of  the  three 
Judges.  No  one  can  fail  to  feel  that, 
and  no  one  can  state  it  more  strongly 
than  I  do.  No  one  has  a  greater  personal 
regard  for  them  than  I  have,  and  of  the 
President  j  I  have  reason  to  speak  in 
special  terms  of  respect  and  regard.  But 
I  am  speaking  on  general  principles,  and 
I  maintain  that  it  is  in  the  highest 
degree  dangerous  that  a  Party  should 
select  or  create  a  tribunal  and  should 
nominate  the  members  of  that  tribunal, 
and  that  there  should  be  no  care  taken 
to  see  that,  as  far  as  possible,  the  tribunal 
should  be  impartial  in  this  sense — that 
should  it  be  biased  in  one  way  it  should 
be  counterbalanced  by  bias  in 
another  way.  It  was  suggested  that  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
was  unfitted  to  deal  with  this  matter, 
because  it  touched  closely  on  the  current 
politics  of  the  day,  and  that  they  could 
not  be  trusted  to  be  unbiased  by  them. 
Are  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 


the  only  people  biased  by  the  current 
politics  of  the  day  ?  Is  it  to  be  said  that 
there  are  people  of  whom  it  is  impossible 
to  say  that  they  can  rise  above  Party  bias 
in  trying  their  fellow  men,  however  much 
it  may  be  striven  against,  but  that  Party 
bias  is  altogether  unknown  in  other  men? 
I  stated  my  objections  to  the  constitution 
of  this  tribunal,  if  such  a  tribunal  were 
to  be  constituted  at  all,  on  the  occasion 
when  the  Bill  was  read  a  second  time. 
They  were  stated  then  without  effect. 
I  am  not  surprised  it  was  so.  They  were 
attributed  (I  of  course  make  no  com- 
plaint of  it)  to  the  imaginings  of  a 
political  opponent,  who  naturally  would 
see  everything  wrong  in  what  was  done 
by  the  Government.  But  I  find  now 
that  many  of  them  were  pressed  on  the 
Government  in  a  Memorandum  which 
was  written  by  a  noble  Lord  who  not 
long  before  had  been  one  of  their 
Colleagues.  He  certainly  had  no  Party 
motives  in  making  that  suggestion.  The 
suggestion  was  one  privately  made  in 
order  to  influence  the  action  of  the 
Government,  and  it  seems  to  me  that 
that  noble  Lord  exhibited  greater  regard 
for  the  Constitutional  safeguards  to  which 
we  should  all  give  heed,  and  which  we  all 
cherish,  than  Her  Majesty's  Government 
showed  in  proposing  this  tribunal.  My 
first  objection,  then,  to  the  adoption  of 
this  Report  is  that  by  adopting  it  we 
give  additional  sanction  to  the  tribunal 
which  has  been  so  created,  and  that,  of 
itself,  in  my  opinion,  would  suflBce  to 
show  that  this  is  a  course  which  should 
not  have  been  proposed  to  your  Lord- 
ships. But,  in  my  opinion,  this  Report 
as  a  document  dealing  with  the  trans- 
actions which  it  records,  is  inadequate, 
incomplete,  and  wholly  fails  to  meet  the 
exigencies  of  the  case.  In  saying  this  I 
am  not  blaming  the  Judges.  They 
acted  within  such  limits  as  they  con- 
sidered were  imposed  upon  them.  But 
no  such  limits  are  imposed  npon  us. 
That  part  of  the  Report  which  relates  to 
the  charges  of  crime,  and  to  the  letters 
which  have  been  proved  forgeries,  occupies 
fewer  lines  than  there  are  pages  in  the 
rest  of  the  Report,  although  those  charges, 
and  those  alone,  led  to  the  appointment 
of  the  Commission.  The  noble  Marquess 
says  that  this  suggestion  of  the  impor- 
tance of  these  letters  is  an  afterthought, 
and  that  it  now  comes,  for  the  first  time, 
fropi  p*. 
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TheMabquess  of  SALISBURY:  No; 
that  on  the  other  side  it  was  ingeniously 
devised  from  the  first,  and  steadily 
pushed  forward  subsequently. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  1  think  the  in- 
genuity of  device  was  on  the  part  of  the 
friends  of  the  noble  Marquess  in  the 
other  House.  Until  they  began  to  think 
that  it  would  be  desirable  to  prepare  for 
retreat  in  case  the  letters  could  not  be 
proved  to  be  genuine,  the  friends  of  the 
noble  Marquess  in  another  place  dwelt 
upon  the  importance  of  these  letters. 
In  the  debates  in  the  other  House 
befora  the  ultimate  proposal  of  this 
tribunal,  and  even  on  the  Second 
Eleading  of  the  Bill,  Conservative  and 
Liberal  Unionist  Membars  declared  that 
these  letters  were  the  most  important 
part  of  the  inquiry,  and  that  if  they  were 
proved  not  to  be  genuine  the  public 
would  care  little  for  the  other  part  of  the 
inquiry.  Those  were  not  statements 
made  by  men  with  whom  I  am  in 
political  Alliance,  but,  as  I  have  said,  by 
Conservatives  and  Liberal  Unionists  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  These 
grave  and  terrible  charges  have  been 
proved  to  be  calumnious,  and  these 
letters  have  been  proved  to  be  forgeries, 
and  I  ask  your  Lordships,  is  it  fitting 
there  should  be  no  condemnation  re- 
corded of  those  forgeries  and  of  that 
calumny  ?  Is  it  such  a  very  light  thing 
that  men  should  be  charged  without 
foundation  with  planning  murder,  with 
being  parties  to  particular  murders, 
and  to  finding  money  for  murder?  It 
saems  to  me  that  these  are  charges  of 
the  gravest  description,  and  as  they 
turned  out  to  be  untrue,  I  cannot  think 
that  a  record  of  the  proceedings  is 
adequate  which  contains  no  condemna- 
tion of  them,  and  treats  them  as  if  they 
were  light  things,  and  matters  of  in- 
difference. Who  would  imagine  from 
merely  reading  this  Report  that  the 
Irish  Members  had  .cleared  themselves — 
I  would  say  had  substanially  cleared 
themselves — in  all  those  matters  which 
the  noble  Marquess  suggested  had  to  be 
inquired  into  by  this  Commission?  The 
noble  Marquess  says  that  almost  all  that 
is  in  the  Report  of  the  Commission  is 
new.  On  the  contrary,  I  would  venture 
to  say  that  everything  in  the  Report 
upon  which  the  finding  is  hostile  to  the 
Irish  Membars  is  absolutely  and  entirely 
old.     I  challenge  any  noble   Lord   who 


may  speak  after  me  to  say  what  evidence 
there  is  which  was  not  known  to  Parlia- 
ment and  discussed  in  Parliament  years 
and  years  ago.  In  moving  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  the  noble  Marquess 
pointed  out,  as  he  has  to-night,  that  there 
were  two  parties  in  Ireland — the  Con- 
stitutional Party,  acting  by  Constitu- 
tional means,  and  another  party  acting 
un-Constitutionally  by  the  direct  commis- 
sion of  crime  and  outrage ;  and  he  said 
that  what  they  wanted  to  know  was  what 
complicity  or  connection  there  was  be- 
tween them.  On  that  occasion  the 
noble  Marquess  said  that  he  knew  the 
Irish  Party  had  confessedly  used  some 
methods  which  wera  not  Constitutional ; 
that  he  knew  all  about  the  boycotting 
and  inciting  to  boycotting.  He  said  h« 
knew  there  had  been  crime  in  Ireland, 
and  he  knew  that  some  of  the  crime  was 
connected  with  boycotting.  All  that 
was  as  well-known  six  or  seven 
years  ago  as  it  is  to-day  ;  but  it  is  on  that, 
and  on  that  alone,  that  the  findings  on 
which  the  noble  Marquess  dwells  most 
are  founded.  I  say  that  these  findings 
are  not  founded  upon  any  single  fact — 
and  if  I  am  wrong  I  shall  be  glad  to 
have  it  definitely  corrected — which  was 
not  as  well-known  six  or  seven  years 
ago  as  it  is  now.  The  noble  Marquess 
now  says  that  there  was  no  accusation 
of  complicity  with  murder  ;  but  that 
was  not  his  language  before,  when 
the  Bill  was  under  discussion.  He 
charged  them  with  being  practically 
in  harmony 

"  In  conspiracy  and  complicity  with  the 
other  and  more  violent  organisation  to  which 
the  name  of  Fenians  or  Invincihles  has  heen 
given.** 

Of  course,  the  Invincibles  were  a  body 
perfectly  well-known,  and  the  charge 
made  at  the  time  was  of  connection 
between  the  Land  League  and  the 
Invincibles,  who  were  an  organised  band 
of  murderers. 

The  Marquess  or  SALISBURY:  1 
think  I  used  the  words  "  in  practical 
harmony." 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  No  ;  the  Ian- 
guage  of  the  noble  Marquess  was — 

'*In  practical  complicity  and  conspiracy 
with  the  other  and  more  violent  organisa- 
tion ; " 

and  then  further  on  the  noble  Mar- 
quess says  ifc  was  felt  that  the  scandal 
was  so  great  that  some  means  of  dealing; 
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with  ifc  were  necessary  to  be  adopted. 
He  then  said  that  it  was  thought  there 
had  been  a  connection  between  the  Land 
League  and  the  Invincibles,  and  for 
anything  so  terrible  as  complicity  with 
murder  there  was  no  justification.  That 
was  the  inquiry  which,  he  said,  was 
needed,  and  that  that  was  the  inquiry 
which  he  desired  is  obvious  from  the  fact 
that  he  avowed  his  knowledge  that  there 
had  been  means  employed  which  were  un- 
constitutional and  illegal,  meaning  boy> 
cotting  and  inciting  to  boycotting,  the 
results  of  which  were  at  the  time 
perfectly  well-known.  I  ask,  ought  you 
to  treat  calumnies  of  your  political 
opponents  as  deserving  of  no  condemna- 
tion ?  Supposing  they  had  been  guilty 
of  certain  acts,  unjustifiable  or  blame- 
worthy, is  the  doctrine  to  be  laid  down 
that,  in  that  case,  any  weapon  is  law- 
ful against  them  ?  In  the  future,  is  it  to 
be  a  recognised  maxim  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  that  if  you  prove  some 
disgraceful  thing  of  a  man  you  are  at 
liberty  to  charge  him  with  something 
much  worse,  and,  if  that  charge  is 
proved  after  investigation  to  be  without 
foundation,  that  he  is  to  be  unable  to 
get  a  word  either  of  acknowledgment  or 
reparation  ?  I  cannot  believe  that  will 
b3  generally  accepted  by  this  House  ;  but 
this  I  am  certain  of — that  if  it  is  accepted 
by  your  Lordships  in  this  House  it  will 
not  be  accepted  as  fair  and  just  treat- 
ment by  the  great  body  of  the  people 
in  this  country.  What  has  been  done  in 
this  matter  ?  These  weapons  have  been 
used  freely,  and  money  has  been  sub- 
scribed to  scatter  broadcast  over  the  land 
allegations  which  are  now  found  to  be 
calumnious  and  utterly  without  founda- 
tion. Is  there  to  be  no  acknowledgment 
of  all  this — no  reparation  ?  My  Lords, 
would  there  have  been  such  treatment 
awarded  to  the  noble  Marquess  if  he  had 
been  unjustly  made  the  subject  of 
scandalous  accusations,  even  if  he  might 
have  been  proved  to  have  done  acts 
which  could  not  altogether  have  been 
justified?  I  am  satisfied  it  would  not, 
and  I  hope  that  we  may,  even  yet,  hear 
from  some  of  those  who  follow  the  noble 
Marquess  some  expression  of  regret,  or, 
.at  least,  of  condemnation,  of  these  calum- 
nies and  forgeries,  which  we  have  not 
heard,  as  I  expected  we  should  have 
heard,  from  his  lips.  Not  a  single  frigid 
sentence  of  condemnation  fell  from  the 


noble  Marquess  at  the  attempt  to  use 
such  unholy  weapons  as  this  to  destroy 
the  character,  not  merely  of  a  fellow- 
man,  but  of  a  fellow  Member  of  the 
Legislature*  I  think  your  Lordships 
will  watch  with  some  interest  to-night 
to  see  what  share  of  the  observations 
addressed  to  you  is  given  to  those 
charges,  and  to  the  condemnation  of  the 
charges,  which  have  been  proved  to 
be  without  foundation,  and  what  share  is 
to  be  given  to  the  attempt  to  excite, 
which  it  is  easy  enough  to  do,  the  indig- 
nation of  those  who  sit  behind  the  noble 
Marquess  at  the  Irish  Members,  in  re- 
spect of  matters  in  which  they  have  been 
found  not  free  from  fault.  Now,  my 
Lords,  so  far  for  my  observations  with 
regard  to  the  tribunal  itself,  so  specially 
appointed.  To  its  un-Oonstitutional  cha- 
racter I  have  already  alluded.  It  is 
proposed  to  adopt  this  Report.  What  is 
meant  by  the  expression  "adopt  the 
Report "  ?  So  far  as  I  know,  the  word 
"  adopt "  is  new  in  our  Parliamentary 
language. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
Surely  not. 

LoBD  HERSCHELL :  I  repeat  that  the 
word  is  new,  as  far  as  I  know,  to  our 
Parliamentary  vocabulary,  and  I  have 
made  such  inquiry  in  the  matter  as  I 
could.  We  have  been  in  the  habit,  at 
times,  of  agreeing  with  the  Reports  of 
Committees ;  but,  so  far  as  I  know,  no 
Report  of  a  Committee  has  ever  been 
"adopted"  by  the  House.  But  while 
unable  to  appeal  to  Parliamentary  prece- 
dent for  an  explanation  of  the  phrase,  the 
expression  is  familiar  to  us  in  connection 
with  Joint-Stock  Companies.  A  Joint- 
Stock  Company  adopts  the  Report  of  a 
Committee  or  of  a  Board,  and  what  docs 
it  involve  ?  It  involves,  at  least,  that  it 
assents  to  its  conclusions  and  approves 
the  decisions  and  recommendations  at 
which  it  has  arrived.  That,  my  Lords, 
is  what  you  are  asked  to  do  to-night,  and 
to  doing  that  it  seems  to  me  there  are 
two  grave  objections.  One  is,  that  those 
affected  by  this  Report  are  Members  of 
the  other  House  of  the  Legislature ;  but  the 
other  and  wider  objection  is  that  the 
findings  upon  which  the  noble  Marquess 
has  so  much  dwelt,  and  which  are  hostile 
to  the  Irish  Members,  have  reference  to 
an  agrarian  agitation  by  the  tenantry  of 
Ireland  against  the  landlords.  When  I  re- 
member what  interests  are  involved  in 
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this  ftgitation  and  controversy,  I  ask, 
What  weight  or  eanction  ctxn  the  adoption 
of  the  Report  by  a  lions  3  constituted 
like  your  Iiordships*  give  to  it  in  th« 
eyes  of  the  country?  In  saying  this,  I  do 
not  wish  to  cast  any  reflection  ujx)!!  the 
Irish  landlords.  I  shall  say  no  bitter 
words  against  them  ;  but  it  would  be 
absurd  U^  suggest  tlmt  your  Lordships 
would  constitute  the  impartial  tribunal 
to  which  the  noble  Marquess  appeals  to 
give  assent,  and  so  additional  weight,  to  the 
ftndings  of  the  Special  Commission.  As  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  1  cannot  but  regret 
that  the  agitation ,  and  the  legislation  which 
followed  upon  the  agitation — although  I 
believe  that  that  legislation  was  inevitable, 
and  that  it  has  not  produced  greater  loss 
to  the  landlords  of  Ireland  than  similar 
econr>mic  causes  have  inflicted  upon  the 
landlords  of  England — have,  undoubtedly, 
been  productive  of  suffering.  However 
inevitable  one  may  consider  it»  one  raubb 
regret,  as  I  do  must  heartily,  that  suffer- 
ing should  fall  on  any  man  from  events 
for  which  ho  is  not  personally  tn  blame. 
Therefore,  I  trust  that  your  Lordships 
will  not  tkink  that  in  the  language 
which  I  have  used  al)out  the  constitution 
of  this  House  I  have  intended  to  say 
anything  banl  or  unkind  ;  but  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  it  would  be  l^etter 
and  more  dignlfled  that  we  should  leave 
this  lieport  to  speak  for  itself,  and  to 
carry  with  it  such  weight  as  it  carries  of 
itself,  and  that  we  should  not  seek  to 
give  it,  for  wo  cannot  give  it^  further 
sanction  and  additional  weight  by  asking 
your  Lordships'  House  toadopt  it.  Some  of 
the  Membei*8  of  your  Lordships'  House? 
who  are  asked  to  Ewlopt  it  are  placet] 
it  the  furtlier  difficulty  when  asked  to 
adopt  this  Repair t  of  being  cliarged  with 
the  duty  of  declaring  the  hiw.  It  is  the 
duty  of  some  of  your  Lordsliips,  and  I 
am  one  of  their  numlx^r,  to  sit  in  this 
House  as  Judges,  and  to  revise  the 
decisions  of  the  tribunals,  and  ti  the 
beat  of  our  ability  to  lee  tare  t'»  e  law. 
If  I  biilieve  tliat  this  Report  wliich  I  am 
asked  ti>  adopt  contains  disputable 
projjositiona  of  law  and  erroneous  con- 
clusions of  fact,  what  course  am  I  to 
take  ?  If  I  keep  silence  1  know  what 
would  be  said»  thfit  I  can  find  no  fault  with 
it,  thftt  I  have  no  criticisms  to  make,  and 
that  1  give  no  Ci>unte nance  t^  the 
criticisms  made  elsewhere,  and  I  should 
be  held  to  liave  given  my  assent 
Lord  Herschdi 


to  all  the  doctrines  of  law  in* 
volved  in  it.  If  I  merely  express 
my  assent  without  giving  vaj  reasons  it 
would  be  said  I  liad  no  reasons  to  give* 
Therefore,  great  as  I  feel  the  incon- 
venience to  be,  reluctant  as  I  am  to  enter 
upon  such  an  iuquiiy,  I  feel  bound  tii 
draw  y<iur  Lordships'  attention  tn  sinie 
parts  of  the  Report,  and  to  state  my 
opin i on s  wi th  regard  to  i t.  ITie  d iflicu I ty 
is  enhanced  by  i\\j  fact  that  I  have  oidy 
the  Report  before  me,  and  that  I  have  not 
been  able  to  examine  the  evidence  upoi, 
which  it  is  founded.  The  noble  Marquess 
has  the  advantage  of  me.  He  is  in 
pob session  of  the  evidence  upon  which 
the  Report  is  founded,  he  has  pr<  • 
duced  it  to-night^  and  ha«  read 
quotations  from  it,  but  it  is  not  to  be 
obtained  in  the  Minute  Ofhce,  and  there 
is  only  one  copy  of  it  in  the  Library  vt 
this  House,  which,  of  course,  can  only  be 
seen  at  such  times  as  we  are  here.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  Report  ought  not  to 
be  adopted  without  taking  int*3  considera- 
tion the  evidence  upon  which  the  RejXkrt 
is  founded  ;  nor  do  I  think  it  can  bo 
seriously  contended  that  the  RefMiirt  of 
these  three  Judges,  eminent  as  they  are,  is 
to  lie  adopted  blindfold,  and  ti-eated  na 
conclusive.  Why,  if  it  c^nncerned  a 
mere  dispute  about  the  payment  of  ,£20, 
their  decision  wouhl  not  l)o  conclusive  ; 
but  the  party  who  was  held  liable  to 
make  the  payment  would  have  a  right  t^i 
appeal  to  two  higher  Courts,  and  perhaps 
get  the  decision  against  him  reversed. 
Can  it,  therefore,  be  said  that  the 
decision  of  a  tribunal  of  this  description, 
created  as  it  has  been,  which  has 
published  findings  deeply  affecting  the 
characters  and  reputations  of  men,  is  to 
be  regarded  as  conclusive*  and  treated 
as  ^^'ithout  app?al  ?  No,  -my  Lords,  you 
have  chowsen  to  ctmstitute  this  Tribunah 
but  an  appeal  must  lie,  and  it  can  oiry 
lie  to  the  people  of  this  c<iuntry.  Tlie 
first  ]x>int  in  the  Report  t^>  whirh  I  will 
call  attention  is  one  to  wluch  i\w 
noble  Maix|ue}4S  has  alludtd.  I  rigrv^j 
with  him  that  it  is  import:int,  though  it 
is  lor  a  different  reason  that  I  attach 
importance  to  it— it  is  the  finding  that 
the  respondents  made  pnyments  to  I 
compensate  persons  who  had  been 
injured  in  the  ciiixmiision  of  crime.  The  ! 
noble  Morquess  drew  from  this  finding, 
or  i-ather  from  the  evidence  in  sup[K>rt  j 
of  it,  a  most  tremendous  inference.     His 
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said  that  as  from  a  single  bone  an  able 
naturalist  would  be  able  to  construct  the 
entire  anatomy  of  an  extinct  animal,  the 
noble  Marquess  asked  your  Lordships  to 
construct,  upon  the  foundation  of  this 
finding,  from  your  imagination  and 
invention,  Avhich  is  to  be  regarded  as 
proof  against  your  fellow-man,  a  perfect 
edifice  of  criminality.  My  Loi*ds,  I  do 
not  so  understand  the  doctrine  of  proof. 
All  I  can  say  is  that  evidence  is  not  so 
regarded  in  Courts  of  Justice,  and  least 
of  all  in  Courts  of  criminal  justice. 
The  Rsport  says  it  is  proved  that  the 
respondents  made  certain  payments. 
There  are  64  respondents  who  are  named 
in  the  earlier  part  of  the  Report — 64 
Members  of  Parliament.  It  is  found 
that  those  64  Members  of  Parliament 
made  those  payments.  And  what  is  the 
proof  in  support  of  it?  All  that  is 
proved  is  that  one  single  payment  was 
ma  e  by  an  oflScer  of  the  Land  League, 
and  the  suggestion  is  made  that  if  the 
books  of  the  Land  League  had  been  forth- 
coming many  such  cases  might  have 
been  proved.  I  do  not  call  suspicion  or 
insinuation  of  that  kind  proof.  But  even 
admitting  for  the  moment  that  there 
were  other  such  instances,  my  objection 
is  that  those  payments  were  made  by 
eertain  Land  League  oflBcials ;  there  is 
no  evidence  here  that  any  of  the  pay- 
ments were  either  sanctioned  or  approved 
of  by  any  of  the  64  respondents  except 
one.  With  what  justice,  or  for  what 
reason,  are  they  found  to.  have  made 
those  payments  ?  1  am  responsible  for 
any  payment  by  an  agent  of  mine 
authorised  by  me  ;  I  am  responsible  for 
any  payment  made  by  my  agent  coming 
to  my  knowledge  and  sanctioned 
by  me  ;  and  I  am  responsible  if  I 
give  him  general  authority  under 
which  he  makes  the  payments.  But 
there  is  not  the  slightest  proof  that  any 
one  of  these  respondents  ever  knew  that 
such  payments  Avere  made  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end  of  the  existence 
of  the  Land  League.  Some  even  were  in 
prison  when  the  payments  are  alleged  to 
have  been  made  by  them.  Of  course,  they 
could  only  have  been  so  fpund  guilty  if 
they  were  responsible  for  the  people 
who  made  the  payments.  Assuming 
that  they  were  parties  to  a  conspiracy,  a.s 
found  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  Report, 
then  that  gives  no  justification  for  the 
finding  that  they  were  responsible   for 


the  payments,  as  it  would  not  be  within 
the  scheme,  and  is  not  found  to  be 
within  the  scheme,  of  such  conspiracy 
that  any  such  payments  as  these  should 
be  made.  There  is  a  distinct  finding 
that  they  did  not  desire  outrage  and  did 
not  approve  outrage,  that  although  the 
language  they  us^d  led  to  outrage  they 
did  not  incite  to  it,  and  yet  it  is  held 
that  they  are  responsible  for  making  these 
payments.  That  carries  the  doctrine  of 
constructive  responsibility  far  beyond 
any  point  which  it  has  hitherto  reached. 
I  am  utterly  unable  to  agree  in  a  doctrine 
so  entire  dangerous  and  so  subversive  of 
all  safeguards  that  we  have  hitherto 
maintained.  Then  there  is  this  import- 
ant point.  It  is  of  great  importance  where 
in  other  portions  of  the  Report  these  men 
are  found  guilty  of  criminal  conspiracy, 
to  see  how  far  this  doctrine  of 
constructive  responsibility  has  been 
carried.  I  shall  have  something  to  say 
upon  that  by  and  bye ;  but  for  the 
moment  I  desire  to  dwell  upon  this  part 
of  the  Report,  which  seems  to  me  of  very 
great  importance.  Now,  my  Lords,  I 
turn  to  the  finding  that  the  respondents, 
the  leaders  of  the  Land  League,  were 
guilty  of  criminal  conspiracy  with  the 
object  stated  by  the  noble  Marquess. 
I  think  exaggerated  importance  has  been 
attached  to  the  expression  "criminal 
conspiracy."  Many  most  excellent 
people  have  been  guilty  of  criminal  con- 
spiracy without  deserving  censure,  as  on 
the  other  hand  there  are  many  people 
who  have  not  brought  themselves 
within  the  reach  of  the  criminal  law 
at  all,  but  who,  nevertheless,  are  deserv- 
ing of  the  severest  censure.  But  the 
truth  is  that  the  law  of  criminal  conspi- 
TAcy  is  a  net  so  widely  spread  by  the  law 
of  our  country  that  it  is  difficult  to  say 
what  may  not  be  brought  within  it. 
An  agreement  between  two  people  to 
commit  a  trespass  is  a  criminal  conspiracy, 
for  it  is  to  do  an  unlawful  act.  An 
agreement  also  between  two  people  to 
avoid  the  operation  of  a  statute,  or 
between  a  husband  and  wife  to  smuggle 
goods  into  this  country,  even,  for  instance, 
copyright  books  of  the  Tauchnitz 
edition,  I  imagine  would  make  them 
guilty  of  criminal  conspiracy,  for  it 
would  be  an  agreement  to  do  an  illegal 
act,  because  that  would  be  combining  to 
evade  the  Customs  Laws.  When  I  come 
to  this  subject  I  get  a  little  uncomfort- 
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able,  for  I  am  not  sure  that  when  I 
visited  the  United  States  I  was  not  guilty 
of  criminal  consoiracy  myself.  It  has  been 
held  in  the  United  States  that  any  com- 
bination to  avoid  the  Maine  Prohibitory 
Liquor  Law  is  criminal  conspiracy.  I 
have  a  recollection  of  going  to  a  watering 
place  where  the  prohibitory  law  was  en- 
forced. The  landlord  of  the  hotel  was 
not  allowed  to  supply  spirits  for  payment, 
but  he  promised  to  obtain  and  present 
them  to  his  customers.  I  am  afraid  1 
learned  while  I  was  there  how  to  evade 
that  law,  for  when  I  took  spirits  there 
appeared  an  item  in  my  bill  under  the 
head  of  "sundries,"  which  amply  covered 
the  cost  of  the  liquors  supplied ;  and  I 
am  afraid  the  innkeeper  and  I  were 
guilty  of  criminal  conspiracy. 

♦The  Earl  o*'  SELBORNE  :  Does  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  put  that  as  being 
the  law  ? 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  My  noble  Friend 
asks  me  whether  I  put  that  as  the  law  ; 
I  certainly  do.  I  do  not  wonder  that 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  expresses 
surprise,  because  he  has  not  had  so  much 
experience  of  the  Criminal  Courts  as  I 
have  had,  and  of  the  lengths  to  which 
this  law  of  criminal  conspiracy  has  been 
carried.  I  can  only  say  that  question  has 
been  the  subject  of  decision  by  the 
American  Courts.  Any  noble  Lord  who 
has  had  experience  of  the  Criminal 
Courts  will  know  the  length  to  which 
the  law  of  criminal  conspiracy  has  been 
carried.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that 
any  agreement  to  do  an  illegal  act,  or  to 
do  a  legal  act  by  illegal  means,  is  not 
within  the  law  of  criminal  conspiracy — 
that  any  act  so  done  does  not  come 
within  the  definition  of  it.  This  law  is, 
indeed,  more  wide-spread  in  its  operation 
than  most  people  imagine.  I  have 
present  in  my  mind  a  case  which  is  an  apt 
illustration  of  my  contention,  that  there 
may  be  criminal  conspiracy  even  to  boy- 
cott without  much  moral  blame.  There 
is  a  case  now  pending  before  your  Lord- 
ships' House,  and  upon  the  law  of  which 
I  will  therefore  express  no  opinion,  in 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite 
held  that  an  agreement  to  boycott  was 
an  illegal  conspiracy ;  and  I  apprehend 
that  every  illegal  conspiracy  is  a  criminal 
conspiracy,  because  it  comes  clearly 
within  the  definition.  That  is  the  case 
of  a  conspiracy  by  highly  respectable 
Steamship  Companies  to  treat  people  in 
Lard  Herachell 


a  certain  manner,  and  so  affect  their 
trade.  Although  these  companies  may 
be  guilty  of  criminal  conspiracy,  I  am 
sure  they  will  not  themselves  feel  that 
any  great  moral  blame  attaches  to  them. 
This  shows  that  people  may  be  considered 
deserving  of  but  little  blame,  even 
although  guilty  of  criminal  conspiracy, 
while  they  may  deserve  very  great 
blame,  although  they  are  not  guilty  of 
criminal  coiispiracy.  We  must  look 
to  see  what  are  the  acts  done,  be- 
cause they  may  deserve  great  blame  or 
little  blame.  I  therefore  invite  attention 
here  to  the  acts  which  have  been  done. 
The  noble  Marquess  said  that  these  men, 
whom  he  described  as  treasonable,  would 
probably  obtain  full  absolution  at  my 
hands  for  the  crimes  they  have  com- 
mitted. I  can  assure  him  he  is  much 
mistaken;  but,  in  the  first  place,  I  do 
not  quite  know  to  whom  he  applies 
the  epithet  "treasonable.''  He  applied 
it  to  "  these  men,"  by  which  I  under- 
stand him  to  include  Mr.  Parnell  and 
those  associated  with  him  in  the  findings 
upon  this  Report. 

The  Maequess  of  SALISBURY: 
I  never  said  that. 

Lord  HERSCHELL :  I  imagined  the 
noble  Marquess  referred  to  them  all,  but 
1  should  be  glad  to  hear  that  the  vehe- 
ment language  he  used  did  not  apply  to 
Mr.  Parnell  and  to  many  of  his  associates. 
But  I  can  assure  the  noble  Marquess  that 
he  will  hear  from  me  no  suggestion  that 
crime  is  a  light  thing,  nor  any  justifica- 
tion for  the  view  that  the  guilt  of  crime 
is  removed  because  a  laudable  object  lies 
behind  it.  Any  one  reviewing  the 
events  of  the  last  few  years  in  Ireland, 
whatever  his  political  view,  must  see 
much  indeed  to  lament  and  not  a  little  to 
condemn  ;  but  I  am  led  to  inquire  what 
was  the  land  League  and  what  were  its 
objects  and  methods — because,  as  far  as  I 
can  see,  the  only  gi  ound  for  charging  this 
criminal  conspirac}'  is  that  the  persons 
named  were  members  of  the  Land 
League.  I  have  read  and  re-read  the 
evidence  which  leads  to  that  conclusion, 
which  consists  of  speeches,  resolutions, 
and  so  on,  and  I  can  see  no  evidence 
of  a  combination  amongst  the  persons 
named  unless  it  be  that  they  were 
members  of  the  Land  League.  If  that 
be  the  finding  it  reaches  far  beyond  the 
individuals  named,  for  prelates  of  the 
Catholic  Church  and  multitudes  of  other 
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men  have  belonged  to  this  criminal  con- 
spiracy, the  Land  Leagne.     There  is  no 
fact  leading  up  to  that  finding  which  was 
not  known  seven  or   eight   years   ago ; 
and  it  was  impossible  for  any  one,  as 
those    in    office  did  some  years  ago,  to 
have  watched   daily  passing   events   in 
Ireland  without  forming  some  conclusion 
as  to  the  objects  and  aims  of  the  Land 
Leagne.     I  am  unable  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  mere  fact  of  joining 
the    Land    League    involved  participa- 
tion in   such  a   conspiracy  as  is   found 
by    the    learned  Ju^es.    The    objects 
of  the  Land  League  I  believe  to  have 
been  these  :  To  endeavour  by  agitation 
to  obtain  a  reduction  of  excessive  agrarian 
rents — I  am  not  now  dealing  with  the 
question  whether  the  view   that    they 
were  excessive  or  not  is  correct,  but  I 
think  the  term  is  justified  by  subsequent 
events — and  to  endeavour  to  secure  the 
adoption  of  a  scheme   by  which  lands 
might  be  purchased  by  the  tenants  from 
the  landowners,  and  so  put  an  end  to  the 
difficulties  which  have  arisen  under  the 
system  of  dual  ownership   or    divided 
interest.     I  believe  that  the  Land  League 
was  founded  with  the  view,  by  these 
means,  of  checking  evictions  and  pre- 
venting many  tenants  being  deprived  of 
their  holdings.     Those,  as  far  as  I  can 
see,  were  the  only  objects  to  which  any- 
one was  committed  by  becoming  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Land   League.      Some  may 
have  joined  it  with  ulterior  objects ;  but 
you  cannot  make  those  who  joined  the 
combination  parties  to  those  objects — it 
seems  to  me  in  the  highest  degree  unjust 
to  do  so ;  still  less  can  you  make  them 
responsible  for  all  that  has  been  done  by 
every  branch  and  by  every  member  of 
the  Land  League,  because  the  doctrine 
of  conspiracy  does  not  go  to  such  lengths 
as  those.     There  is  no  doubt  that  many 
of  those  who  joined  the  Land  League  also 
had  this  in    view — that    the    agitation 
which  existed,  and  which  would  no  doubt 
be  augmented  and  not  diminished  by  its 
action,    would     have     some     effect    in 
furthering  the  cause  of  self-government 
for  Ireland  which  many  of  them  had  at 
heart.     Those,  I  believe,  were  the  aims 
and  objects  of  the  Land  League,  and  the 
only  aims  or  purposes  which  have  been 
proved  against  them.     To  award  justly 
such  blame  as  is  due  to  those  proceed, 
ings,  it  is  essential  to  consider  the  con. 
dition  of  Lreland  at  the  time  this  com. 
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bination    arose.      The      Commissioners 
themselves  report  thus — 

"  We  have  no  commission  to  consider  wheih«r 
the  conduct  which  they  are  accused  of  can  be 
palliated  by  the  circumstances  of  the  time.'* 

But  your  Lordships  have   such  a  com- 
mission, and  you  are  boxmd  to  exercise 
it.     You  are  justified  in  looking  fairly  at 
the  acts  done,  and  your  condemnation  is 
not  to  be  measured  'even  by  the  imme- 
diate circumstances  under  which  the  act 
is   committed.       Men's    conduct    is    so 
measured  in  Courts  of  Justice,  and  still 
more  ought  it  to  be  so  measured  when 
acts  are  done  under  such  circumstances 
as  these.     What  was  the  condition  of  the 
tenantry  of  Ireland  at  this  time  ?     I  am 
not  going  into  details ;  but  there  had  been 
a  series  of  bad  seasons  in  which  the  pro- 
duce of  the  land  had  been  many  millions 
of  pounds  less  than  in  previous  years; 
there  were    in  many   parts  of  Ireland 
excessive  and    impossible  rents,   which 
had  been  raised  upon  the  improvements 
of  the  tenants  themselves,  and  evictions 
were  proceeding.     They  had  had  years 
of  sad  experience  of  what  that  means, 
and  one  item  I  should  add  upon  that :  it 
comes  from  the  Beport  too.     One  land- 
agent  described  many  of  the  people  in 
one   county  of  Ireland   as    *'blue   with 
hunger."  What  effect  was  it  likely  to  have 
on  men  in  sympathy  with  the  tenant  class, 
someof  whom  had  themselves  sprung  from 
the  same  class,  to  see  and  ponder  over 
these  things  ?    Was  it  wonderful  if  they 
should  seek  to  create  a  League  which 
might  stay  evictions  and  diminish  these 
rents  and  give  security  to  the  tenant  for 
his  holding  ?  It  would  be  to  shut  our  eyea 
to  the  first  impulses  of  human  nature  to 
suppose  that  men  would  not  be  moved  by 
such  feelings  and  sentiments  as  these. 
No  doubt  they  incited  to  boycotting,  and 
it  appears  to  be  assumed  that  so  to  incite 
is  illegal.  I  am  no  advocate  of  boycotting ; 
far  from  it.     There  is  no  one   in   thi» 
House  who  is  less  disposed  to  sanction  it 
than  I  am.     I  confess  I  have  the  greatest 
aversion    to    it    wherever  it  is  found, 
whether  in  England  or  in  Ireland.     I  do 
not  like  the  spirit  which  gives  it  birth. 
But  it  is  not  confined  to  Ireland.     It  may 
take  a  different  form  there,  and  may  not 
result  here   in  the  same  gross  acts  of 
violence  as  attend  itiin  the  Sister  Island ; 
but  the  spirit  of  it  is  none  the  less  tj  be 
condemned.     It  is  impossible,  however, 
to  contend  that  all  boycotting  is  illegal ; 
3  E 
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it  18  equally  impossible  to  contend  that 
all  inciting  to  boycotting  is  illegal.  I 
guard  myself  only  by  these  observations 
against  being  assumed  to  assent  to  any 
such  proposition,  I  will  not  attempt  to 
draw  the  line  between  what  is  lawful 
and  what  is  unlawful  on  this  head  except 
where  it  is  absolutely  necessary  for  me 
to  do  80,  because  I  would  not  wilUngly 
by  any  single  word  of  mine  give  en- 
cotirageraent  to  a  practice  which  no  one 
likes  less  than  I  do.  But  I  must  ask 
your  Lordships  to  remember  tlntt  the 
sentiment  wbich  found  expression  in 
warning  men  not  to  take  farms  from 
which  other  tenants  had  been  evicted 
was  no  new  sentiment.  It  was  urged 
that  that  might  be  prevented  by  boycot- 
ting the  men  who  took  such  farms.  But 
long  before  that,  a  man  who  took  an 
evicted  farm  had  been  ill-looked  upon  by 
his  neighbours — long  before  the  Laud 
League  was  established,  and  long  before 
boycotting  was  established.  The  epithet  of 
**  landgrabber  "  and  the  term  **  laudgrab- 
bing  "  are  no  new  titles  in  Ireland, 

The  Maequrss  of  SALISBURY  :  Yes. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  ;  I  care  not 
whether  they  are  new  or  old  ;  at  any 
rate,  the  opposition  and  the  hostility  to  the 
thing  itself  J  the  taking  of  evicted  ffirms^ 
are  not  new.  It  has  been  contended  by 
some  that  the  fact  that  men  gave  ex- 
pression to  their  indignation  against 
those  whom  they  regai'ded  as  traittirs 
to  their  cause,  men  w  ho  took  e\ncted  farms, 
in  many  instances  prevented  outrages, 
because  it  was  a  coui*Be  which  enabled 
them  to  aclueve  the  end  they  desired 
without  committing  violence.  1  am  not 
going  to  enter  into  snch  a  question  now, 
though  it  seems  to  me  not  improbable 
that  in  some  cases  that  might  have  been 
the  case.  That  it  did  in  not  a  few  in- 
stances lead  to  crime  is  beyond  all  p<is- 
sible  doubt;  but  I  think  it  is  the 
greatest  mistake  to  suppose  that  this 
boycotting,  or  inciting  to  boycotting, 
explains  anything  like  the  crime 
which  took  place  in  Ireland  during 
those  years.  It  is  impossible  to  read 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  without  see- 
ing that  many  of  the  crimes  dealt  with  h  *d 
no  sort  of  connection  with  boyc^^•tting  ; 
and  also  that,  as  a  fact,  there  were  multi- 
tudes of  cases  of  boycotting  which  in  no 
case  led  to  crime.  That  crime  resulted 
in  some  cases  I  frankly  admit  It  is 
suggested  that  the  agitation  which  ex- 
Lord  Hersdiell 


isted  in  Ireland  was  one  simply  worked  \ 
up  by  the  Land  League,  and  had  no 
origin  in  the  real  wants  and  necessities 
of  the  people,  I  might  quote  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl  near  me  when 
the  Land  Bill  of  1881  -vvas  before  yonr 
Lordships'  House.     He  said — 

**  It  19  the  gr6At«flt  GiTor  in  the  world  to  Bay 
that  the  state  of  things  which  wo  have  now 
to  deal  with—** 

that  is,  the  disturbed  state  of  Ireland — 

*'  ia  doe  to  t>iQ  Lnnd  L©%gnie*  Thia  Land 
Leagae  )fl  ira  effect,  not  its  cuds'*  i  tfao  Land 
Le»gne  would  never  hav«  had  the  power  it 
has  ftoqairtfd  if  it  had  not  hod  to  work  upon 
the  preTiOQS  stato  of  public  opinion  and 
the  previons  etato  of  pubJio  feeJing'  which 
eitieted  he  fore  the  formation  of  the  Land 
Ijeagne,** 

It  has  been  suggested  by  the   Commia- 
fiionerSj  and   the    noble  Marquess  dwelt 
upon  it  to-night,  that  it  is  not   true    to 
say  that    crime    dors  follow   evictions. 
They  attribute  all  the  crime  to  the  agi- 
tation  of   tlie   Land   League.      Kow,   1 
cannot  but  think  that  the  reasoning  ol  | 
the  learned  Commissiouers  on  this  part 
of  the  case   is   extremely  unsatisfactoiy. 
The  noble  Marquess  alluded  to  the  princi* 
]ml   statistics  upon   which    they   dwell. 
They  take  the  statistics  of  18419"  to  1852  i 
and  compare  them  with  the  years  from  ' 
1879  to  1882.     They  point  out  how  many 
thousands  of  evictions  of  families  there 
were  in  the  earlier  years,  and  they  state  I 
that  the  outrages  were  fewer  in  number. 
First  of  alJ,  I  invite  the  attention  of  your  I 
Lctrdships  to   this.     Ilie   value   of   that  ] 
comparison  de  pends  en  ti  rely  upon  whether  I 
your  statistics  of  crime  are  compiled  at 
the  two  periods  in  the  same  fashion  and  on 
the  same  bases.     I  can  show  your  Lord- 
ships that  these  are  not.     The   agrarian 
crimes  in  1849  are  stated  at  957,  but  I  am  j 
satisfied  that  in  the  enrlier  Returns  no ' 
crime  was  classed  as  agrfirian   unless   it 
could  be  traced  to  some  distinct  agrarian 
cause,  and  that  many  crimes  which  would 
now  be  classed  f  s  agrarian  crimes   wore  , 
not  then  so  classed.    In  1H49  there  were! 
only  15  homicides   elasstd   ris  agrarian,! 
whereas  in  all  Ireland  there  were    203 
homicides.     In  the  next  year  only  18  ai^ 
given  as  agrarian,  but  there  were    1391 
homicides  in  Ireland  \  and  so  it  goes  on 
in   the  other   years.     Then    how   many 
incendiary   fires   are    so    clossifitd  t     In 
1849    there   were   238   incendiary   fires  J 
classed  aa  agrarian,  but  tliere  were  1,0661 
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incendiaiy  fires  in  Ireland  during  that 
jear.  In  the  next  year  only  311  fires 
ont  of  938  were  entered  as  agrarian,  and 
80  I  might  pursue  the  comparison.  Can 
any  one  doubt  that  those  homicides  and 
^hos3  incendiary  fires  were  the  result  of 
the  evictions  to  which  allusion  was  made 
by  the  noble  Marquess  in  those  years? 
To  what  else  can  he  ascribe  the  abnormal 
number  of  fires  in  those  years  if  not 
to  the  discontent  of  the  people 
that  resulted  from  the  evictions? 
Really,  my  Lords,  I  do  not  think  much 
importance  is  to  be  attached  to  these 
statistics  at  alL  The  crimes  in  the 
earlier  years  were  infinitely  more  serious 
and  numerous.  The  Commissioners 
do  not  appear  to  have  noticed  that 
in  the  four  counties  to  which 
they  make  reference  there  is  a 
reason  why,  apart  from  Land  League 
speeches  and  meetings,  there  was 
lan  immensa  amount  of  crime  there. 
They  themselves  describe  the  counties  in 
question  as  being  the  poorest  in  Ireland  ; 
and  when  it  is  suggested  that  the  crime 
which  grew  up  in  the  latter  months  of 
the  year  1880  is  explained  by  the  fact 
that  the  Land  League  was  then  started, 
and  by  that  fact  alone,  I  must  ask  your 
Lordships*  attention  to  the  other 
statistics  with  which  I  shall  trouble  you. 
The  question  is,  "  Did  the  evictions  pre- 
cede the  crime,  or  did  they  only  follow 
it."  I  cannot  help  expressing  a  little 
astonishment — it  may  be  that  they  liad 
not  the  evidence  before  them — that  the 
Commissioners,  who  stated  their  opinion 
that  evictions  did  not  precede  the  crime, 
filiould  not  have  inquired  what  had  been 
the  facts  as  regards  evictions  in  the  months 
preceding  the  crime.  They  say  that  the 
Land  League  was  formed  in  Kerry  in  the 
month  of  August,  1880,  and  that  in  the 
latter  months  of  the  same  year,  October, 
November,  and  Decamber,  they  find  that 
there  was  then  a  great  increase  in  the 
amount  of  crime.  Let  me  call  attention 
to  these  facts,  and  I  am  still  taking  the 
four  counties  which  the  learned  Judges 
dealt  with.      In  the  County  of  Kerry  in 

1877  there  were  14  families  evicted;  in 

1878  10  families  ;  in  1879,  55  families; 
and  in  the  first  nine  months  of  1880, 
that  is,  down  to  the  end  of  September, 
189  families — more  than  three  times  as 
many  as  there  had  been  during  the 
whole  of  the  previous  year.  And  these 
figures  do  not  tell  the  whole  truth,  be- 


cause notices  are  served  and  preliminary 
proceedings  taken  which  often  do  not 
result  in  evictions,  because  they  are  not 
carried  out  to  the  end.  In  the  County 
of  Donegal  22  families  were  evicted  in 
1877,  29  in  1879,  and  86  in  the  first 
nine  months  of  1880.  In  West  Cork 
and  in  Clare  the  comparison  is  of  the 
same  description.  Therefore  it  is  im- 
possible to  question  the  fact  that  during 
the  first  nine  months  of  1880,  in  regard 
to  each  of  those  counties,  there  had  been 
a  very  large  and  alarming  increase  of 
evictions.  And,  my  Lords,  it  is  not  only 
the  families  evicted,  but  when  you  have 
a  people  so  poor  as  they  were  after  their 
disastrous  seasons,  all  knowing  that  if 
they  are  similarly  dealt  with  and 
similarly  oppressed  similar  results 
will  follow,  your  Lordships  will 
be  able  to  appreciate  the  state  of  alarm 
that  followed.  The  Commissioners,  it  is 
true,  have  found  that  the  Irish  Members, 
or  some  of  them,  persisted  in  their 
advocacy  of  boycotting. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
May  I  ask  the  noble  Lord  to  read  that 
correctly  ?     It  is  "  intimidation,"  I  think. 

LoKD  HERSCHELL  :  No,  it  is  quite 
true,  and  if  the  noble  Marquess  had  waited 
he  would  have  found  that  I  was  going  to 
read  it.  They  found  that  they  persisted 
in  their  advocacy  of  boycotting,  and  I 
say  tliat  for  this  reason :  that  I  cannot 
find  any  other  form  of  intimidation  of 
which  there  is  the  slightest  evidenca  as 
against  the  incriminated  persons  or  the 
vast  majority  of  them;  and  when  we 
deal  with  a  statement  of  that  kind  we 
must  be  dealing  with  evidence  which 
implicates  them  all.  Now,  I  cannot  find 
any  evidence  which  implicated  them  in 
common  except  that  relating  to  the 
advocacy  of  boycotting.  There  is  no 
other  form  of  intimidation  of  which  it  is 
alleged  that  they  have  been  guilty.  No 
doubt  it  is  easy  to  denounce  and  to  blame. 
I  do  not  dispute  that  it  may  be  right  to 
blame;  but  here  again,  in  order  to  do 
justice,  you  must  remember  certain 
facts.  The  learned  Judges  had  focussed 
before  them  all  the  results  of  intimida- 
tion and  boycotting  spread  over  a  period 
of  10  years,  but  it  never  came  before  the 
leaders,  who  were  engaged  in  a  great 
agitition,  in  anything  like  the  same 
form.  They  would  hear  that  in  this 
quarter  or  in  that,  individual  crime 
had  resulted  from  boycotting ;  but  that 
3E  2 
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would  produce  a  very  difEerent  im* 
preasioD  upon  the  mind  to  Buch  facts  as 
were  laid  before  the  learned  Judges  and 
which  are  to  be  found  collected  in  this 
Report.  The  lenders  of  any  great  move- 
ment, having  their  minds  earnestly  and 
eagerly  engaged  upon  it*  are  not  in  a 
position  to  judge — it  would  not  be  fair  to 
expect  them  to  judge- — with  the  same 
calmness  and  deliberation  as  we  may 
after  the  event  and  upon  a  review  of 
the  whole  circumstances.  There  has 
never  yet  been  any  great  agitation  in 
which  multitudes  of  persons  have  been 
interested  that  was  free  from  crime. 
But  it  would  be  unfair  to  say  that  the 
leaders  were  responsible  for  it  because «  as 
soon  as  a  crime  was  committed,  they  did 
not  cease  their  agitation.  Such  a 
doctrine  has  never  hitherto  been  insisted 
upon.  No  great  strike  has  ever  taken 
place  without  violence  and  outrages^ 
which  the  leaders  of  the  strike  did  not 
desire  or  intend,  and  it  is  found  by  the 
Commissioners  that  the  Irish  leaders  did 
not  desire  or  intend  the  violence  which 
took  place,  I  say  that  those  who  incite 
to  a  strike  have  never  been  held  respon- 
sible for  such  occurrences,  and  they  have 
not  been  found  to  cease  their  efforts  as 
soon  as  they  heard  that  an  individual 
had  so  acted  that  their  agitation  might 
be  said  to  have  resulted  in  violence.  No 
doubt  in  movementa  of  that  kind  a  time 
may  come  when  the  connection  may 
appear  to  be  so  close  and  the  results  so 
constant  that  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
any  leaders  of  an  agitation,  when  they 
see  those  results,  to  hold  their  hands  on 
account  of  the  consequences  which 
forced  themselves  on  their  notice ;  but 
it  is  alwajs  diflScult  to  judge  when  such 
a  time  has  arrived.  It  would  have  been 
a  serious  matter  if  the  Irish  leaders  had 
stayed  their  agitation.  They  were  con- 
tending for  what  they  believed  to  be  the 
necessities  of  the  Iriali  tenantry.  They 
Ijeheved  that  unless  they  secured  an 
alteration  of  the  law  that  tenantry  by 
hundreds  and  thousands  might  have 
been  dealt  with  as  thoy  had  been  treated 
from  the  year  1847  and  onwards,  and 
they  might  well  hesitate — they  may 
have  been  to  blame — to  stay  their  hands. 
It  is  said  it  was  their  duty  to  stay  their 
agitation^  because  in  individual  instances 
consequences  which  they  never  contem- 
plated had  followed  from  it.  They  might 
be  blameworthy,  but  the  blame  cannot 
Lord  Uerschell 


rest  on  them  alone.  Must  not  part  of  the 
responsibility  rest  upon  ourselves  ]  What 
is  the  baleful  lesson  that  we  have  been 
teaching  the  Irish  during  all  these  cen- 
turies but  this  :  that  the  just  and  reason- 
able claims  of  the  Irish  people  had  no 
chance  of  consideration  and  success  unless 
there  were  agitation,  disorder,  and 
almost  anarchy  ?  I  need  hardly  remind 
your  Lordships  of  instances,  but  I  can 
give  illustrations  of  this.  Is  it  not 
acknowledged  that  Catholic  emancipa- 
tion, which  all  now  admit  to  be  so  just, 
would  not  have  been  granted  but  for  the 
disorder  and  almost  rebeUion  which 
prevailed  in  Ireland  1  Has  it  not  been 
the  same  in  Irish  history  from  that  tim« 
onwards?  It  is  said  that  this  is  an 
argument  which  ought  not  to  be  used,  as 
it  encourages  revolt  and  outrage.  I 
entirely  dissent  from  any  such  doctrine. 
1  do  not  think  that  telling  the  truth 
ever  does  harm.  Much  more  harm  is 
done  by  pretending  you  do  not  see  the 
truth  when  everybody  else  sees  it.  The 
noble  Marquess,  who  dwelt  with  such 
eloquence  on  this  point,  in  1881,  on  the 
Second  Heading  of  the  Land  Bill  used 
these  words : — 

**  In  view  of  the  prevailing  agitation,  and 
haring  regard  to  the  st&te  of  anarchy  in 
Ireland,  I  cannot  recommend  tny  folio wera  to 
vote  against  the  Second  Heading  of  the  Bill." 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
never  said  that. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  I  have  read  the 
noble  Marquess's  language  as  reported  in 
Hansard,  Did  not  that  imply  that  if 
there  had  not  been  tliat  state  of  agitation  I 
and  anarchy  in  Ireland,  he  would  have 
invited  his  followers  to  vote  against  the 
Bill  t  If  he  had  issued  that  invitation, 
what  would  have  been  the  result  1  Cer- 
tainly that  the  Bill  undoubtedly  would 
have  been  lost,  and  would  not  have 
passed  into  law.  It  comes,  I  think»  a 
little  strangely  from  one  who  used  that 
language  that  there  is  danger  in  grant- 
ing concessions  to  Irish  agitation. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
never  said  that  there  is  danger  in 
granting  c<3nccssinns. 

Lord  HERSCRELL:  I  certainly 
understood  the  noble  Marquess  to  say 
that  there  was  danger  in  palliation,  but 
whether  the  noble  Marquess  so  expressed 
himself  or  not,  at  all  events  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  the  other 
House  did  in  the  most  emphatic  way.    I 
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have  the  less  hesitation  in  remarking 
upon  it,  becanse  I  do  believe  there  is 
growing  up  in  the  people  of  England  a 
desire,  if  it  be  possible,  to  concede  the 
views  which  are  entertained  by  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  people,  and 
to  do  their  best  to  give  satisfaction 
10  those  views.  There  is  growing  np  in 
the  Irish  people  a  greater  trust  in 
England;  for  the  first  time  they  are 
convinced  that  Englishmen  desire  to  do 
them  justice.  There  are  many  other 
matters  to  which  I  ought  to  refer,  but  I 
am  obliged  to  pass  over  them  because  it 
would  be  impossible  for  me  to  trespass 
so  unreasonably  on  your  Lordships'  time, 
and  I  omit  them  only  because  I  feel  I 
ought  not  to  occupy  much  more  time 
than  I  have  already  done.  But  there 
are  one  or  two  matters  to  which  I  must 
still  allude.  As  to  the  finding  that  the 
Irish  Members  received  money  from 
Ford,  who  was  the  editor  of  a  paper  which 
advocated  the  use  of  dynamite,  and  who 
represented  the  extreme  section  of  the 
Irish  Party,  and  that  it  was  through  his 
means  that  funds  were  received  by  the 
Irish  Parliamentary  Party,  opinions  may 
difEer  with  respect  to  the  blame  that 
attaches  to  such  a  thing ;  but  I  should 
have  been  grateful  if  they  could  have 
diverted  every  dollar  from  the  purposes 
of  the  dynamite  party  to  those  of  the 
Parliamentary  Party.  Terrible  as  it  may 
be,  it  is  the  fact  that  there  exists  in  this 
19th  century  men  animated  by  so  bitter 
a  hatred  of  this  country  that  they  are 
prepared  to  use  even  such  an  instrument 
of  violence  as  dynamite,  as  they  beliete 
from  motives  of  patriotism,  and  to  fulfil 
what  they  conceive  to  be  their  duty  to 
their  country.  What  are  we  to  say  to 
the  existence  of  such  feelings  as  those  ? 
Shall  we  be  satisfied  with  merely  wrap- 
ping the  Pharisee's  garment  around  us 
and  thus  expressing  our  indignation  and 
contempt  ?  Or  shall  we  not  rather  probe 
a  little  deeper  and  ask  how  it  is  that 
there  exist  these  tens  of  thousands  of 
men,  either  British  subjects  or  the  sons 
of  British  subjects,  who  entertain  these ' 
sentiments  towards  this  land?  Why 
should  we  be  the  victims  of  this  perverted 
patriotism?  We  need  not  look  far  for 
the  causes ;  the  figures  which  the  noble 
Marqaess  himself  read  eloquently  pro- 
claim them.  Tens  of  thousands  of 
&inilies  driven  from  their  homes  out  on  I 
to  the  highways  and  byeways,  and  driven  ' 


at  last  to  find  homes  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Atlantic,  their  trusted  leaders 
on  whom  alone  they  depend  for  help 
regarded  as  enemies  by  the  British 
Government,  prosecuted  and  imprisoned 
or  transported.  What  wonder  if,  in 
these  circumstances,  they  have  carried 
with  them  bitter  memories  to  the 
land  in  which  they  have  found  a 
home !  Shall  blame  be  attached  to 
them?  Does  not  blame  attach  to 
others  ?  It  may  be  that  all  this  was  not 
directly  the  result  of  misgovemment ; 
but  your  Lordships  know  that  even  with 
peoples  far  more  politically  advanced 
than  those  men  everything  which  the 
people  feel  to  be  burdensome  and  evil 
is  attributed  to  Governments,  and  that 
much  of  this  evil  condition  of  things  was 
attributable  to  the  government  of  Ire- 
land by  this  country  in  those  sad  years, 
I  do  not  think  any  human  being  who 
reads  its  history  can  doubt.  Can  we 
wonder  that  the  Irish  Nationalist,  though 
he  may  condemn  acts  of  violence  and  tibe 
use  of  djmamite,  cannot  see  these  men 
exactly  with  the  eyes  that  we  see  them 
with — cannot  reganl  it  as  such  defile- 
ment to  touch  them  as  we  might  ?  We 
see  only  in  these  examples  of  perverted 
patriotism  bitter  enemies  of  our  own 
country;  but  they  look  behind  those 
things,  and  see  in  the  Nationalist  a 
man  whose  very  hate  of  this  country  is 
the  measure  of  his  love  for  his  own  ;  they 
see  behind  all  these  things  a  man  whose 
heart  beats  in  sympathy  with  their  own 
when  they  talk  of  their  common  country, 
a  man  who  longs  for  happier  times  under 
better  government  than  there  has  been 
in  the  past.  I  do  not  palliate  these 
crimes  for  a  moment;  no  one  would 
denounce  them  more  strongly  than  I 
should;  but  there  is  authority  which 
will  not  be  gainsaid  for  the  assertion 
that  hatred  and  detestation  of  wrong  are 
not  inconsistentwith  charitable  considera- 
tion for  the  wrongdoer.  My  Lords,  there 
is  one  other  part  of  the  Report  to  which 
I  will  make  reference.  It  is  the  con- 
cluding part  of  it,  which  deals  with  the 
Clan-na-Gael.  Now  here  I  cannot  but 
think  the  Judges  were  somewhat  mis- 
led. The  point  of  the  whole  of  that  part 
of  the  Report  is  this — that  the  National 
League  of  America  had  been  captured  by 
the  Clan-na-Gael,  and  was  being  worked 
by  the  Clan-na-Gael,  which  was  a  secret 
society  using  violence  or  intending  to 
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crime  or  outrage.  That  is  imdoiibtedly 
new.  From  that  fact  some  extraordinary 
inference  is  drawn,  and  upon  it  some 
extraordinary  concloaions  are  founded* 
It  is  Baid  that  we  should  have  found  that 
Tery  large  similar  payments  were  made 
by  the  Land  League,  if  we  could  only 
have  seen  the  Land  League  book^.  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend  pointed  out 
that  those  Land  League  books  had  been 
destroyed, 
•The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  :  Idonotknow 
that  I  said  *'destroyed^"  but  practically 
got  oufc  of  the  way  in  some  way  or  other. 

♦The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  Well, 
got  out  of  the  way  in  some  way,  which 
a  Court  of  JuBtice  would  have  condemned, 
but  I  maintain  there  is  no  evidence  of 
that  at  all.  As  to  Mr.  McCarthy,  if  I 
remember  rightly,  I  think  he  gave  a  list 
of  papers  which  he  knew  to  be  in  the 
possession  of  the  Land  League^  but  he 
stated  publicly  that  he  never  undertook 
for  a  moment  to  produce  them,  but  that 
he  would  have  no  objection  to  do  so. 
The  answer  he  gfave  may  have  been  a 
perfectly  true  one,  namely,  that  in  the 
confusion  attending  the  breaking  up  of 
the  Land  League  these  books  were  loet, 
and  I  do  not  think  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  lias  the  slightest  right  to 
assume  that  those  books  were  with  any 
criminal  intention  destroyed.  I  say  that 
it  may  have  been  so,  but  there  is  no 
evidence  whatever  to  prove  it,  and  where 
there  is  no  evidence  upon  a  particular 
charge  of  this  kind,  against  a  man  if*  ho 
has  been  found  in  regard  to  other  charges 
not  to  be  guilty,  the  only  course 
to  take  with  respect  to  that  particular 
charge  is  to  treat  it  liS  not  proved, 

♦Th£  EA.RL  or  SELBORNE  :  The  j^assage 
I  refer  to  in  the  Commissioners'  Report 
is  this — 

•*  Mr,  Justin  McCarthy,  M.P.,  in  an  affidavit 
lie  made  on  October  9,  1888,  stated  that  he  had 
obtaiQed  a  Hat  of  the  book&  relating  to  this 
League,  aod  which  he  was  willing;  should  he 
produced.  Thia  list  bad  been  furnished  to  him 
by  ^Ir.  Brady,  the  secretary  of  the  English 
branch  of  the  National  League.  During  the 
progress  of  the  case  the  production  of  these 
cash-books  and  ledgers  for  the  years  1881  to 
X883  proved  to  b©  of  importance.  When  called 
|0r  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy  was  unable  to  produce 
ihem,  and  w^  unable  to  explain  the  reason  for 
|beir  non- production." 

•The  Eabl  or  KIMBERLEY:    I  was 
perfectly  aware  of  that  passage,  and  if 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  will  examine 
The  Earl  of  Kimherley 


it  with  care  I  think  he  will  find  that 
there  is  no  statement  in  it  that  Mr. 
McCarthy  gave  an  nndertaldng  to  pro- 
duce the  books.  What  he  said  i^'as  that 
as  far  as  he  was  concerned  he  had  no 
objection  to  their  production.  That  ia 
the  whole  snbstwice  oi  what  he  declared. 
He  never  declared  that  he  had  the  books 
in  his  possession,  or  tluit  he  had  access 
to  them,  or  that  he  could  guarantee  the 
production  of  the  books.  I  believe  that 
is  a  perfectly  correct  statement  of  the 
matter.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
referred  to  some  statements  of  the 
learned  Judges  on  the  subject  of  the 
connection  between  the  Land  Lea^e 
and  the  increase  of  crime.  Now,  that  ig 
exactly  one  of  the  matters  upon  which 
I  complain,  that  this  subject  should  have 
been  submitted  to  the  Judges,  because  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say,  with  all  respect 
for  men  of  their  high  judicial  character, 
that  they  were  not  competent ;  that  they 
did  not  know  enough  of  the  political 
history  of  Ireland,  or  of  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  to  be  able  to  form  a  correct 
judgment  in  the  matter  ;  and  I  maintain 
that  anyone  who  has  followed  the  poli- 
tical history  of  Ireland  will  find  in  this 
Report  phiin  proof  that  the  Judges  did 
not  thoroughly  understand  the  matter 
with  which  they  had  to  deal.  Let  me 
say  why  I  am  of  that  opinion.  Yon  will 
find  at  page  88  they  say  they  are  oi 
opinion — 

"  That  the  increase  ia  agrarian  crime  during  ' 
those  years  "  (1879  to  1882}  **  though  not  ex- 
clusively*to  be  ascribed  to  the  ag^tadon  was 
maiuly  due  to  the  action  of  the  Land  L^Lgne^ 
its  founders  and  leaders.** 

And  if  you  look  a  little  further  back 
in  the  Report  you  will  see  what  X  think 
is  a  most  extraordinary  statement.  The 
learned  Judges  say — 

**•  As  to  the  third  suggestion,  namely^  thail 
the  throwing  out  of  the  Oompenfiation  for  Dis«] 
tuxbance  Bill  in  August,  1880,  was  the  origin 
of  tke  increase  of  crime,  we  are  of  opinion  that 
it  wa«  not  an  efPectir?  cause  of  that  increase^ 
but  that  it  arose  from  the  agitation  of  which 
the  rejection  of  the  CompenMiion  for  Disturb  • 
anoe  Bill  was  made  the  ocoaaion.'^ 

My  Lords,  according  to  my  notion  of 
logical  sequence  that  statement  would 
show  that  the  crime  was  caused  by  the 
rejection  of  the  Compensation  for  Dis* 
turhance  Bill,  because  if  the  rejection 
of  the  Compensation  for  Disturbance 
Bill  caused  the  agitation,  and  the  agitatio 
caused  the  crimei  by  what  possible  sequ  enoe 
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of  reasoning  can  you  come  to  any  con- 
clusion other  than  that  the  action  of  this 
House  caused  the  crime  ?  I  maintain 
that  the  Judges  have  taken  a  wrong 
view  of  the  matter ;  there  were  concur- 
rent causes,  and  all  those  causes  have  had 
their  efEect.  The  learned  Judges,  in 
my  opinion,  have  not  given  sufficient 
weight  to  the  previous  agrarian  difficul- 
ties in  that  country  ;  to  the  war  which 
has  been  going  on  for  generations 
between  the  landlords  and  tenants  in 
that  country ;  and  that  they  have  not 
done  so  because  they  could  not  be 
supposed  to  be  aware  of  the  whole 
previous  history  of  Ireland  and  of  the 
whole  circumstances  attending  its  present 
condition.  The  consequence  has  been 
that  they  have  imagined  that  this  agita- 
tion has  itself  been  the  primary  cause, 
whereas  the  primary  causes  lay  else- 
where. It  is  the  common  mistake  which 
men,  who  are  not  accustomed  to  political 
afEairs,  make ;  men  commonly  imagine 
that  the  agitation  is  the  cause.  It  is  not 
so ;  the  materials  exist  in  the  discontent 
to  which  the  agitation  gives  voice,  and  the 
a.gitation  only  comes  to  a  head  when 
there  has  been  something  beforehand 
which  enables  the  agitators  to  exercise 
an  influence  in  the  country.  Then,  again, 
the  Judges,  in  speaking  of  the  diminution 
of  crime,  ascribe  it  entirely  to  the 
operation  of  the  Crimes  Act.  I  am  not 
going  to  say  anything  against  the 
efficacy  of  the  Crimes  Act,  which  was 
passed  during  the  time  that  I  had  the 
honour  to  be  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment; but  I  never  heard  it  asserted 
before,  and  I  never  believed  that  the 
Crimes  Act  was  the  sole  cause  of  the 
diminution  of  crime.  I  think  our  other 
measures  have  had  some  effect — I  have 
no  doubt  that  our  measure  of  1881  had  its 
effect  in  alleviating  the  discontent 
existing  between  landlords  and  tenants. 
To  say  that  the  diminution  of  crime  is  to 
be  ascribed  entirely  to  the  operation  of 
the  Crimes  Act  is,  in  my  opinion,  an 
entire  misapprehension  of  the  matter. 
I  do  not  blame  the  Judges  at  all ;  I  only 
eay  that  I  do  not  think  they  were  the 
men  who  could  have  given  due  weight 
to  all  those  causes,  or  to  apprehend  the 
due  proportion  of  those  causes.  I  do 
not  think  any  man  who  has  not  been 
practically  concerned  with  the  afEairs  of 
Ireland  foryears  past  could  do  so.  There 
are  many  noble  Lords  in  this  House 
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whose  opinion  upon  these  matters  I  would 
take  much  more  readily,  and  to  which  I 
would  give  much  greater  weight  than  to 
this  opinion  of  the  learned  Judges,  upon 
whichever  side  of  your  Lordships'  House 
they  may  happen  to  sit.  In  the  main, 
you  can  arrive  at  a  far  better  conclusion, 
and  form  a  far  more  competent  opinion 
by  setting  four  or  five  politicians  of  fair 
opinions  in  this  House  to  examine  such 
a  question  than  by  entrusting  it  to  the 
consideration  of  Judges.  Therefore,  I 
do  not  attach  any  weight  to  the  opinion, 
of  the  Judges  in  that  respect  at  all. 
My  Lords,  my  whole  objection  to  that 
proceeding  is,  that  it  is  to  a  large  extent 
a  political  question  which  you  have 
chosen  to  refer  to  a  tribunal  of  Judges. 
It  is  a  political  question,  and  the  whole 
of  this  business  has  been  stirred  up  for 
a  political  purpose.  Originally  these 
letters  were  brought  forward  by  the 
Times  in  a  manner  which,  to  my  mind, 
was  as  shameful  as  anything  which  has 
ever  occurred  in  connection  with  English 
journalism.  I  have  not  known  anything 
so  shameful  ever  having  occurred  before. 
It  was  shameful,  not  because  the  mere 
accusations  were  made,  because  a  journal 
has  the  same  right  as  anyone  else  to 
bring  accusations  forward  on  sufficient 
ground  and  evidence ;  but  it  is  obvious 
that  no  care  was  taken  to  investigate  this 
matter,  and  we  do  not  know  now  pre- 
cisely the  manner  in  which  those  letters 
were  obtained.  But  what  we  do  know 
is,  that  those  charges  were  made  care- 
lessly, negligently,  and  almost  criminally, 
for  a  purpose  which  cannot  now  be  con- 
cealed. The  sole  object  of  making  them 
was  for  Party  purposes  ;  to  try  and  ruin 
the  leaders  of  an  opposing  Political  Party. 
The  whole  proceeding,  to  my  mind,  is 
vitiated,  for  the  reason  that  it  is  a  Party 
proceeding  taken  for  a  Party  purpose. 
Your  Lordships  may  say  what  you  please 
in  this  House ;  the  majority  may  carry 
this  Kesolution  to-day  ;  but  I  maintain 
that  there  is  nothing  judicial  about  the 
Report.  The  House  of  Commons  has 
placed  this  Report  upon  its  Journals; but 
I  think  it  is  almost  certain  that  the 
House  of  Commons  will  erase  it  from  its 
Journals,  and  this  House  will  then  be 
left  in  the  rather  absurd  position  of 
having  adopted  it  on  the  Records  of  the 
House,  when  the  other  House  has  got 
rid  of  it.  Why  do  I  say  that,  my  Lords? 
I  say  it  because  this  is  a  matter  in  which 
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political  feelings  aro  involved.     Kot  one 

0  f  us  can  be  unbiased  in  thiB  matter. 
We  trj  to  be  fair;  but  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind  wo  cannot  treat  it  in  a  judicial  and 
impaiiial  spirit.  I  say,  therefore,  that 
for  a  purpose  ol  this  kind  thera  ne^-er 
ought  to  have  bi^en  such  an  Inquiry.  If 
there  was  a  question  of  the  lion  our  of 
Members  of  either  House  concerned,  or 
if  Mr,  Parneirs  eharactcT  were  assailed, 
the  House  might  have  inquired  into  it 
If  there  was  a  question  of  libel,  the 
Courts  of  Law,  I  agree,  were  open  to 
Mr.  Pamell ;  but  I  say  under  no  circum- 
stances on ght  you  to  constitute  a  perfectly 
novel  tribunal — unknown  in  the  history 
of  this  country — for  the  purpose^  forsooth, 
of  trying  men  on  a  criminal  charge.  Are 
we  come  to  this  ;  that  a  tribumil  is  to  be 
const ituteil  by  a  majority  of  the  House 
against  the  protests  of  another  Party, 
which  probibly  represents  nearly  half  the 
entire  nation,  specially  to  try  a  Political 
Party  for  politicid  purposes  ?  For  it  is 
no  more  thitn  tliat.  I  cannot  say  thjit  1 
feel  in  the  least  degree  moved  by  this 
Report^  ejtcept  in  so  far  as  Mr,  Paruell 
and  his  friends  are  acqnitted  of  some 
most  disgraceful  charges  of  which,  if  they 
had  been  gnilty,  they  would  have  been 
unfit  to  associate  with  honourable  men, 
or  to  remain  Members  of  the  Legislature. 

1  have  formed  my  opinion  upon  all  these 
matters,  with  which  I  have  been  nc- 
quainted  for  many  years,  and  it  differs 
in  some  respects  from  the  opinion  of 
noble  Lords  opposite,  though  I  may 
agree  with  them  in  some  things.  For 
example,  I  should  entirely  ugree  with 
them  in  condemning  boycotting ;  and  I 
should  agree  that  many  things  have 
been  done  by  Mr.  Pamell  and  his  Party 
of  which  I  should  not  approve.  But,  my 
Lords,  when  it  comes  to  this  point,  that 
this  is  to  be  regarded  as  a  criminal 
matter  in  the  sense  in  which  we  regard 
criminality,  it  is  another  matter.  The 
noble  Marquess  actually  compared  the 
Irish  Nationalist  Pnrty  to  the  receivers 
of  tt^ilen  goods.  I  will  just  ask  your 
Lordships  to  consider  how  untenable 
Buch  a  statement  is — I  will  not  say  any- 
thing  of  its  injustice.  Won  Id  you  make 
a  receiver  of  stolen  goods  a  Member  of  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
or  Chairman  of  an  important  Committee  ? 
Would  you  consort  with  men  whom  you 
regarded  as  criminals  in  ordinary  life, 
ftnd  something  more  ?      All  these  things 
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were  known  to  the  noble  Lords  opposite 
in    1885,  every   one   of  them  ;  thrre  is 
practically      nothing      that     was     noi 
notorious.       The     Conservative     Party 
found  it  very  convenient  in  1885  to  bavev 
I  will  not   call  it   an  alliance,  because 
I    know     that    word    is     objected     to> 
but  to  act  in  common  with   the   Irish 
Party  for  the  puqiose  of  turning  us  out 
of  office.     By  a   rather  singular  coinci- 
dence— it  was  nothing  more,  of  course — 
they  did  not  renew  the  C^>ercion  Act.  a^ 
it  is  called,  in  that  year.     By  another 
xevy  singular  coincidence,  Lord  Carnar- 
von also  held  his  famous  conference  with 
Mr.   Parnell.     Therefore,  it  is  impossible 
for  you  to  regai'd  those  men   in  the  light 
of  criminals,  and  yet  have  this  kind  of 
communication  with  them.     I  do  not  say 
it  is  wrong;  all   political  parties  in  this 
country  always  associate  with  any  set  of 
men  if,  by  a  common  purpose,  they  can 
damage  their  ndversaries ;  and  I  do  not 
think  the  Conservative  Party  are  in  the 
slightest  degree  more  guilty  than  othera  I 
in  that  respect.     But  I  say  this,  that  you 
cannot  consort  with  men  and  have  com- 
munications in  common  with  them  ;  yon 
cannot  eonsult  ^Ir,  Parnell  as  to  the  best  ' 
mode  of  aclminLstering  the  country  and 
incur,    as   the   Conservative    Party   un- 
doubtedly did,   the   general   supposition 
that  there  was   some   alliance   between 
them   and  the  Irish   Nationalist  Party,.  I 
and  then  turn  round  upon  them  and  say 
they    are  criminals.     That  is  a  proposi- 
tion  wluch  1  think,  however  convenient  I 
it  may  be  to  put  it  for^vard  in  debate,  | 
cannot  Ix?  sustained  for  a  moment     The  | 
fact  is,  my  Lords,   that  we  do  not  regard 
Mr.  Parnell  and  his  associates  in  the  light 
of  criminals,  altliough   we   may  regard  i 
them  as  men  who  are  opposed  to  the  policy 
and  interests  of  this  country,  and  who  I 
have  employed  means  for  ends  which  are  I 
condemned  by  noblo  Lords  opposite,  bntl 
which,  in  many  cases,  must  be  admitted! 
to  be  patriotic.  Tlien  we  are  told  that  they  j 
associated  themselves  with  the  Fenians. 
Is  that  a  new  discovery  ?     Is  there  anyJ 
one  who  did  not  know  that  the  Nationalist  1 
movement   ^vas    supported  by  Fenians  fi 
Every  one   knows  that  at  one    time  thdJ 
Fenians    were     practically     the    whole  1 
Nationalist     Party     in     Ireland,      Bnt,| 
by     degrees,     a     considerable     nnmbei 
of     men,      in      consequence      of      thel 
efforts  of  Mr.  Butt  in  the  first  inatancCr] 
and  of  Mr,  Pamell  since,  have  taken 
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Parliamentaiy agitation;  but  a  very  large 
proportion,  I  am  afraid,  may  still  be 
tainted  with  the  old  Fenian  leaven.  But 
ia  it  a  matter  of  condemnation  of  the 
whole  Parliamentary  Party  of  Ireland 
that  they  accepted  that  Fenian  support  ? 
1  think  there  is  nothing  whatever  to  con- 
demn in  it  provided  they  acted  on  legal 
and  Constitutional  principles.  I  see  no 
difference,  as  a  matter  of  opinion, 
between  their  acting  with  the  Fenians 
for  their  Parliamentary  purposes  and  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  friends  acting  for 
Parliamentary  purposes  with  Mr.  Par- 
nell.  The  two  things,  to  my  mind,  run 
•in  common.  My  noble  Friend  was  not 
quite  accurate  in  saying  that  there  was 
no  condemnation  of  crime  on  the  part  of 
the  Irish  leaders.  The  learned  Judges 
no  doubt  tell  us  that  there  are  many  men 
connected  with  the  movement  who  would 
go  further  and  exceed  the  lines  within 
which  the  Irish  Parliamentary  Party 
seems  to  have  limited  itself.  One 
remark  which  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  made  was,  I  think,  not  very 
justifiable  when  he  said  that  there  had 
been  no  condemnation  of  crime.  I  think 
that  in  saying  that  he  had  really  over- 
looked one  of  the  findings  of  the  Judges, 
because  they  state  in  their  6th  finding — 

"  We  find  'as  to  the  allegation  that  the  re- 
spondents did  nothing  to  prevent  oiime,  and 
expressed  no  bonA  Jide  disapproval,  that  some 
of  the  respondents,  and  in  partionlar  Mr. 
Davit t,  did  express  bond  Jide  disapproval  of 
crime  and  outrage ;  bnt  that  the  respondents 
did  not  denounce  the  system  of  intimidation 
which  led  to  crime  and  oatrage,  bat  persisted 
in  it  with  knowledge  of  its  effect." 

Therefore,  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
was  not  quite  correct  in  saying  that 
there  was  no  condemnation  of  crime  and 
outrage,  because  the  learned  Judges 
themselves  say  that  some  of  the  respon- 
dents, and  in  particular  Mr.  Davitt,  did 
denounce  crime  and  outrage.  The 
general  statement  that  crime  and  out- 
rage arose  from  the  as^itation  is  in  one 
sense  true.  You  cannot  have  an  agita- 
tion of  that  kind  without  crime.  But  is 
^t  so  perfectly  certain  that  the  whole 
gitation  was  without  any  justifica- 
tion. I  am  not  so  sure  of  that. 
The'jnstification,  such  as  it  was, arose  from 
the  fact  that  there  were  a  vast  number 
of  evictions  carried  out  in  Ireland,  and 
largo  numbers  of  tenants  who  were 
refused  reductions  of  their  rents  when 
they  ought  to  have  had   them.     I  de- 


liberately say  that  I  now  believe,  since 
the  action    of    the   Land   Courts,   that 
there  was  a  most  unjustifiable  refusal  of 
reduction  of  rents  to  the  poor  tenants 
in  Ireland.     And,  after  all,  it  turns  out 
that  the  reductions  of  rent  which  have 
been  made  are  no  more  than  we  have 
had  to  make  in   England  without   the 
pressure  which  has  been  put  upon  the 
Irish  landlords.     I  do  not   accuse   the 
Irish  landlords  of  being  either  cruel  or 
inhuman  men ;  but  I  think  they  were 
not  aware  of   the   necessity  of  making 
reductions  largely  and  timely  to  their 
tenants,  many  of  them  very  small  and 
poor    men,    and    therefore    having    no 
capital  to  fall  back  upon,  as  men  in  a 
similar  position  have  in  this  country.     I 
think  the  landlords  were  most  unwise 
in  not  making  large  and  timely  reduc- 
tions.    Well,  that  being  so,  and  there 
being    a    widespread    distrust    existing 
between  tenants  and  landlords  in  Ire- 
land, do  you   think  it  is  extraordinary 
that  there  should  be  agitation  to  enable 
the  tenants  to  bring  additional  pressure 
to  bear  upon  their  landlords?     To  my 
mind  it  seems  the  most  natural  thing 
in  the  world,    though  unfortunately  iu 
has   been   followed  in   many    cases   by 
crime  and  outrage.     It  has   been   said 
that  the   Judges  have   found   that   the 
Land  League  have  been  guilty  of  crime 
and  intimidation  for  the  purpose  of  driving 
out  the  "English  Garrison,"  as  they  are 
called.    1  think  that  is  rather  a  rhetorical 
statement  for  the  Judges  to  make — the 
driving  out  of  the  "  English  Grarrison." 
I  suppose   there  was  some  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  tenants  and  the  Land  League 
to  drive  out  the  landlords  with  the  view 
of   weakening   their   influence    in    that 
country ;    but  observe   this,  my  Lords, 
though  Mr.  Parnell  in  one  of  his  speeches 
which  appears  in  this   book  stated  that 
he  desired  to  put  the  lands  in  the  hands 
of  the  tenants  and  to  remove  the  land- 
lords, he  said  that  that  should   be   done 
with  compensation ;  and  he  said  if  tHe 
landlords   can  be  got  out  of  the  country 
Home  Rule  will  very  soon   follow.     In 
that  was  there  anything  more  than  what 
is    exactly  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government?      Her  Majesty's   Govern- 
ment have,  I  do  not  say  wrongly,  but  they 
have  been  endeavouring  to  facilitate  thb 
passing  of  the  land  from  the  landlords  to 
the  tenants ;  and  they  imagine — though 
here  I  think  they  are  entirely  wrong,  but 
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tkero  are  many  who  agree  with  tliem^^^ — 
that  bj  doing  this  they  are  strengthening 
tho  position  of  affairs  j>c»liticalJy^  and 
strengthening  the  liold  of  England  upin 
Ireland.  I  believe,  as  strongly  as  I  be- 
lieve any  jjolitical  proposition,  that  the 
more  yon  can  put  the  hind  into  the  bands 
of  tho  tenants  in  Ireland  the  stronger 
will  the  Homo  Rule  Party  become.  It  is 
contrary  to  reason  to  suppose  that  these 
men,  merely  because  they  have  ceased  to 
havi^  grievances  against  their  landlord, 
will  ceaSEf  to  exhibit  Party  feeling.  Mr. 
Parnell  has  told  yon  that,  and  that  they 
will  continue  to  act  in  carrying  out  a 
common  object  although  in  a  different 
manner.  I  do  not  know  that  I  need 
trouble  your  Lordships  much  further, 
1  have  referred  to  most  of  the  points 
which  I  wished  to  refer  to,  and  all  I 
desire  to  add  is  merely  this,  that  I  think 
the  noble  Marquess  was  scarcely  generous 
to  Mr.  Parnell  and  his  friends.  I  see 
no  advantage  to  be  gained,  if  I  may 
venture  to  say  so,  by  any  Political  Party 
in  putting  a  case  against  their  political 
opponents  too  severely.  Mr.  Parnell  and 
his  Party  were  undoubtedly  most  cruelly 
treated  in  regard  to  the  forged  letters, 
and  I  think  thei'e  might  well  have  been 
^ome  sort  of  expression  of  regret  on  the 
piirt  of  the  noble  Marquess  in  regard  tn 
that  matter.  I  think  we  should  not 
endeavour  to  make  too  much  of  the 
differences  lietween  ourselves  and  the 
leaders  of  the  Irish  Party.  Kemember, 
.that  the  men  w^ith  whom  you  have  to 
deal  are  the  lemiers  of  four* fifths  of  the 
Irish  people ;  and  if  there  is  any  point 
on  which  you  can  show  that  you  acknow- 
ledge the  justice  of  their  complaint 
I  think  it  is  good  policy  to 
do  so.  Therefore,  I  ara  sorry  that 
the  noble  Marquess  did  not  express 
some  regret  in  that  regard.  My  noble 
and  learned  Friend  said  that  there  was 
no  regret  expressed  in  the  Eeport ;  but  I 
think  he  meant  no  regret  on  the  part  of 
the  noble  Marquess,  I  must  make  this 
remark,  that  the  Report  contains  one 
grievous  omission.  There  are  two 
parties  in  this  case,  one  party  is  spoken 
of  very  harshly  by  the  Judges,  and  has 
been  on  several  questions  condemned 
by  them ;  while  the  other  party— 
I  mean  the  Times — are  never  spoken 
of  with  condemnation  throughout  the 
Report,  or  submittijd  to  the  censure 
which  I  think  they  deserve,  I  do 
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not     want     t/)    accuse    the    Judges   of 
want  of  impartiality — that  would  be  un- 
fair ;  but  it  is   to  be  lamented  that  they 
did    not   think   it  within   their  duty  to 
mete  otit  their  condemnation    on  those 
who  had  brought  charges  which  proved 
to  be  so  unfounded.     My  Ijords,  the  Re- 
port will,  of   course,    be   placed   on    the 
Jonmals  of  this  House,  and  w^hen  it  haft 
been  placed  there  I   confess  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  political  situation  as  regards 
Ireland  will  not  be  advanced  one  inch  \ 
that  we  shall    be  simply  where    we  were 
as  regards  our  differences  ;  and  that  the 
only  result  that  can  come  from  this  Report 
is  that  Mr,  Parnell  has  been  absolved  from 
the  charges' made  against  him  upon  these 
forged   letters;   and  that   a   very   large 
number  of  people  in  this  country  think 
he   has   been   exceedingly  ill-used,  and 
they  will  visit  upon  the  Party  opiDOsite 
the  consequences  of  the   whole  of  this 
proceeding. 
♦The  Eakl  of  CAMPERDOWN  :   My 
Lords,  I  was  very  anxious  when  I  came 
to  the  House  to-night  to  bear  the  reasons 
which  would  be  given  for  either  taking 
no  step  at  M  or  for  taking  a  partial  step 
witli  regard   to   the  Report  which   lias 
been   presented   by   the    Special    Com- 
missioners  to  tho    House.      When   the 
Report  w^ns  presented,  it  was  regarded 
by    Mr.    Parnell   and    his   friends   ag  a 
triumph  for  them.     That  was  tlie  state- 
ment of  their  organ,  and  I  apprehend, 
thertfore,    that   they,   at  all  events,  re- 
garded  the    Report   ^vith   no    want    of 
favour.     There    were    others,   however, 
who,  on  the    other  hand,  although  the 
Report  stated  ths%i  Mr.  Parnell  was  not 
guilty  on  certain  personal  charges  which 
had     been    brought    against    him,   yet 
nevertheless  considered  that  the  charges 
made  against  the  Parnell ites  as  a  party 
were  in  substance  made  out ;  and  they 
also,    I  apprehend,  see    no  reason   w*by 
the  Report   should  not   be   acted  upon. 
Before    I    go  any   further,  I  must   say 
this,   with  regard   to    Mr.    Parnell  and  | 
these    persoTial     charges,    that     I     am 
glad    he    Inis    had    the    op|X)rtunity    of 
clearing    himself     from    them,    and     I 
I    am  glad  that  he  has  cleared  himself 
from    them.     But,    at  the    same  time,  I 
regret  that  he   did  not  take  the  oppor- 1 
tunity,  which  was  as  open   to   him  a«   I 
believe  it  would  be  for  adoption  by  any 
one  of  us  here    if  we  were  libelled,  of 
appealing  to  the  ordinary  Courts  of  Law; 
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for  I  must  confess  I  cannot  think  so 
badly  of  our  Court  of  Law  as  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  Herschell  appears  to 
do,  when  he  says  that  if  a  man  appears 
before  a  Court  of  Law  declaring  that  he 
has  been  libelled,  and  if  at  the  same  time 
the  accuser  were  to  refuse  to  produce  any 
proof  in  support  of  the  alleged  libel — I 
cannot  imagine  that  our  Courts  of  Law 
are  so  utterly  unfair  as  to  say  that  they 
-would  proceed  to  find  him  guilty  simply 
on  the  evidence  of  experts.  But,  my 
Lords,  I  wish  to  refer  to  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  themselves  upon  this 
matter,  and  I  wish  to  point  out  that  no 
exception  can  be  taken  with  regard  to 
their  course  of  procedure.  We  have 
heard  references  made  to  their  im- 
partiality, but  the  course  of  procedure 
which  they  adopted  was  in  itself,  I  think, 
distinctly  in  favour  of  Mr.  Parnell.  My 
Lords,  I  say  it  on  their  own  authority 
they  did  not  act  as  Commissioners  would 
have  done;  they  acted  throughout  as 
Judges.  They  felt  very  keenly  and 
strongly  the  sense  of  responsibility.  They 
knew  they  bad  the  Bar  and  the  Bench 
behind  them,  and  your  Lordships  will 
see  the  trace  of  that  in  their 
course  of  procedure  from*  the  very  be- 
ginning to  the  very  end  of  what  they 
did.  1  will  now  quote  their  own  words. 
They  say — 

♦*  If  we  had  taken  Royal  Commissions  of  In- 
qairy  as  our  guide,  it  would  have  been  neces- 
sarj  for  us,  ourselves,  to  have  found  the  wit- 
nesses to  be  called,  and  for  this  purpose  we  must 
have  employed  agents  to  see  them  and  take  their 
proofs  in  order  that  we  might  have  the  materials 
for  their  examination  by  us.  Amongst  several 
objections  to  this  course  one  appeared  to  us  con- 
clusive, namely,  that  we  should  have  seemed  to 
be  taking  upon  ourselves  the  functions  of  a  pro- 
secutor, with  which  the  duties  of  a  Judge  are 
scarcely  consistent." 

Then  it  goes  on — 

'<  From  the  constitution  of  the  Commission, 
the  powers  conferred  upon  it,  and  the  character 
of  the  charges  made,  we  considered  that  it  was 
fitting  that  we  should  conduct  the  inquiry 
judicially  and  according  to  the  law  of  evidence 
and  procedure  prevailing  in  the  ordinary  Courts 
of  justice," 

and  so  on.  I  should  be  the  last  to  com- 
plain of  the  course  which  the  Commis- 
sioners decided  to  adopt,  and  I  think 
they  did  quite  right  in  adopting  the 
course  which  to  them  seemed  best.  I 
yfiBh.  to  point  out  that  the  cours3  thus 
taken  was  distinctly  the  best  which  could 
have  been  taken  in  favour  of  Mr.  Parnell 


and    his    friends,   because    the    Judges 
called  upon   the   Tim^s  to  substantiate 
their  cha  rges ;  they  converted  the  whole 
procedure    into  a  strict   trial,  and  any 
charge  which  was  not  absolutely  proved 
by  the  Times  they  found   to    be    "not 
proven."     We  were  told  to-night  that  it 
was  unusual  to  thank  Judges  for  their 
impartiality.     Yes,  my  Lords,  it  is  very 
unusual ;  but  we  also  heard,  both  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  and  in  this 
House  —  though    they  were   whispered 
more    quietly  in   this   Hous3  —  attacks 
made  upon  the  Judges,  and  we    heard 
one    Judge    even     attacked    by    name. 
Therefore,  when  the  Report  is  presented, 
it  does  seem  to  me  that  it  is  necessary 
we  should  thank  the  Judges  for  the  im- 
partiality which  they  have  undoubtedly 
displayed  throughout  these  proceeding^.. 
My   Lords,    the    question   was,    as    the 
Judges    say,   whether   the    respondents^ 
or  any  of  them,  had  been  guilty  of  the* 
charges  alleged  against  them.     That  was^ 
the  question  which  was  tried;  that  was  the 
question  which  they  reported  upon ;  that^ 
is   the  question  with    which    we   have 
got  to  deal  to-night.     Now,  my  Lords,, 
as  I  said,  I  was  anxious  when  I  came  to* 
the  House   to  hear  what  reasons  woul4 
be  given  for  not  acting  upon  this  Report. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  Herschell 
has  given   us   several    reasons   for   his- 
objection :    His  first   reason  is   that  he 
objects  to  the  tribunal  altogether.     That- 
is  a  reason  with  which  we  have  not  to 
deal  to-night;    it  was  dealt  with  when 
the  Bill  appointing  the  Special  Commis- 
sion was  before  Parliament.     His   next, 
reason  is  that  the  Judges  had  preposses- 
sions upon   this  question,   and  that   he 
objects  to  their  politics.     I  must  confeasi 
that  1  do  not  think  so  meanly  of  the 
Bench  as  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
appears  to  do.    I  can  only  say  that  so  far 
as  he  himself  is  concerned,  there  is  no 
man  before  whom  I  would  prefer  to  have 
any  question  tried  in  which  I  might  be 
concerned   than    himself,    whether  the 
matter    were    a    political   one    or    not. 
He  condemns  the   Report   as   a  whole, 
because   he   says   it   is  incomplete,   in- 
adequate, and  fails  to  meet   the  case.     I 
do  not  think  your  Lordships  want  me  to 
enter  into  that  at  length,  because  it  has 
been  dealt  with  so  very  ably  by  the  noble 
and    learned   Lord   who   followed   Lord 
Herschell ;  but  I  am  boun  1  to  say  this, 
that  Lord  Herschell,  who  condemns  thiJBi 
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escaped  from  the  general  destraction, 
evidence  that  in  one  case  they  made 
compeDsation  to  a  person  or  persons  who 
had  been  wounded  in  the  commission  of 
crime,  who  no  doubt  might  be  very  fair 
objects  of  compassion  to  those  who  had 
common  cause  with  them,  I  think  you 
have  eviclenee  from  which  you  may  fairly 
draw  the  reasonable  inference,  and  from 
which  a  jury  ought  to  draw  the  inference, 
that  it  was  not  an  isolated  act.  And  as 
to  the  question  whether  this  should  be 
imputed  to  the  League,  the  money 
was  taken  out  of  the  League  funda 
by  their  authorised  officers,  and  if 
the  principal  inference  is  right,  the 
inference  that  the  respondents  who  were 
leaders  of  the  League  were  also  respon- 
sible parties  and  answerable  for  it  ia 
right  also.  It  is  one  of  a  series  of  acts. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  deals  some- 
what tenderly  with  the  objects  and 
means  of  the  League.  He  represents  the 
objects  as  if  they  were  to  restrain  unrea- 
sonable  evictions,  to  obtain  the  reduction 
of  excessive  rents,  and  some  beneficial 
legislation  for  the  people  of  Ireland  on 
agrarian  subjects.  Now,  I  do  not  read 
either  the  findings  of  the  Commissioners, 
or  the  facts  on  which  they  proceed,  in 
any  such  way.  To  my  mind,  the  facts 
appear  to  be  clear.  The  Commiasioners 
describe  the  objects  thus : — 

**  They  did  enter  into  a  conspiracy  by  n  eyatem 
ef  coercion  aad  intiooidation  to  promote  an 
ttg^rarian  sgitAtion  n^inat  the  paymeDt  of 
aifrieiiltural  rents,  for  the  purpose  of  im- 
poveriabing  and.  expelling  from  the  country  the 
Irish  landlords.*' 

That  is  a  very  different  thing,  and  the  facts, 
I  think,  in  the  body  of  the  Report  clearly 
prove  it.  I  will  not  say  all  those  facts 
are  new,  becausa  some  of  us  knew 
them  before,  but  upon  their  novelty  I 
shall  have  something  to  say  presently.  I 
■ay  that  an  object  more  utterly  wrong, 
morally  as  well  as  legally,  than  that  of 
trying  to  destroy  the  value  of  the  property 
of  a  class  who  are  entitled  to  their  property 
by  law,  and  drive  them  out  of  the 
country— to  exterminate  landlordism, 
which  was,  in  fact,  the  object  they  had  in 
view — it  would  be  very  difficult  toimagine. 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  means.  My 
noble  Friend  very  cautiously  says  there 
may  be  some  boycotting  which  may  be 
lawfuL  Whatever  he  means  by  that,  I 
do  not  know  what  it  is,  but  I  know  some 
people  often  call  a  thing  by  a  name 
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very  different  from  what  the  thing  really 
is — but  what  is  fonndl  The  learned 
Judges  have  found  on  the  clearest  and 
best  evidence  on  the  face  of  the  Report, 
putting  aside  what  we  all  knew  before, 
**That  it  was  a  conspiracy  to  pro- 
mote an  agrarian  agitation  by  a  system 
of  coercion  and  intimidation,"  My  noble 
and  learned  Friend  will  not  say  that  a 
system  of  coercion  and  intimidation  is 
not  illegal.  As  to  conspiracy — it  so 
happens  that  the  words  **  criminal 
conspiracy  **  are  not  the  words  used  in 
the  ultimate  finding  of  the  Report^but 
it  was  a  conspiracy  for  a  purpose  obvi^ 
ously  illegal,  obviously  unlawful,  and 
obviously  wrong.  Nay,  it  is  not  merely 
a  system  of  CH:»ercion  and  intimidation, 
but  a  system  of  intimidation  of  a  most 
severe  and  cmel  character,  an  elaborate 
and  all  pervading  tyranny.  Those  are 
the  facts,  and  those  are  the  words  of  the 
Ile|X)rt.  So  much  with  regard  to  the 
direct  means.  And  what  is  the  conse- 
quence 1  They  find  that,  not  exclusively, 
br»t  mainly  to  that  agitation  the  increase 
of  agrarian  crime »  until  the  Coercion  Act 
of  Mr.  Gladstone's  Government,  was  due. 
They  give  very  good  reasons  for  that 
finding  also.  But  it  does  not  stop  there. 
As  you  go  step  by  step  through  this 
Report  you  find  the  c*3nnection  with 
crime  becomes  more  and  more  direct. 
Intimidation  is  crime,  and  it  is  so  recog* 
nised  in  the  Report,  Therefore,  their  first 
direct  means  are  crLmiuaL  Then, 
secondly,  there  are  other  organ isat ions, 
their  relations  to  which  are  brought  out 
clearly  in  the  Reiwrt.  And  when  mj 
noble  and  learned  Friend  speaks  of  the 
Report  as  containing  mostly  things  we 
knew  before,  I  do  not  know  what 
speeches  people  may  have  made,  but  even 
to  me, who  knew  what  was  going  on  at  the 
period  when  this  happened,  as  a  Member 
of  the  Government,  the  connection  of 
the  whole  matter,  in  all  its  branches  and 
steps,  is  virtually  new.  This  Report  has 
brought  out,  upon  sufficient  evidence  and 
proof,  step  by  step,  the  connection  of  this 
so-called  Parliamentary  organisation  with 
another  criminal  organisation,  and  has 
proved  a  connivance  with  crime,  though, 
no  doubt,  not  directly  recommended, 
Wliat  are  the  steps  ?  In  the  first  place, 
it  is  admitted  that  they  never 
did  anything  whatever  to  assist  the 
course  of  justice  in  any  single  caae, 
and      one      of    the    moat     candid     of 
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them,  Mr.  Matthew  Harris,  is  quoted  in 
the  Report  as  accounting  for  that  by 
saying  that  anybody  who  did  so,  who 
might  assist  in  bringing  to  justice  any- 
one accused  of  agi-arian  crime,  would 
forfeit  hia  influence  in  Ireland.  They 
paid  for  the  defence  indiscriminately  of 
everybody  accused  of  these  crimes  ;  they 
neyer  gave  any  assistance  to  the  detec- 
tion or  punishment  of  crime  ;  and  in  the 
words  of  the  Commission — 

*•  Although  Bomo  of  them  did  hopi&^de  exprees 
disapproval  of  crime  and  outrage,  they  did  not 
deaouno  the  sjBtem  of  iniiinidatioii  which  led 
to  crime  and  outrage,  hut  persisted  in  it  with 
knowledge  of  its  effect.** 

And  aa  to  Mr.  Pamell  himself,  not  only  do 
the  Judges  say  that  no  denunciation  by 
him  of  the  action  of  the  Physical  Force 
Party  was  given  in  evidence,  but  that  he 
himself  stated  in  the  witness-box  that 
he  could  not  say  that  he  had  ever 
found  fault  with  the  Fenian  move- 
ment. Mr.  Parnell,  and  some  of  his 
friends,  denounced  the  Phoenix  Park 
murders,  committed  at  a  particular  time 
and  under  particular  circumstances  ;  hut 
there  is  no  evidence  that  they  ever  de- 
nounced any  of  the  other  atrocious 
murders  or  other  outrages  which  were 
committed  ;  and  the  Report  appears  to 
show  plainly  that  they  were  in  such  re- 
lations with  those  who  favoured  such 
outrages,  as  to  have  their  mouths  shut 
and  their  hands  tied,  however  much  they 
might  dislike  it.  I  take  only  one  in- 
stance, which  is  mentioned  in  the  Report, 
the  murder  of  Lord  Mount morres  in 
1880.  There  was  a  meeting  of  the 
Executive  Committee  of  the  League  soon 
after.  There  was,  I  think,  a  Member  of 
Parliament  in  the  chair.  Four  or  five 
other  Members  of  Parliament  were  pre- 
Bent,  whose  names  are  exceedingly  well 
known  ;  but  I  do  not  want  to  dwell 
upon  anything  personal,  and  I  believe 
that  the  Chairman,  who  is  stated  in  the 
Report  to  have  been  the  editor  of  the 
Nation^  had  expressed  disapproval  of  Lord 
Mountmorres's  murder,  no  doubt  with 
perfect  sincerity ;  hut  Mr,  Redpath,  a 
trusted  agent  of  theirs,  who  received 
their  thanks,  and  who  was  employed  after- 
wards as  much  as  before,  without  a  word  of 
remonstrance,  dissent,  or  expostulation 
fromanyone  present,  spoke  of  Lord  Mounts 
morres,  the  murdered  man,  in  terms, 
to  my  mind,  worse  a  great  deal  than 
anything  contained  in  the  forged  letters 


which  were  imputed  to  Mr.  Pamell.  And 
in  the  newspapers  which  they  circulated 
throughout  Ireland  there  were  direct 
incitements  to  violence  over  and  over 
again,  and  sympathy  even  with  the 
Phoenix  Park  nmrders,  and  opposition  to 
the  Government  for  their  enaeavours  to 
detect  them.  In  the  Iriahvian,  the  paper 
which  Mr.  Parnell  bought,  as  the  Com- 
missioners state,  for  the  purpose  of  ad- 
dressing his  Fenian  friends  by  its  means, 
it  having  been  a  Fenian  paper  before,  ita 
old  tone  was  maintained  upon  a  promise 
which  was  kept.  The  Castle  Authorities^ 
at  Dublin,  were  spoken  of  in  it  as  worse 
than  the  Spanish  Inquisition,  or  the  Star 
Chamber,  which  was  called  diabolical,  for 
the  inquiries  which  they  were  making 
ink>  tliese  very  Phoenix  Park  murders. 
On  other  occasions,  in  these  newspapera 
which  they  circulated,  the  persons  who 
were  executed  for  thoee  muriders,  Curley 
and  Brady,  were  obviously  treated  aa 
objects  of  sympathy  rather  than  as 
persons  who  had  violated  the  law. 
O'Donnell,  who  shot  Carey,  the  in- 
former, was  treated  as  a  positive  hero* 
These  things,  it  may  be  said,  were  not  in 
the  direct  publications  for  which  the 
League  is  responsible ;  but  that  is  not 
true  of  the  IrUhmaa,  They  bought  it 
and  carried  it  on  for  five  years,  with 
articles  of  the  description  I  have  indi* 
aated  in  it.  The  Irish  World  they  cir- 
culated for  a  considerable  time  too.  How 
is  it  possible,  therefore,  to  state  that  the 
system  of  violence  was  not  a  system  of 
which  they  were  making  use  by  alliance 
with  the  practises  of  it  when  they  were 
circulating  these  newspapers  which  in- 
cited to  violence  ?  But  it  does  not  stop 
there.  In  other  fijidings  of  the  Com- 
missioners this  form  of  alliance  is  traced 
through  its  whole  histc^ry,  and  it  is 
shown  that  through  the  agency  of  Mr» 
Davitt  an  alliance  was  distinctly  formed 
with  the  Physical  Force  Party  in  America^ 
which  was  associated  with  the  Fenians  or 
Iri.sh  Republican  Brotherhood  in  Ireland. 
One  remarkable  instance  of  this  is  that 
the  authorities  of  the  League,  and  among:, 
them  a  prominent  Member  of  Parliament^' 
disapproved  strongly  of  the  action  of  the 
branch  at  Cork,  when  it  condemned  a 
Fenian  raid  for  arms,  declaring  that  it 
was  not  their  business  to  interfere  with 
other  organisations.  Every  person  who 
joined  in  that  resolution  censuring 
the  raid  was  expelled  from  the  branch  ^ 
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»nd  the  branch  was  re-formed.  The 
Comniissionera  state  tlmt  this  was  a 
strong  instance  of  the  connection 
between  the  two  organisations,  and  in 
another  place  the  Commissioners  say 
that  throughout  the  whole  of  tiie  pro- 
ceedings of  the  League  the  con- 
nection with  ihd  party  of  violonce 
csan  be  traced  &@  controlling  and 
influencing  ita  action.  Here  we 
have  light  of  the  most  valuable  charac* 
ter,  which  will  have  a  jernianent  his- 
torical Vtilue,  and  will  bo  most  useful  for 
the  guidance  of  statesmen  now  as  to  the 
actual  connection,  direct  and  intlirect,  by 
different  steps  and  in  different  degrees, 
between  the  action  of  the  so-called  Par- 
liamentary Party  and  the  use  of  crtminal 
means — iutimidation  itself  being  crimi- 
0al — and  other  outrages  and  crimes 
which  were  carried  on  by  agencies  with 
which  they  are  proved  to  ]mve  been  in 
alliance.  My  noble  Friend  has  com- 
plained that  the  nobL*  Marquess  has  naid 
nothing  of  the  liiidings  which  were  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Parnelh  The  noble  Mar- 
quess proposed,  as  I  understand  him,  t!> 
put  the  Re  port ,  as  a  whole,  on  record, 
and,  of  course,  in  this  record,  the  findings 
in  favour  of  the  accused  will  b.*  quite 
as  much  noticed  and  recognised  in  this 
House  as  thos3  the  other  way,  I  should 
be  very  sorry  to  be  guilty  of  imputing 
to  Mr,  Ptirnell  what  he  has  not  done, 
especially  if  it  is  a  thing  which  he  dis- 
claims, and  which  he  in  his  own  nilud 
distinguishes  from  other  things  he  has 
done.  But  I  do  not  st^e  how  it  would 
be  possible  to  take  special  notice  of  those 
findings  which  are  in  favour  of  the 
accused,  and  not  also  to  take  special  notice 
of  the  findings  which  are  the  other  way. 
If  your  Lordships  adopt  the  Re|^Kjrt  as  a 
whole  in  the  s^^nse  I  ascribe  to  the  lie  so- 
lution, and  enter  it  on  the  Journals,  it 
will  speak  for  itsjlf.  It  will  show  wlmt 
is  in  favv>ar  of  one  Party  and  of  the  other, 
and  its  effect  lis  a  whole  will  be  under- 
stood by  thosj  who  read  it.  I  should  be 
florry  to  detract  from  the  importance  of 
any  of  the  findings  which  are  iu  favour 
of  the  accused  ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  general  cliargcs  which  were  proved  are 
much  more  im[iortant  to  the  public  than  the 
personal  charges,  which,  after  all,  rekte 
only  to  one  particular  cycle  of  transac- 
tions and  to  one  jmrticular  period  of  time. 
They  1  elate  Uj  the  Phnenix  Park  murdera, 
to  the  forged  letters,  and  to  the  know- 
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ledge  which  Mr,  Parnell  may  have  Imdj 
of  Mr.  SheridaD*8  and  Mr,  Boy  ton  *s  acta  J 
in   the  West  of  Ireland,  \\hcn   he  was' 
released    from    Kilmainham  ;    and    also 
they    relate    to    a    yjarticular    payment 
made  to  Egan.      These  are  facts  relating 
to  one  particular  efjocli  of  time  and  to 
one  connected  period  of  events.     To  this 
extent  Mr,  Parnell  is  entitled  to  the  full 
benefit  of  the  exoneration  given  to  him. 
But  Ciin  we  shut  our  eyes  to  the  fact 
that  he,  under  whatever  political  compul- 
sion,   was   connected   with    another   or- 
ganisation    which    used    mesins    wbich. , 
he  may  not   have   personally   approved! 
of  ?     1  cannot   see   any   justification   or 
excuse    for    going  on    with    the  system 
of    intimidation    which    led    to    crimOjj 
when   he   knew  that   it  led   to    crime, ^ 
and  at  the  same  time  doing  those  other 
things  to  which  the  Commissioners  have 
referred,    which    showed    that   he    was 
willing  to  make  use  of  the  alliance  of 
persons  who   used  means  more  violent 
than   his  own.      My  noble   Friend   haa, 
said     that     the      antecedent     state 
things   in   Ireland   ought   to   be    takei 
into  account.     I  do  not  think  it  oughij 
to    be    taken   into    account    at    alL    in" 
the  way  my  noble  Friend  has  suggested ; 
and,  in  one  respect,  I  think  that  if  it   is 
taken  into  account   it   makes   the  caso 
woi^?  rather  than  better.    Because  when  J 
it  was  known  how  inflammable  and  easily  I 
excited    to    crime     were    some    classea' 
of  the   Irish  people,   then   those    usiugj 
language    leading    to    crime,    intimida-/ 
tion,    and    boycotting,    cannot    bo    dis-.J 
siXMated    from  the    knowledge     that    it 
pwduced    cei'tain    effects.      My     nobl»| 
Friend    says    that    all    this    crime   wa 
the  result  of  bad   laws^  and  that  these ' 
tijings  were  done  to  obtain  better  legislar- 
tion;  but,  if  my  memory  does  not  greatly  i 
deceive  mc,  when  the  legislation  of  1881 1 
took  place,  and  the  Land  Act  was  passed,! 
instead   of    thes^   things    stopping,  theyJ 
burst  out  more  violently  than  ever  for  atl 
least  a  year  after  that  time,     I  know  it 
was  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Crovem- 
ment  that  there  was  a  battle   going  on^ 
between    the    Land  Act    and  the  land. 
League,  and  the  agitation  was  not  to  getJ 
a   Land  Act  or  anything    of   the   foviS 
And  what  has  happened  since  1     Sincai 
that  time  they  have  practically  thrown 
over  the   Land  Act  altogether,   and  are! 
seeking    still,    by    illegal    and   un-Con-J 
stitutional     means,    to    carry    out    ill 
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object  of  impoverishing  the  land- 
loinds  and  driving  them  ont  of  the 
country.  My  Lords,  these  are  the  lessons 
which  I  derive  from  the  Report,  and, 
taking  that  view  of  it,  I  entirely  concur 
with  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Marquess. 
♦The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
Lords,  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  said 
that  he  thought  the  speeches  from  this 
side  of  the  House,  or  a  speech  from  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  behind  me, 
at  all  events,  was  rather  addressed 
to  an  audience  outside  than  to  the  audi- 
ence here.  Well,  parhaps  that  is  not 
very  surprising,  because  I  apprehend 
that  whatever  arguments  we  may  address 
to  the  audience  here,  the  immense 
majority  of  this  House  is  so  entirely 
biassed  by  political  feeling  upon  this  sub- 
ject, that  no  arguments  are  likely  to  have 
any  effect  upon  them.  I  think,  how- 
ever, that  it  will  be  very  different 
with  the  public  outside,  who,  before  long, 
will  show  that  they  do  not  agree  with 
the  view  of  the  majority  of  this  House, 
or  with  the  effect  of  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Marquess.  The  noble  Marquess, 
who  introduced  this  subject,  said  very 
fairly,  as  an  argument,  that  the  Party  on 
this  side  of  the  House  had  invented  a 
very  ingenious  manoeuvre  by  which  to  ob- 
scure the  real  issue  to  be  tried  before 
the  Commission,  and  that  they  had 
prominently  brought  forward  the  forged 
le  fcters  as  though  they  were  the  only  subject 
to  be  discussed.  But  it  is  curious  that 
we  on  our  side  of  this  House  should  have 
imagined  that  the  manoeuvre,  if  there  was 
one,  was  an  ingenious  and  well  contrived 
manOBvre  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
because  it  has  always  appeared  to  me  to 
have  been  very  well  contrived  that  when 
it  was  seen  that  this  forged  letter 
business  was  not  likely  to  turn  out  very 
well,  this  inquiry  was  invented,  with  a 
number  of  issues  of  a  much  wider  kind, 
which  it  was  hoped  would  obscure  the 
other  issues  which  had  to  be  tried.  That 
manoeuvre  was  extremely  successful;  but 
I  was  very  much  surprised  to  hear  my 
learned  Friend  who  has  just  spoken 
speak  of  the  charges  with  regard  to  the 
forged  letters  as  not  being  the  primary 
and  principal  object  of  the  whole 
matter ;  and  I  would  put  it  to  your  Lord- 
ships in  this  way:  Does  any  person 
suppose  for  a  moment  that  if  those 
letters  had  not  been  published  by  the 
Times    newspaper,    there    would    ever 


have  been  an  inquiry  of  this  kind 
before  a  Commission  1  The  notion  is 
preposterous.  No  one  can  conceive 
that  the  Government  would  have 
proposed  to  appoint  a  Commission  of 
three  Judges  to  inquire  into  the  political 
condition  of  Ireland  during  the  last  few 
years.  The  whole  thing  was  caused  by 
the  publication  of  those  personal  charges, 
which  were  of  such  a  nature  that  those 
who  were  charged  with  them,  if  they 
had  been  found  guilty  of  those  crimes, 
would  have  been  unfit  to  associate  with 
men  of  honour,  or  to  remain  Members  of 
the  other  House.  That  was  the  primary 
cause  of  the  inquiry.  I  shall  not  repeat 
what  was  said  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  behind  me  as  to  the  nature  of 
this  tribunal,  but  I  cannot  agree  with 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  has  just 
spoken,  that  because  it  was  done  under 
an  Act  of  Parliament  we  are  not  entitled 
to  discuss  it.  It  does  not  follow  that 
because  Parliament  passes  a  law,  that 
everybody  for  all  time  is  to  approve  of 
it  and  not  discuss  it.  We  continue  to 
improve  as  time  goes  on.  My  own 
opinion  may  not  be  worth  much,  but  I 
believe  no  more  utterly  wrong  act  was 
ever  done  than  to  refer  these  political 
issues  to  a  tribunal  of  three  Judges. 
The  very  comments  made  upon  the 
Judges  show  how  inconvenient  it  is  that 
these  political  issues  should  be  so  tried. 
A  considerable  number  of  the  question}^ 
which  are  disposed  of  in  this  Report  are 
in  their  very  essence  merely  political. 
I  will  not  say  only  the  major  part,  but 
that  all  the  things  there  dealt  with 
apart  from  the  specific  charge  based  upon 
the  forged  letters,  were  put  forward  in  a 
political  speech  of  Mr.  Forster's  in  the 
year  1882,  and  they  were  notorious  to 
everyone.  The  noble  Marquess  said,  to 
my  astonishment,  that  a  great  many 
things  were  brought  to  light  by  that 
inquiry  which  were  not  known  before  ; 
but  I  will  undertake  to  say  that  there  is 
not  practically  anything  in  this  Report 
which  was  not  to  be  found  at  that  time 
in  every  newspaper  of  the  day.  All 
these  tlungs  on  which,  findings  are  made 
were  known  to  everyone.  These  matters 
of  boycotting  were  brought  in  the  fullest 
manner  before  Parliament.  There  is  not 
a  word  new  in  reference  to  the  charges, 
except,  I  think,  that  £6  was  paid  to  some- 
one by  the  Land  League  for  injuries 
sustained    in    the   commission  of  some 
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crime  or  outrage.  That  is  undoubtedly 
new.  From  that  fact  some  extraordinary 
inferenc5e  is  drawn,  and  upon  it  some 
extraordinary  concluaiona  are  founded. 
It  IB  said  that  we  should  have  found  that 
very  large  similar  payments  were  miule 
by  the  I^nd  League,  if  we  could  only 
have  seen  the  Land  League  books.  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend  ^K>inted  out 
that  those  I^nd  League  books  had  been 
destroyed. 
♦The  Earl  or  SELBORNE :  Ido  not  know 
that  I  said  "destroyed,"  but  practically 
got  out  of  the  way  in  some  way  or  other, 

♦The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  WeD, 
got  out  of  the  way  in  some  way,  which 
a  Court  of  JuBtice  would  have  condenmed, 
but  I  maintain  there  is  no  evidence  of 
that  at  all.  As  to  Mr,  McCarthy,  if  I 
remember  rightly,  I  think  be  gave  a  Kst 
of  papers  which  be  knew  to  be  in  the 
poBBesaion  of  the  Land  League,  but  he 
stated  publicly  that  he  never  undertook 
for  a  moment  to  produce  them,  but  that 
he  would  have  no  objection  to  do  so. 
The  answer  he  gave  may  have  been  a 
perfectly  true  one,  namely,  that  in  the 
confusion  attending  the  breaking  up  of 
the  Land  League  these  books  were  lost, 
and  I  do  not  think  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  baa  the  slightest  right  to 
assume  that  those  books  were  with  any 
criminal  intention  destroyed.  I  say  that 
it  may  have  been  so,  but  there  is  no 
evidence  whatever  to  prove  it,  and  where 
there  is  no  evidence  upon  a  particular 
charge  of  this  kind,  against  a  man  who 
has  been  found  in  regard  to  other  charges 
not  to  be  guilty,  the  only  course 
to  take  with  reapect  to  that  particular 
charge  is  to  treat  it  as  not  proved. 

•The  Eael  or  SELBORNE  :  The  passage 
I  refer  to  in  the  Commissioners*  Report 
is  this — 

*'  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  M.P.,  in  an  affidavit 
he  made  on  Dctober  9,  1888»  stated  that  he  had 
obtained  a  list  of  the  book&  relatiofi^  to  this 
League,  and  which  he  was  willinfif  should  be 
prodiiced.  This  lidt  had  been  furnished  to  him 
by  Mr.  Brady,  the  secretary  of  the  English 
branch  of  the  National  League.  During  the 
progress  of  the  case  the  production  of  these 
ca^-books  and  ledgers  for  the  years  188 1  to 
1888  proved  to  be  of  importance.  When  called 
|0r  1(&.  Justin  McCarthy  was  unable  to  produce 
^hem,  and  was  unable  to  explain  the  reason  for 
|heir  non-production." 

♦Thb  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY:    I  was 

perfectly  aware  of  that  passage,  and  if 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  will  examine 
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it  with  care  I  think  he  will  find  that 
there  is  no  statement  in  it  that  Mr. 
McCarthy  gave  an  undertaking  to  pro- 
duce the  books.  What  he  eaid  was  that 
as  far  as  he  was  concerned  he  iiad  no 
objection  to  their  production.  That  is 
the  whole  substance  of  what  he  declared* 
He  never  declared  that  he  had  the  books 
in  his  possession,  or  that  he  had  access 
to  them,  or  that  he  could  guarantee  the 
production  of  the  books.  I  believe  that 
is  a  perfectly  correct  statement  of  the 
matter.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
referred  to  some  statements  of  the 
learned  Judges  on  the  Bubject  of  the 
connection  between  the  Land  League 
and  the  increase  of  crime.  Now,  that  is 
exactly  one  of  the  matters  upon  which 
I  complain,  that  this  subject  should  have 
been  submitted  to  the  Judges,  because  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say,  with  all  respect 
for  men  of  their  high  judicial  character, 
that  they  were  not  competent ;  that  they 
did  not  know  enough  of  the  political 
history  of  Ireland,  or  of  the  circumstanoeB 
of  the  case,  to  be  able  to  form  a  oorreot 
judgment  in  the  matter  ;  and  I  maintain 
that  anyone  who  has  followed  the  poli- 
tical history  of  Ireland  will  find  in  thia 
He  port  plain  proof  that  the  Judges  did 
not  thoroughly  understand  the  matter 
with  which  they  had  to  deal.  Let  me 
say  why  I  am  of  that  opinion.  You  will 
find  at  page  88  they  say  they  are  of, 
opinion— 

**  That  the  inoieaae  ia  agrarian  crime  during ' 
those  years  *'  (IB79  to  18B2)  **  though  not  ex- 
duaively'to  be  ascribed  to  the  agitaiion  w«« 
mainly  due  to  the  action  of  the  Land  League* 
itfi  founders  and  leader*.*' 

And  if  you  look  a  little  further  back 

in  the  Report  you  will  see  what  I  think 
is  a  most  extraordinary  statement.  The 
learned  Judges  say — 

'*  Afi  to  the  third  Buggeation*  namely,  that 
the  throwing  out  of  the  Compensation  for  Dia- 
t urban ce  Bill  in  August,  1880,  waa  the  ongija 
of  the  increaae  of  crime,  we  are  of  opinion  thai 
it  waa  not  an  eflFectiv^  cause  of  that  increase^ 
but  that  it  arose  from  the  agitation  of  which 
the  rejection  of  the  Gompenaationfor  Disttirb* 
ancQ  Bill  was  made  the  ocoasion.'* 

My   Lords,   according  to  my  notion 
logical   sequence  that   statement  would 
show  that  the  crime  was  caused  by  the 
rejection  nf   the    Compensation  for  Bifl 
turhance  Bill,  because  if   the  rejectia 
of  the   Compensation    for    Pisturbanc 
Bill  caused  the  agitation,  and  the  agitation^ 
caused  the  crime,  by  what  possible  sequence 
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of  reasoning  can  you  come  to  any  con- 
clnsion  other  than  that  the  action  of  this 
House  caused  the  crime  ?  I  maintain 
that  the  Judges  have  taken  a  wrong 
view  of  the  matter ;  there  were  concur- 
rent causes,  and  all  those  causes  have  had 
their  effect.  The  learned  Judges,  in 
my  opinion,  have  not  given  suflScient 
weight  to  the  previous  agrarian  diflBcul- 
ties  in  that  country  ;  to  the  war  which 
has  been  going  on  for  generations 
between  the  landlords  and  tenants  in 
that  country ;  and  that  they  have  not 
done  so  because  they  could  not  be 
supposed  to  be  aware  of  the  whole 
previous  history  of  Ireland  and  of  the 
whole  circumstances  attending  its  present 
condition.  The  consequence  has  been 
that  they  have  imagined  that  this  agita- 
tion has  itself  been  the  primary  cause, 
whereas  the  primary  causes  lay  else- 
where. It  is  the  common  mistake  which 
men,  who  are  not  accustomed  to  political 
affeiirs,  make ;  men  commonly  imagine 
that  the  agitation  is  the  cause.  It  is  not 
so ;  the  materials  exist  in  the  discontent 
to  which  the  agitation  gives  voice,  and  the 
Agitation  only  comes  to  a  head  when 
there  has  been  something  beforehand 
which  enables  the  agitators  to  exercise 
an  influence  in  the  country.  Then,  again, 
the  Judges,  in  speaking  of  the  diminution 
of  crime,  ascribe  it  entirely  to  the 
operation  of  the  Crimes  Act.  I  am  not 
going  to  say  anything  against  the 
eflBcacy  of  the  Crimes  Act,  which  was 
passed  during  the  time  that  I  had  the 
honour  to  be  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment; but  I  never  heard  it  asserted 
before,  and  I  never  believed  that  the 
Crimes  Act  was  the  sole  cause  of  the 
diminution  of  crime.  I  think  our  other 
measures  have  had  some  effect — I  have 
no  doubt  that  our  measure  of  1881  had  its 
effect  in  alleviating  the  discontent 
existing  between  landlords  and  tenants. 
To  say  that  the  diminution  of  crime  is  to 
be  ascribed  entirely  to  the  operation  of 
the  Crimes  Act  is,  in  my  opinion,  an 
entire  misapprehension  of  the  matter. 
I  do  not  blame  the  Judges  at  all ;  I  only 
eay  that  I  do  not  think  they  were  the 
men  who  could  have  given  due  weight 
to  all  those  causes,  or  to  apprehend  the 
due  proportion  of  those  causes.  I  do 
not  think  any  man  who  has  not  been 
practically  concerned  with  the  affairs  of 
Ireland  f oryears  past  could  do  so.  There 
are  many  noble  Lords  in  this  House 
VOL.  COCXLII.      [third  sbribs.] 


whose  opinion  upon  these  matters  I  would 
take  much  more  readily,  and  to  which  I 
would  give  much  greater  weight  than  to 
this  opinion  of  the  learned  Judges,  upon 
whichever  side  of  your  Lordships'  House 
they  may  happen  to  sit.  In  the  main, 
you  can  arrive  at  a  far  better  conclusion, 
and  form  a  far  more  competent  opinion 
by  setting  four  or  five  politicians  of  fair 
opinions  in  this  House  to  examine  such 
a  question  than  by  entrusting  it  to  the 
consideration  of  Judges.  Therefore,  I 
do  not  attach  any  weight  to  the  opinion, 
of  the  Judges  in  that  respect  at  all. 
My  Lords,  my  whole  objection  to  that 
proceeding  is,  that  it  is  to  a  large  extent 
a  political  question  which  you  have 
chosen  to  refer  to  a  tribunal  of  Judges. 
It  is  a  political  question,  and  the  whole 
of  this  business  has  been  stirred  up  for 
a  political  purpose.  Originally  these 
letters  were  brought  forward  by  the 
Times  in  a  manner  which,  to  my  mind, 
was  as  shameful  as  anything  which  has 
ever  occurred  in  connection  with  English 
journalism.  I  have  not  known  anything 
so  shameful  ever  having  occurred  before. 
It  was  shameful,  not  because  the  mere 
accusations  were  made,  because  a  journal 
has  the  same  right  as  anyone  else  to 
bring  accusations  forward  on  sufficient 
ground  and  evidence ;  but  it  is  obvious 
that  no  care  was  taken  to  investigate  this 
matter,  and  we  do  not  know  now  pre- 
cisely the  manner  in  which  those  letters 
were  obtained.  But  what  we  do  know 
is,  that  those  charges  were  made  care- 
lessly, negligently,  and  almost  criminally, 
for  a  purpose  which  cannot  now  be  con- 
cealed. The  sole  object  of  making  them 
was  for  Party  purposes  ;  to  try  and  ruin 
the  leaders  of  an  opposing  Political  Party. 
The  whole  proceeding,  to  my  mind,  is 
vitiated,  for  the  reason  that  it  is  a  Party 
proceeding  taken  for  a  Party  purpose. 
Your  Lordships  may  say  what  you  please 
in  this  House ;  the  majority  may  carry 
this  Resolution  to-day  ;  but  I  maintain 
that  there  is  nothing  judicial  about  the 
Report.  The  House  of  Commons  has 
placed  this  Report  upon  its  Journals;  but 
I  think  it  is  almost  certain  that  the 
House  of  Commons  will  erase  it  from  its 
Journals,  and  this  House  will  then  be 
left  in  the  rather  absurd  position  of 
having  adopted  it  on  the  Records  of  the 
House,  when  the  other  House  has  got 
rid  of  it.  Why  do  I  say  that,  my  Lords? 
I  say  it  because  this  is  a  matter  in  which 
3  F 


I4M      Special  Ctymmu9ibn 


{LORDS} 


(1888)  IteporL 


uii 


political  feelings  are  involved.     Not  one 

0  f  us  can  be  unbiased  in  this  matter. 
We  try  to  be  fair ;  but  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind  we  cannnt  ti*eat  it  in  a  judicial  and 
impartial  spirit.  I  say,  therv.*fore»  that 
for  a  purpose  of  this  kind  ther^  nerer 
ought  to  liave  bc^en  such  an  Inquiry.  If 
there  was  a  question  of  the  lionour  <jf 
Members  of  either  House  concerned,  or 
if  Mr,  Parneirs  chani/cter  were  assailed, 
the  House  uiio^ht  have  inquired  Into  it. 
If  there  was  a  question  of  libel,  the 
Courts  of  Law,  I  agree,  were  open  to 
Mr*  Pamell  ;  but  I  say  under  no  circum- 
stances ought  you  t)0  constitute  a  perfectly 
novel  tribunal — unknown  in  the  liistory 
of  this  country — for  the  purpose^  forsooth, 
of  trying  men  on  a  criminal  charge »  Are 
we  come  to  this  :  that  a  tribunal  is  to  be 
constituted  by  a  majority  of  the  House 
against  the  protests  of  another  Party, 
"Which  probibly  represents  nearly  half  the 
entire  nation,  speeuilly  to  try  a  Political 
Party  for  political  puqwaes  ?  For  it  is 
no  more  tlian  that.  I  cannot  say  that  T 
feel  in  the  least  degree  moved  by  this 
Report,  excei^t  in  so  far  as  Mr.  Pamell 
and  his  friends  are  acquitted  of  some 
most  disgmceful  cliarges  of  which,  if  they 
had  been  guilty,  they  would  have  been 
unfit  to  assticiate  with  honourable  men, 
or  to  remain  Members  of  the  Legislature. 

1  have  formed  my  opinion  upon  all  these 
matters,  with  which  I  have  lieen  ac- 
quainted for  many  yeart*,  and  it  differs 
in  some  respects  fi-om  the  opinion  of 
noble  Lords  opposite,  though  I  may 
agree  with  them  in  some  things.  For 
example,  I  should  entirely  ngrce  w  ith 
them  in  condemning  boycotting;  and  I 
should  Agree  that  many  things  have 
been  done  by  Mr,  Parnell  and  his  Party 
of  which  I  should  not  approve,  Btit,  my 
Lords,  when  it  comes  to  this  point,  that 
this  is  to  be  regarded  ns  a  criminal 
matter  in  the  ?ense  in  which  wo  regard 
criminality,  it  is  another  matter.  The 
noble  Marquess  actually  comjiared  the 
Irish  Nationalist  Party  to  the  receivers 
of  (stolen  goods.  I  will  just  ask  your 
Lordships  to  consider  how  untenable 
such  a  statement  is — ^I  wDl  not  say  any- 
thing of  its  injustice.  Would  you  mate 
a  receiver  of  stt^len  goods  a  Member  of  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
or  Chairman  of  an  important  Committee  ? 
Would  yoxi  consort  with  men  whom  you 
regarded  as  criminals  in  ordinary  life, 
and  something  more  ?      All  these  things 
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were  known  to  the  noble  Lords  oj^iosifc* 
in    liSBo,  every   one   of  them  ;   there  is 
practically      nothing      that     was      not 
notorious.       The     Conservative      Party 
found  it  very  convenient  in  1885  to  have^ 
I  will  not   call  it   an  alliance,   liecause 
I    know     that    w*ord    is     objected     to, 
but  to  act  in  common  with   the   Irish 
Party  for  the  purpose  of  turning  us  out 
of  office.     By  a   rather  singular  coinci- 
dences-it was  nothing  more,  of  course —  ] 
they  did  not  renew  the  Coercion  Act,  ad 
it  is  called,  in  that  year.     By  another 
very  singular  coincidence,  Lord  Carnar- 
von also  held  his  famous  conference  with 
Mr.  Pamell.     Therefore,  it  is  impossible 
for  you  to  regard  those  men  in  the  light 
of  criminals,  and  yet  have  this  kind  of 
communici^tion  with  them.     I  do  not  say 
itiaivrong;  all  political  parties  in  this, 
country  always  associat^e  with  any  set  of 
men  if,  by  a  common  purpose,  they  can 
damage  their  adversaries ;  and  I  do  not 
think  the  Conservative  Party  are  in  the 
slightest  degree  more  sruilty  than  others  ' 
in  that  respect.     But  I  say  this,  that  you  | 
cannot  consort  with  men  and  have  com- 
munications in  common  w  ith  them  ;  yon 
cannot  consult  Mr.  Parnell  as  to  the  best^  ' 
mode  of  administering  the  country  and 
incur,    as   the   Conservative    Piirty   un- 
doubtedly did,  the  general   supposition 
that  there  was   some   alliance   between  ] 
them   and  the  Irish   Nationalist  Party,  | 
and  tlien  turn  round  upon  them  and  say 
they   are  criminals.     That  is  a  proposi- 
tion which  I  think,  however  convenient  \ 
it  may  be  to  put  it  fonvard  in  debate^ 
cannot  be  sustained  for  a  moment     Tho  | 
fact  is,  my  Tjords,  that  we  do  not  regard 
Mr.  Parnell  and  his  associates  in  the  light 
of  criminals,  although   we   may  reganl 
them  as  men  who  are  opposed  to  the  policy 
and  intei*ests  of  this  country,  and  wbt>  I 
!  have  employed  means  for  ends  which  are  I 
condemned  by  noble  Lords  opposite,  but  I 
which,  in  many  cases,  must  be  admitted  [ 
to  be  patriotic.  Then  we  are  told  that  they  I 
associated  themselves  with  the  Fenians. 
Is  that  a  new  discovery  ?     Is  there  any  J 
one  who  did  not  know  that  the  Nationalist] 
movement   was    supported  by  Fenians  T I 
Every  one  knows  that  at  one    time  thdl 
Fenians    were     practically      the    whole  1 
Nationalist     Party     in     Ireland,      But,] 
by     degrees,     a     considerable     number 
of     men,      in      consequence      of      the] 
efforts  of  Mr.  Butt  in  the  first  instance,! 
and  of  Mr.  Pamell  since,  have  taken  to] 
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Parliamentary  agitation;  but  a  very  large 
proportion,  I  am  afraid,  may  still  be 
tainted  with  the  old  Fenian  leaven.  But 
is  it  a  matter  of  condemnation  of  the 
whole  Parliamentary  Party  of  Ireland 
that  they  accepted  that  Fenian  support  ? 
I  think  there  is  nothing  whatever  to  con- 
demn in  it  provided  they  acted  on  legal 
and  Constitutional  principles.  I  see  no 
difference,  as  a  matter  of  opinion, 
between  their  acting  with  the  Fenians 
for  their  Parliamentary  purposes  and  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  friends  acting  for 
Parliamentary  purposes  with  Mr.  Par- 
nell.  The  two  things,  to  my  mind,  run 
•in  common.  My  noble  Friend  was  not 
quite  accurate  in  saying  that  there  was 
no  condemnation  of  crime  on  the  part  of 
the  Irish  leaders.  The  learned  Judges 
no  doubt  tell  us  that  there  are  many  men 
connected  with  the  movement  who  would 
go  further  and  exceed  the  lines  within 
which  the  Irish  Parliamentary  Party 
seems  to  have  limited  itself.  One 
remark  which  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  made  was,  I  think,  not  very 
justifiable  when  he  said  that  there  had 
been  no  condemnation  of  crime.  I  think 
that  in  saying  that  he  had  really  over- 
looked one  of  the  findings  of  the  Judges, 
because  they  state  in  their  6th  finding — 

**  We  find  'as  to  the  allegation  that  the  re- 
spondents did  nothinf^  to  prevent  ciime,  and 
expressed  no  bond  fide  disapproval,  that  some 
of  the  respondents,  and  in  particular  Mr. 
Davit t,  did  express  hand  fide  disapproval  of 
crime  and  outrage ;  bat  that  the  respondents 
did  not  denoance  the  system  of  intimidation 
which  led  to  crime  and  oatrage,  but  persisted 
in  it  with  knowledge  of  its  effect." 

Therefore,  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
was  not  quite  correct  in  saying  that 
there  was  no  condemnation  of  crime  and 
outrage,  because  the  learned  Judges 
themselves  say  that  some  of  the  respon- 
dents, and  in  particular  Mr.  Davitt,  did 
denounce  crime  and  outrage.  The 
general  statement  that  crime  and  out- 
rage arose  from  the  agitation  is  in  one 
sense  true.  You  cannot  have  an  agita- 
,tion  of  that  kind  without  crime.  But  is 
^t  so  perfectly  certain  that  the  whole 
gitation  was  without  any  justifica- 
tion. I  am  not  so  sure  of  that. 
The'justification,  such  as  it  was,  arose  from 
the  fact  that  there  were  a  vast  number 
of  evictions  carried  out  in  Ireland,  and 
largo  numbers  of  tenants  who  were 
refused  reductions  of  their  rents  when 
they  ought  to  have  had   them.     I  de- 


liberately say  that  I  now  believe,  since 
the   action    of    the   Land   Courts,   that 
there  was  a  most  unjustifiable  refusal  of 
reduction  of  rents  to  the  poor  tenants 
in  Ireland.     And,  after  all,  it  turns  out 
that  the  reductions  of  rent  which  have 
been  made  are  no  more  than  we  have 
had  to  make  in   England  without   the 
pressure  which  has  been  put  upon  the 
Irish  landlords.     I   do  not   accuse   the 
Irish  landlords  of  being  either  cruel  or 
inhuman  men ;  but  I  think  they   were 
not  aware  of   the   necessity  of  making 
reductions  largely  and  timely  to  their 
tenants,  many  of  them  very  small  and 
poor    men,    and    therefore    having    no 
capital  to  fall  back  upon,  as  men  in  a 
similar  position  have  in  this  country.     I 
think  the  landlords  were  most  unwise 
in  not  making  large  and  timely  reduc- 
tions.    Well,  that  being  so,  and  there 
being    a    widespread    distrust    existing 
between  tenants  and  landlords   in  Ire- 
land, do  you   think  it  is  extraordinary 
that  there  should  be  agitation  to  enable 
the  tenants  to  bring  additional  pressure 
to  bear  upon  their  landlords?     To  my 
mind  it  seems  the  most  natural  thing 
in  the  world,   though  unfortunately  ii, 
has   been   followed   in   many    cases  by 
crime  and  outrage.     It  has   been   said 
that  the   Judges  have   found   that   the 
Land  League  have  been  guilty  of  crime 
and  intimidation  for  the  purpose  of  driving 
out  the  "English  Garrison,"  as  they  are 
called.    1  think  that  is  rather  a  rhetorical 
statement  for  the  Judges  to  make — the 
driving  out  of  the  "  English  Garrison." 
I  suppose   there  was  some  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  tenants  and  the  Land  League 
to  drive  out  the  landlords  with  the  view 
of   weakening   their   influence    in    that 
country ;    but  observe   this,  my  Lords, 
though  Mr.  Parnell  in  one  of  his  speeches 
which  appears  in  this   book  stated  that 
he  desired  to  put  the  lands  in  the  hands 
of  the  tenants  and  to  remove  the  land- 
lords, he  said  that  that  should   be   done 
with  compensation ;  and  he  said  if  tKe 
landlords   can  be  got  out  of  the  country 
Home  Rule  will  very  soon   follow.     In 
that  was  there  anything  more  than  what 
is    exactly  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government?      Her  Majesty's   Govern- 
ment have,  I  do  not  say  wrongly,  but  they 
have  been  endeavouring  to  facilitate  thfe 
passing  of  the  land  from  the  landlords  to 
the  tenants ;  and  they  imagine — though 
here  I  think  they  are  entirely  wrong,  but 
3  F  2 
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there  are  many  who  agi^ee  with  them — 
that  by  doing  this  they  are  strengthening 
the  positioB  of  affairs  pohtically,  and 
streiigthouiiig  the  hold  of  England  upon 
Irehind*  I  believe,  as  strongly  as  1  be- 
lieve any  political  proposition,  that  the 
more  you  can  put  the  land  into  the  hands 
of  the  tenants  in  Ireland  the  etixjnger 
will  the  Home  Rule  Party  become.  It  is 
contniry  to  reason  to  suppose  that  these 
men,  mertfly  because  they  have  cejised  to 
have  grievances  against  their  landlord, 
will  ceasa  to  exhibit  Party  feeling-  Mr. 
Parnell  has  told  you  that,  and  that  they 
will  continue  to  act  in  earr^ang  out  a 
common  object  although  in  a  different 
manner.  I  do  not  know  that  I  nee<l 
trouble  your  Lordships  much  further. 
I  have  referred  to  most  of  the  points 
which  I  wished  to  refer  to,  and  all  I 
desire  to  add  'm  merely  this,  that  I  think 
the  noble  Marquess  was  scarcely  generous 
t«>  Mr.  Parnell  and  his  friends.  I  see 
no  advantage  to  be  gained,  if  I  may 
venture  to  say  so,  by  any  Political  Party 
in  putting  a  case  against  their  political 
opponents  too  severely.  Mr.  Parnell  and 
his  Party  were  undoubtedly  most  cruelly 
treati^d  in  regard  to  the  forged  letters, 
and  1  think  there  might  well  have  been 
some  sort  of  expression  of  regret  on  the 
part  of  the  noble  Marquess  in  regard  to 
that  matter.  I  think  we  should  not 
endeavour  to  make  too  much  of  the 
differences  between  ourselves  and  the 
leaders  of  the  Irish  Party.  Hemember, 
Ihat  the  men  with  whom  you  h&ve  to 
deal  are  the  leaders  of  four-fifths  of  the 
Irish  people ;  and  if  there  is  any  point 
on  which  you  can  show  that  you  acknow- 
ledge the  justice  of  their  complaint 
I  think  it  is  good  policy  to 
do  so.  Therefore,  I  am  sorrj^  that 
the  noble  Marquess  did  not  express 
£ome  regret  in  that  regard.  My  noble 
and  learned  Friend  said  that  there  was 
no  regret  expressed  in  the  Report ;  but  I 
think  he  meant  no  regret  on  the  part  of 
the  noble  Marquess.  I  must  make  this 
remark,  that  the  Report  contains  one 
grievous  omission.  There  are  two 
parties  in  this  case,  one  party  is  spoken 
of  very  liarshly  by  the  Judges,  and  has 
been  on  several  questions  condemned 
by  them ;  while  the  other  party — 
I  mean  the  Times — are  never  spoken 
of  with  condemnation  throughout  the 
Report^  or  submitted  to  the  censure 
which  I  think  they  deserve,  I  do 
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not     want     to    accuse    the    Judges  of 
w^ant  of  impart  mil  ty — that  would  be  nn* 
fair  ;  but  it  is    to   be  lamented  that  they 
did   not   think    it  witliin   their  duty  to 
mete  out  their  condemnation    on  thosti 
who  had  brought  charges  which  proved 
to  ba  so  unfounded.     My  Lords,  the  Re- 
pDrt  will,  of   course,   be   placed   on    the 
Journals  of  this  House,  and  when  it  has 
been  placed  there  I    confess  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  political  situation  as  regards 
Ireland  will  not  be  advanced  one  inch; 
that  we  shall    be  simjily  where   we  were 
as  regards  our  differences  ;  and  that  the 
only  result  that  can  come  from  this  Report 
is  that  Mr.  Parnell  has  been  absolved  from 
the  charges' made  against  him  upon  these 
forged   letters;   and  that   a  very   large 
number  of  people  in  this  country  think 
he   has   been   exceedingly  ill-used,  and 
they  will  visit  upon  the  Party  opposite 
the  consequences  of  the   whole  of  this 
proceeding. 
♦The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  :   My 
Lords,  I  was  yexj  anxious  when  I  came 
to  the  House  to-night  to  hear  the  reasons 
which  would  be  given  for  either  taking 
no  step  at  oM  or  for  taking  a  partial  step 
with  regaixi    t*}   the  Report  which    has 
been   presented    by    the    Special    Com- 
missioners  to  the    House.      When   the 
Report  was  presented,  it  was  regarded 
by   Mr.   Parnell   and    his   friends   us  & 
triumph  for  them.     That  was  the  state- 
ment of  their  organ,  and  I  apprehend, 
therefore,    that    they,   at  all  events,  re- 
garded  the    Report   with   no    want    of 
favour.     There    were    others,    however, 
who,  on  the    other  hand,  although  the 
Report  stated  that  Mr,  Parnell  was  not 
guilty  on  certain  personal  charges  which 
had    been    brought    against    him,   yet 
nevertheless  considered  that  the  charges 
made  against  the  Pamellites  as  a  party 
were   in  substance  made  out ;  and  they 
also,    I  apprehend,  see    no  reason    why 
the  Report   should  not   be   acted  upon. 
Before   I   go   any   further,  I  must  say 
this,   with  regard  to    Mr,    Parnell  and 
these    personal     charges,    that     I     am 
glad    he    has    had   the    opportunity    of 
clearing    himself     from    them,    and     I 
I   am  glad  that  he  has  cleared  himself 
from   them.     But,   at  the   same  time,  I 
regret  that  he   did  not  take  the  oppor-  i 
tunity,  which  was  as  open  to    him  aa  I 
believe  it  would  be  for  adoption  by  any 
one  of  us  here    if  we  were   libelled,  of 
appealing  to  tlie  ordinary  Courts  of  Law; 


1429      Special  Commission         {March  21,  1890}  (1888)  Report.  1430 


for  I  must  confess  I  cannoi;  think  so 
badly  of  our  Court  of  Law  as  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  Herschell  appears  to 
do,  when  he  says  that  if  a  man  appears 
before  a  Court  of  Law  declaring  that  he 
has  been  libelled,  and  if  at  the  same  time 
the  accuser  were  to  refuse  to  produce  any 
proof  in  support  of  the  alleged  libel — I 
cannot  imagine  that  our  Courts  of  Law 
are  so  utterly  unfair  as  to  say  that  they 
-would  proceed  to  find  him  guilty  simply 
on  the  evidence  of  experts.  But,  my 
Lords,  I  wish  to  refer  to  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  themselves  upon  this 
matter,  and  I  wish  to  point  out  that  no 
exception  can  be  taken  with  regard  to 
their  course  of  procedure.  We  have 
heard  references  made  to  their  im- 
partiality, but  the  course  of  procedure 
which  they  adopted  was  in  itself,  I  think, 
distinctly  in  favour  of  Mr.  Parnell.  My 
Lords,  I  say  it  on  their  own  authority 
they  did  not  act  as  Commissioners  would 
have  done;  they  acted  throughout  as 
Judges.  They  felt  very  keenly  and 
strongly  the  sense  of  responsibility.  They 
knew  they  bad  the  Bar  and  the  Bench 
behind  them,  and  your  Lordships  will 
see  the  trace  of  that  in  their 
course  of  procedure  from'  the  very  be- 
ginning to  the  very  end  of  what  they 
did.  I  will  now  quote  their  own  words. 
They  say — 

•*  If  we  had  taken  Royal  Commissions  of  In- 
quiry as  our  guide,  it  would  have  been  neces- 
sary for  us,  ourselves,  to  have  found  the  wit- 
nesses to  be  called,  and  for  this  purpose  we  must 
have  employed  agents  to  see  them  and  take  their 
proofs  in  order  that  we  might  have  the  materials 
for  their  examination  by  us.  Amongst  several 
objections  to  this  course  one  appeared  to  us  con- 
clusive, namely,  that  we  should  have  seemed  to 
be  taking  upon  ourselves  the  functions  of  a  pro- 
secutor, with  which  the  duties  of  a  Judge  are 
scarcely  consistent." 

Then  it  goes  on — 

"  From  the  constitution  of  the  Commission, 
the  powers  conferred  upon  it,  and  the  character 
of  the  charges  made,  we  considered  that  it  was 
fitting  that  we  should  conduct  the  inquiry 
judicially  and  according  to  the  law  of  evidence 
and  procedure  prevailing  in  the  ordinary  Courts 
of  justice," 

and  so  on.  I  should  be  the  last  to  com- 
plain of  the  course  which  the  Commis- 
sioners decided  to  adopt,  and  I  think 
they  did  quite  right  in  adopting  the 
course  which  to  them. seemed  best.  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  the  coursa  thus 
taken  was  distinctly  the  best  which  could 
have  been  taken  in  favour  of  Mr.  Parnell 


and    his    friends,   because    the    Judges 
called   upon   the   Times  to  substantiate 
their  cha  rges ;  they  converted  the  whole 
procedure   into  a  strict   trial,  and  any 
charge  which  was  not  absolutely  proved 
by  the  Timss  they  found  to    be    "not 
proven."     We  were  told  to  night  that  it 
was  unusual  to  thank  Judges  for  their 
impartiality.     Yes,  my  Lords,  it  is  very 
unusual ;  but  we  also  heard,  both  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  and  in  this 
House  —  though    they  were   whispered 
more    quietly   in  this   Hous3  —  attacks 
made  upon  the  Judges,  and  we    heard 
one    Judge    even     attacked    by    name. 
Therefore,  when  the  Report  is  presented, 
it  does  seem  to  me  that  it  is  necessary 
we  should  thank  the  Judges  for  the  im« 
partiality  which  they  have  undoubtedly 
displayed  throughout  these  proceeding^. 
My   Lords,    the    question   was,    as    the 
Judges    say,   whether   the    respondents,, 
or  any  of  them,  had  been  guilty  of  the- 
charges  alleged  against  them.     That  wass 
the  question  which  was  tried ;  that  was  the 
question  which  they  reported  upon ;  that* 
is   the  question  with    which    we   have 
got  to  deal  to-night.     Now,  my  Lords,, 
as  I  said,  I  was  anxious  when  I  came  to- 
the  House  to  hear  what  reasons  would 
be  given  for  not  acting  upon  this  Report. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  Herschell 
has  given   us   several    reasons  for   his- 
objection :    His  first   reason  is   that  he 
objects  to  the  tribunal  altogether.     That- 
is  a  reason  with  which  we  have  not  to 
deal  to-night ;    it  was  dealt  with  when 
the  Bill  appointing  the  Special  Commis- 
sion was  bsfore  Parliament.     His   next, 
reason  is  that  the  Judges  had  preposses- 
sions upon   this  question,   and  that   he 
objects  to  their  politics.     I  must  confess* 
that  I  do  not  think  so  meanly  of  the 
Bench  as  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
appears  to  do.    I  can  only  say  that  so  far 
as  he  himself  is  concerned,  there  is  no 
man  before  whom  I  would  prefer  to  have 
any  question  tried  in  which  I  might  be 
concerned   than    himself,    whether   the 
matter    were    a    political   one    or    not. 
He  condemns  the   Report   as   a  whole, 
because   he   says   it   is   incomplete,   in- 
adequate, and  fails  to  meet   the  case.     I 
do  not  think  your  Lordships  want  me  to 
enter  into  that  at  length,  because  it  has 
been  dealt  with  so  very  ably  by  the  noble 
and    learned   Lord   who  followed  Lord 
Herschell ;  but  I  am  boun  \  to  say  this, 
that  Lord  Herschell,  who  condemns  this 
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Report  J  did  not  hear  one  word  of  tbe  evi- 
dence. He  was  not  sitting  upon  tbe  case, 
and  the  course  he  has  taken  is  to  set  up 
his  own  opinion  upon  such  iuformation 
»a  may  be  gathered  from  a  cursory  read- 
ing of  the  evidenca.  He  sr^ys  he  has 
baaed  his  opinion  upon  the  information 
Lo  obtained  from  reading  the  evidence. 
and  lie  sets  up  the  opinion  he  has  thus 
formed  aiT^inst  the  opinions  of  that  learned 
Judpfe,  Su^  James  Hannen,  and  the  other 
two  learned  Judges,  who  heard  the  case 
from  the  beginning  to  the  end.  Tliere 
one  remark  only  to  which  I  think  it 
necessary  to  allude,  and  that  ia  in  refer- 
once  to  what  he  said  with  regard  to  the 
Clan-na-Gaeh  He  asked,  '*  What  evidence 
bttYO  you  with  regard  to  their  connection 
with  the  C III n-na- Gael,  and  that  as  to  its 
Imving  seized  the  Nationalist  Americii 
at  the  Convention  of  Party  in  Chieai^?  '* 
He  said  it  rested  entirely  on  the  evidence 
of  Lo  Caron.  Well,  did  not  tliey  try  to 
break  down  the  CYidcnce  of  L©  Caron,  and 
how  did  they  succeed?  If,  as  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  maintains,  the  Clan-na-Gael 
did  not  obtain  the  mastery  of  the  Con- 
vention at  Chicago,  would  it  not  have 
been  easy  for  Mr.  Parnell  and  his  party 
to  have  prcniuced  satisfactory  evidence 
upon  that  point  ?  13ut  the  position  of  the 
learned  Judges  was  this  :  tliat  clear  and 
strong  evidence  was  given  before  them 
to  that  effect,  and  it  was  not  shaken  ; 
and  though  my  noble  Friend  expresses  a 
fltrong  opinion  to  the  contrary — founded 
upon  what  evidence  or  knowledge  1 
do  not  know — yet  there  are  many 
Americans,  skilled  in  American  politico, 
who  well  know  the  truth,  and  who  tell  a 
very  different  story.  A  letter  in  the 
Tinie»  a  few  days  ago  from  one  of  them 
fully  btjars  that  out  Well,  my  Lords,  ho 
much  for  the  reasons  which  Lord 
Herschell  has  given  to-night  for  his 
objections.  But  this  Rfprjrt  has  been 
attacked  by  Lord  Kimberley,  on  a 
very  different  ground-  He  says  his 
reason  for  distrusting  it  is  that 
the  Judges  did  not  know  the 
political  hifitoiy  of  Ireland,  and  did 
not  know  enough  of  the  circumstances 
of  the  erase  to  enable  them  to  form  an 
opinion  upon  the  matter.  May  I  ask 
your  Lordships  what  in  the  world  the 
political  Listorj*  of  Ireland  hns  got  to  do 
with  these  charges?  The  question  is 
whether  certain  men  made  particular 
speeches  and  followed  a  certaiji  line  of 
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conduct  which  tended  t*>  crime,  whicli 
incited  to  crime,  and  which  resulted  in 
crime.  What  has  that  question  to  do 
with  the  history  of  Ireland  ?  Why,  that 
very  point  was  dealt  with  by  Sir  Charles 
Russell  in  the  case.  He  made  a  long 
speech  on  the  history  of  Ireland,  which 
fell  perfectly  flat,  as  it  necessarily  would 
do,  on  the  ears  ef  tlie  Judges.  He  made 
a  summary  of  chai*ges,  and  again  just  see 
what  the  Judges  did  with  his  summary, 
They  listened  to  him  becanae  they  were 
appointed  as  Commissioners,  but  if  they 
have  been  sitting  as  Judges  they  would 
not  have  done  so  ;  and  having  listened  to 
it,  they  passed  it  by  because  it  was  not  to 
the  point.  The  same  line  of  argument 
which  was  taken  by  Jjovd  Kimberley  wae 
taken  in  the  House  of  Commons  by  Mr, 
Gladstone  when  he  said — 

**  It  IB  hard  to  mnintaia  that  a  ju«fj^eiit  hat 
he&n  passed  on  thb  wholo  Iri^h  caao  by  4  body 
of  men  who  wero  precluded  frum  loQkmi^  at 
nmoy  of  the  moat  Important  topics  bearing 
upon  it" 

What  have  we  to  do  with  the  whole  Irish 
ciiS3  1  We  are  not  discussing  that  now* 
Wliat  are  the  motives  or  merits  of  the 
men  who  did  these  acts  is  not  the  ques* 
tiun — the  question  is,  did  they  do  the 
acts ;  did  they  make  the  speeches ;  did 
they  adopt  a  line  of  conduct  which  led  to 
crime?  Those  were  the  points  whicH 
were  before  the  Commissioners.  They 
have  never  pretended  to  deal,  and  it  was 
no  part  of  their  business  to  deal,  with  the 
general  facts  of  the  Irish  case.  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  would  Just  say  in  con* 
ntction  with  this  matter  that  my  noble 
Friend  who  sits  below  mo  (Earl  Sj>encer) 
has  been  making  a  speech  lately,  since 
the  Keport  of  the  Commission  was  issued, 
to  which  I  wish  to  call  his  attention. 
What  I  desire  to  do  is  to  call  his  atten- 
ti'>n  t<5  the  general  lines  of  ai^ument» 
and  I  will  read  very  shortly  with  regard 
to  the  line  of  argument  from  the  second 
part  of  the  Report  of  the  Commission,  in 
which  certain  charges  are  found  true  as 
against  Mr.  Parnell  and  his  friends.  He 
said,  in  referring  to  the  other  part  of  th© 
Commissioners'  Repoii,^ 

'*  I  will  say  at  once  that  tliere  are  very  grave 
niatiers  to  bo  found  charged  againat  the  Lnah 
Party  in  that  part  of  tho  Keport/' 

My  noble  Friend  will  undei*stand  that  I 
am  not  reading  the  whole  speech,  but 
that  I  am  simply  referring  to  the  line  ol 
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argument  which  is  there  indicated.    Th^ 
noble  Earl  proceeded — 

**  I  never  have  shraDk  from  denouncing'  many 
«f  the  actions  of  individuaLi  coaueoted  with 
the  IjAad  League.  I  hnve  very  often  had  to 
tight  ftg^ainst  the  Land  League  or  its  hraoehea 
in  different  parts  of  the  country,  for  the  pur- 
poBe  of  preventing  the  lacitemBnt  to  crime 
ijrbich  I  feared  Bometimes  wodd  be  the  con- 
tiequenc<)  of  roeetinga  in  parts  of  the  country 
which  were  very  much  oi^tnrbed^  1  never 
hesitated  when  I  was  in  Ireland,  and  I  have 
never  hesitated  since,  to  ezprea^  my  ahborrence 
of  intimidation,  bojcottingt  and  the  lik«3.  1 
dislike  it  extremely,  and  I  have  aWays  disliked 
it  extremely.  And  I  will  admit  that  in  some 
parts  of  tho  Report  there  are  things  against  the 
Irish  Membera  and  afrainst  the  Irish  leaders 
which  are  anything  but  a  itis factory.  Perhaps 
one  or  two  small  facts  have  been  broujjfht  to 
light  which  w*ire  not  known  before — something 
in  regard  to  the  Irishman  newspapeTf  and  some- 
thing that  was  paid  to  a  man  who  was  injured 
during  a  moonlighting  raid — but  1  maintain 
positively,  in  rcgird  to  all  the  res%  everything 
was  known  before,  both  to  Liberals  and  to 
Consorvativfa.  I  should  like  to  know,  if  we 
^le  blamed  for  having  entered  into  an  alHanco 
with  the  ritrnellitts  and  Mr.  rarneira 
lollowers,  are  not  the  Conservatives  to  blame 
also  for  having  entered  into  an  alliance  with  them 
in  1885  }  Von  will  all  remt^mber  Lord  Carnarvon 
s^ng  JJr.  Piirnell  ttecreily  in  London.  He  did 
it,  I  believe^  with  the  sanction  nnd  knowledge 
of  Lord  Sall-ibury,  the  Prime  Ministc-r  I  do 
not  blame  Lord  Carnarvon  for  this,  though  I 
do  think  it  rather  imprudent,  unless  he  was 
prepan^d  to  follow  it  up  by  acting  on  what  Mr. 
Farnell  i^aid.  But,  if  we  are  to  blame  fur 
having  ourstlvea  been  in  alli'ince  with  the 
Irish  to  carry  Home  Rule,  why  are  nut  Lord 
Salisbury  and  Lord  Carnarvon  to  blame  for 
entering  into  an  alliance  with  Mr,  Parntjll  r^ 
Are  not  the  Conservatives  even  now  to  bUtne, 
and  are  they  not  much  in  the  sjime  pfH4itit>a 
that  we  are,  when  they  are  proposmg  to  give 
local  government  to  Irelacd?  Who  will 
cnanage  local  affairs  in  Ireland  but  this  very 
iHirty  'i  We  are  not  the  only  people  ^ho  c*iri 
be  blamed,  if  b lam*?  is  to  be  attached,  because 
An  alliance  is  made  between  one  party  and  the 
Irish  Membera.  Now,  with  regar*!  to -many  of 
these  thargta,  I  have  said  there  is  nolhirig 
new  whatever.  We  always  knew  that  Mr 
Davitt  had  been  a  Fenian  and  convicted  of 
being  a  Fenian.  But  we  know  this  — that  Mr. 
Davitt  is  no  longt^r  a  Fenian,  that  he  hiiN  beeo 
won  over  irom  the  cause  of  armed  revulution 
in  Ireland,  to  Consliiutional  action  wiihiri  the 
last  few  years.  We  knew  that  Mr*  Par n ell  liad 
advocattid  boycotliDg,  we  knew  that  many  bad 
papers  and  bad  articles  were  circulated  in 
Ireland.  1,  fur  one,  conaioly  knew  that.  And 
I  always  deplared  these  things  But  how  h  tvo 
I  always  thought  it  right  to  look  upou  these 
matteiif  ^  Theie  are  two  questions  that  ought 
to  he  answered.  Have  tlie  Irish  any  real 
grievance  to  be  redressed?  Isthe  reutedy  that 
you  are  applying  likuly  to  deal  radirully  and 
<^rtainly  and  for  all  time  with  the  political  aud 
aDclal  grievances  that  exist  in  Irnlaud  h  I 
lialitve  that  no  one  will  deny  that   the   Iriah 


have  had  very  serioui  and  great  grievances. 
No  one  will  deny  that  in  regard  to  land  tbey 
have  been  grievously  oppros^ie??.  We  have  in- 
troduced measures  in  regard  to  the  Land  Laws 
in  Ireland^  and  the  result  of  these  meaiures  has 
been  to  show  that  Irish  tenants  wer<»  grievously 
wronged  in  the  way  of  rents.  Their  rents 
were  excesstre  and  ths  improvementa  almoat 
alwajs  beloni^iug  to  the  tenants  in  Ireland 
were  confiscsated  by  the  landlords.  The  Irish 
had  very  serious  grievances  in  regard  to  land, 
aud  they  have  a  very  serious  grievance  in  re- 
gard to  government.  And  I  eiy  they  had  then 
just  cause  for  w^ishing  to  overcome  these  sad 
grievances.  No  one  will  deny  tbat  thoy  had 
a  right  to  combine  and  form  societies  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  redress  for  the  high  rents 
in  Irotand.  No  one  will,  I  think,  deny  tbat; 
aud  though  in  stricst  law  they  have  technically 
been  doing  what  is  illegal,  I  think  everybody^ 
will  say  th^t  tonauta  suffering  under  nnjast4 
renta  in  Irelar^l  are  jast  as  mnch  justiEed  iu^ 
oombiaing  against  theni  as  those  in  trade  ara 
in  c  ^mbining  against  unjust  w>4ges.  That,  I 
believe,  will  be  nnivers  illy  admi  tol.  I  do 
not  say  for  a  moment  thit  the  L^ind  LengUD 
and  the  Na^i  mat  League  have  always  carried 
out  their  agittvtiou  in  a  legitimate  way*  They  ^ 
may  have  gone  too  far  and  followed  illegal  ^ 
paths  ;  I  deplore  that.  1  always  buvo  deplored 
it;  but  I  maintain  that  they  had  s  jine  justiSca- 
tion  for  it  in  the  serioaa  griovanu*  s  whljh  ex- 
isted, not  only  in  rt^gard  to  Laud  L  iws  iu  Ire- 
laud,  but  also  in  regard  ti  government  in  that 
country.  It  is  not  for  U9,  therefore,  to  criti- 
cise too  minutely  fcho  meth'^da  which  hava 
been  followed,  though  we  may  deplore  s^me 
of  the  results  that  followed  their  action.  Kow, 
I  should  like  to  say  this— that  we  must  always 
remember  that  during  the  last  few  3 oars  we 
have  been  going  through  what  is  tantamount 
to  a  revolution  in  Ireland.  Let  u^  compare 
that  revolution  with  other  revolutions,  and  I 
will  vent  ore  to  « ly  that  you  will  find  io  every 
revolution,  even  in  those  revolutions  which 
are  now  jusiified  by  all,  that  tbey  have  been 
accompanied  y^i'\i  somt*  excesses.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  wholly  fair  to  attribute  to  the 
leaders  of  a  Con^t  tjtioe^al  agiratton  all  tho 
excesses  that  have  followed  from  the  course 
triiit  they  have  adopted.  When  an  agitation  is 
going  on  thore  ur^s  nunihers  of  m^ri  who  ]oin 
tbat  agitation  for  their  own  purposes.  The 
leaders  cannot  be  recponsblo  for  every  foolish 
s^ieeoh  and  for  wvery  lotdi-^h  action  these  men 
may  speak  and  do,  nor  fi>r  tbo  en  mod  which 
oeensionally  follow  agitation.  I  km>w  that 
a  very  hoavy  re8pon>iniility  falln  upt>n  those 
who  lead  an  agitation  as  iu  Iieland,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  think  it  won  Id  bo  most  unfair 
to  attribute  blame  to  aud  hold  jo^pouhiole  for 
the  serious  orimes  t^at  have  taken  pku;o  lo 
Ireland  the  leaders  of  an  agitation  wbijh  oer- 
iaioly  iu  iis  inception  was  a  perfectly  Constitii- 
tioual  one." 

Jtj  Lords,  I  \dsh  to  make  one  or  two 
remarks  with  regard  to  that  speech. 
Iq  the  first  place,  the  noble  Lords  te!l« 
U3  tliat  these  tilings  \vhiL4i  have  come 
out  against  the  Iriiih  leaders,  and  whicli 
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woFi*  anything  but  satisfactory,  were  all 
known  before,  except  as  to  one  or  two 
small  matters.  The  point  is  not  whether 
they  were  known  before,  but  the  fact 
that  the  J  were  never  proved  before  and 
they  are  n^r^t  praved  now.  If  any  Peer 
bad  risen  in  your  Lordshipb'  House  l>efore 
this  Commission  had  reported,  and  had 
stated  that  Mr.  Parnell  or  his  friends 
had  made  speeches  leading  up  to  crime, 
or  that  they  had  connived  or  assisted  in 
intimidation  with  a  knowledge  of  its 
results,  immediately  be  would  have  been 
very  properly  taken  to  task ;  but  neither 
the  noble  Lord  on  the  Front  Bench  or 
any  other  of  your  Lordships  can  say  that 
he  does  not  know  now  exactly  what 
these  practices  mean.  Both  here,  and  to 
a  much  larger  extent  on  public  platforms 
in  the  count r}%  noble  Lords  have  gone 
about,  and  they  have  said  that  boycot- 
ting is  exclusive  dealing.  Let  them  read 
the  terms  of  this  lie  port,  and  they  will 
not  be  able  to  say  any  longer  that  boy- 
cotting is  exclusive  dealing.  An 
argument  of  that  sort  is  quite  good 
enough  for  electors  and  for  public  meet- 
ings, but  that  is  not  an  argument  which 
can  go  down  in  this  House,  or  in  any 
educated  assembly.  The  noble  Lords 
said  in  his  speech  that  *'The  Irish  bad 
serious  grievances."  Yes,  my  Lords, 
they  had;  and  hjid  not  the  Liberal 
Party,  and  particularly  the  noble  Loni 
himself,  beeu  attempting  to  deal  vritb 
those  grievances  ? — had  not  they  passed 
Land  Act  after  Land  Act^  and  with  what 
result?  lliat  Mr.  Parnell  and  his 
friends  entered  upon  what  my  noble 
Friend  has  described  as  a  revolution. 
They  did  not  attempt  to  work  these  Acts. 
It  is  said  that  they  were  moving  against 
unjust  rents.  That  k  not  what  is  found. 
It  is  found  that  the  Leiigne  was  moving 
against  rents  altogether.  It  was  against 
rent;  it  wns  not  against  unjust  rent 
that  that  agitation  was  directed.  My 
noble  Friend  says  they  had  grievances, 
and  therefore  do  not  let  us  criticise  their 
methnds  too  minutely.  It  is  said  it  is 
very  hard  to  hold  these  leaders  respon- 
sible, because  in  the  beginning,  at  all 
events,  their  movement  was  a  Con- 
stitutional one.  My  Lords,  that 
ib  a  doctrine  to  which  I,  for 
one,  decHne  altogether  to  subscribe 
I  say  that  if  men  embark  on  these 
cotirses,  if  they  make  speeches  to  excit- 
able mobs,  speeches  which  they  know 
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lead  to  crime,  which  by  experience  they 
find   lead  to  crime,  then  I   say  thej  are^ 
deeply  blameworthy,  and  I  say  it  is  not  i 
.sufficient  to    stand    by    and    say  **We| 
disapprove  of  all  this,"  but  sm*ely  some 
pnictical  method  and  course  ought  to  be^  1 
taken   to  demonstrate  that  disapprovaL  I 
"Compare    this    revolution    with  other] 
revolutions, '^  says  my  noble  Friend,     As.  I 
soon  as  you  use  the  word  '*  revolution/* 
just  see  what  you  are   admitting*     Wa»  | 
a  revolution  justified  under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  year  1881  ?    Did  you  not 
yourselves  in  that  very  year  pass  an  Act 
which  dealt  in  a  very  large  manner  with 
the  difficulties  of  the  rent  question  ?  And 
when  you  say  "  revolution  "  remember 
that  you  are  getting  on  to  very  dangerous- 
ground*     If  you  use  this  word  *'  revolu- 
tion,'' it  is  not  open  for  the  leaders  to 
come  forward  and  say  at  one  moment, 
*'  Now  we  are  revolutionaries,"  and  say 
at  another  moment  when  it  snits  them^ 
**  Now  we  are  Constitutional  leaders."  If 
you  once  admit  that  this  is  a  revolution, 
there  are  ways  of  putting  down  a  revolu- 
tion which  are  too  disagreeable  even  to 
be    spoken    of.      Moreover,  if  it   is    a 
revolution  that  you  are  engaging  in,  why^. 
is  it  that  the  revolutionaries,  "when  they- 
get  into  prison  in  consequence  of  their 
acts,    immediately    begin    to     call    out 
through  their  friends  in  Parliament  if  in 
any  way  their  convenience  is  interfered 
with  ?     Now,  in  J  Lords,  I  am  bound  to 
sjiy  with  regard  to  this  sfjeecb,  that  it  b> 
to    my    mind,    ii   doctrine    most  extra- 
ordinary  to   have   proceeded    from    my 
noble    Friend.      I    ask,  by  whom  were- 
these    cliarges  against  Mr,  Pai*nell    and 
his  friends  originally  made  1     Wlio  is  so^ 
responsible  for   them  I    should    like    to 
know  as  Sir  William  Hsiroourt  and  Mr^ 
Gladstone,  and  their  Government  t    The 
argument  used  just  now  was  this,  and  a 
very  low  sort  of  argument  I  think  it  is — 
the   tu  quoqne  form   of  argument.     The^ 
noble  Loi'd  said,  **  If  we  bad  to  do  witk  i 
the  ParoeUites,  at  any  rate  the  Conser^  \ 
vatives  bad  to  do  with  them  also.''     My 
Lords,   the    Conservatives    have  denied  j 
it;    and    quite    apart    fiom    this,    Mr. 
Parnell    himself      has     denied      it     in 
a   letter.       But  I   put  all    that    matter 
aside,  because  it  seems  to  me  that  it  ha»i 
nothing  to  do  with    the   merits  of  the< 
ease.     Admitting  that  it  is  perfectly  true 
that   not  mert'ly   Lord    Carnarvon,   bui 
that  the  Conservatives  as  a  body,  coil' 
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spired  with    Mr.    Pomell — or  use    any 
other  words  abont  it  you  please — do  two 
blacks   make  a  white  ?      Is    there  any 
reason    why    noble  Lords,    who,    from 
1879  to  1881,  and  right  np  to  the  year 
1885,    passed  difEerent  Acts,  and  who 
told  ns  how  ill  Mr.  Parnell  and  all  his 
friends  were   behaving,   and  who   des- 
cribed their  conduct  in   language    than 
which  nothing  can  be  stronger,  should 
turn    round    now    upon     us    and    say 
that  it  is  wrong  that  such    charges  as 
these  should  be  made  ?   What  I  complain 
of  is  this,  and  we  have  complained  of  it 
in  the  country  and  in  the  House,  that 
when  noble  Lords  deal  with  actions  done 
by   the   Irish    Members,  they    ask    us 
to  judge    them    by    an    entirely    new 
standard;    they  ask  us  to  set   up  new 
€anons  of  criticisms.     We  know  perfectly 
well  that  my  noble  Friend  has  entirely 
changed  all   his  ideas   with  regard    to 
the     Irish    Question.      He  has  told  us 
so,     and     he      cannot      tell      us     any 
more.      But  what  I  want    to  ask    him 
is  this,  because  he  has  changed  all  his 
ideas   on   the   Irish    Question,    has    he 
changed  also  all  his  ideas  of  the  moral 
standard  of  what  is  right  and  what  is 
wrong  ?      I  want  to  know  does   not   a 
crime     remain     crime     whatever     the 
motives  may  be  of  the  persons  who  com- 
mit it  ?      It  is  not  whether  Mr.  Parnell 
thought   it  was   right  to  do  a  certain 
thing,   or  that  possibly,  as  was  said  in 
another  place,  although  boycotting  and 
such  crimes  may  have  been  pretty  fre- 
quent, yet  at  the  same  time,  it  would  be 
found  that  there  had  been  much  less  of 
other  crime  in  consequence.    I  do  not  go 
into  considerations  of  tliat  sort ;  but  what 
I  want  to  know  is  this,  what  difEerence 
does  it  make  in  a  fact  or  in  an  act  be- 
cause the  person  who  happens  to  be  con- 
cerned in  that  fact  or  act  happens  to  be 
a  politician  ?     I   do  not  see,    myself — I 
cannot  understand — ^nobody  has  attempted 
to  explain  it  to  me,  what  there  is  in  the 
nature  of  a  politican  which  is  so  subtle, 
so  diflBcult  to  understand,  that  when  he 
does   certain   acts  or  has  to  do  with  a 
certain   course  of  conduct,  a  Judge    is 
absolutely  incapable  of  deciding  whether 
he  has  done  those  acts,  or  whether  he 
has   not.       There    is    another  thing  I 
should  like  to  say  with  regard  to  these 
charges,  the  charges  I  mean  which  the 
Judges  say  are  proved  against  the  Irish 
Members,  and  that  is,  that  they  were 


proved  not  so  much  by  witnesses  brought 
by  the  Times  newspaper,  but  they  were 
proved  chiefly  by  the  breaking  down 
under  cross-examination  of  the  witnesses 
who  were  produced  by  Mr.  Parnell  and 
his  friends.  I  can  perfectly  understand 
that  after  their  experience  they  were 
not  at  all  sorry  to  retire  from  the  Com- 
mission, because  witness  after  witness, 
including  Mr.  Parnell  himself,  including- 
Mr.  O'Brien,  and  others,  were  forced  to 
make  admissions  which  were  utterly 
damaging  to  themselves,  and  whicn 
show  that,  however  wrong  the  Times 
might  be — and  nobody  can  condemn  the 
Times  more  strongly  than  I  do  for  pro- 
ceeding in  a  personal  matter  without 
more  evidence  and  better  evidence  than 
they  were  able  to  produce — yet,  at  the 
same  time,  the  Irish  witnesses  themselves 
proved  the  case  in  a  manner  and  to  an 
extent  which  seemed  to  leave  very  little 
to  be  desired.  They  did  more  than  this. 
The  Irish  witnesses  showed  thatthey  would 
do  and  would  say  anything  that  would 
suit  their  purpose.  I  take  Mr.  O'Brien. 
He  wrote  in  United  Ireland  some  of  the 
most  abominable  statements  with, 
reference  to  my  noble  Friend 
below  me  (Earl  Spencer)  that  ever 
it  has  been  my  fortune  to  read. 
Here  is  one  of  them  from 
United  Ireland  of  the  1st  August,  1885* 
Mind  you  this  is  no  story  of  10  yeaxa 
ago.  I  have  heard  it  stated  that  these 
charges  were  all  matters  which  were  10' 
years  old;  but  everything  went  on  to 
1885,  and  even  up  to  1887,  exactly  as  in 
the  year  1881,  and  the  only  reason  why 
it  was  not  proved  later  was  that  by  the 
consent  of  counsel  on  both  sides  the 
Judges  determined  not  to  proceed  further 
than  that  date.  Mr.  O'Brien,  in  United 
Ireland,  of  the  1st  August,  1885,  said — 

"It  will  not  do  to  ride  off  upon  the  evasion 
that  it  was  the  system,  and  not  Earl  Spencer 
who  sinned.  lie  directed  everything  ;  if  juries- 
were  packed,  if* hordes  of  perjurers  were  taken 
into  pay,  if  depositions  were  suppressed,  if 
French  was  not  handed  over  to  justice  before 
the  latest  minute  of  the  latest  hour,  if  District 
Inspector  Murphy  was  persecuted  out  of  the 
force  on  dishonest  pretences,  Earl  Spencer's, 
was  the  guiding  mind  in  the  whole  abominable 
drama.  The  Bruces,  the  Boltons,  the  Mar- 
woods,  they  danced  at  his  good  pleasure." 

That  is  the  statement  made  with  reference 
to  my  noble  Friend.  Then  Mr.  O'Brien  is 
questioned  upon  this  before  the  Commis- 
sion, and  what  does  he  say  1     He  pleaded 
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before  them  that  it  was  the  sjBfcem  Mid 
not  Lord  Spsnoer  tha-t  lie  was  attacking, 
and  iie  is  aaked  ^'  Did  you  write 
tbatr*  He  saja,  *' Tets,  I  rather  tliink 
I  did,  as  well  as  I  cau  remember."  Then 
there  is  auotUor  instH^nce  in  which  this 
very  same  Mr.  OBrien  made  equally 
nbominable  state  men  ts  with  regard  to 
my  noble  Friend.  In  the  witaess-box 
oa  July  26th,  1888,  he  siiid^ 

**We  made  charge*  intain^t  Lord  Spencer 
vHoh  were  scandaloualy  fiildti.'* 

TFhat  is  his  own  description  of  himaelt 
Then,  «iy  Lords »  1  come  to  Mr,  Para  ell. 
On  the  3rd  November,  1885  (your  I*ord- 
fihips  will  r*."member  this  h  within  three 
or  {cut  months  of  the  time  when  tfte 
whole  change  with  regard  to  the  Irish 
Question  took  plac^e)  Mr.  Parnell  snid 
with  regard  to  Earl  Spencer — 

**  1  believe  of  Mr,  Nally  thrit  be  is  one  of  the 
victims  to  the  infamous  eyutem  which  ^xislt?d 
in  this  couD try  du ling  tht?  three  years  of  the 
Coercion  Act.  I  believe  of  Patrick  NhUv  that 
he  18  a  victim  of  the  con«pinicy  which  wns 
Conned  between  Lord  8penc«  nnd  the  informers 
of  their  country  for  Ihw  purpose  to  obtuin 
\*iclim&  to  what  they  caU^'d  '  Ihw  and  juntice  ' 
b}'  any  and  erery  niean«,  whether  Ihey  were 
iaacHient  or  not.** 

Tb,9  (^amment  of  the  Judges  upon  that 
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•*  We  CftUBOt  suppose  that  Mr.  Pumoll  reflUy 
believed  in  the  juritice  of  the  nceuHHtiua  whieh 
he  had  made  a^iuat  Lord  spencer/' 

Now,  my  Lords,  with  reference  to  that 
matter  1  will  siy  this;  tliat  it  appears tui 
the  highest  authority — tm  the  authority 
of  Mr,  Parnell  himself — Mr.  Parnell  is 
not  a  credible  witness,  becatxse  he  him- 
self stated  before  the  Commission  with 
reference  to  a  given  statement  that  it 
was  quits?  possib'e  that  ho  was  endea- 
vouring t"i  deceive  the  House  of  Cummotis 
with  it  He  went  home  and  he  found  he 
had  not  made  the  statement ;  he  found 
fcliat  the  matter  Jiad  reference  to  srmie- 
tiling'  else,  and  he  came  down  the  next 
day  and  pointed  that  out  to  thw  Conrt, 
What  I  should  like  if>  know  is,  was  it  the 
custom  of  Mr.  Parnell  to  deceive  the 
Honse  of  Commons  1  Why  was  it  that 
the  inomeut  he  felt  hims.df  in  adiificnlty 
the  first  thing  that  occtirred  to  him  was 
to  say  that  very  probably  he  was  trying 
to  deceive  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
You  will  find^  I  think,  that  on  no  lesij 
than  live  or  six  different  occasions  the 
Judges  say,  in  such  knguage  bs  Judges 
CMi  use,  thai  they  do  give  credit  to 
The  Earl  oj  Camj?erdotcn 


the   statements    made    by   Mr,    PamelL 
Now,   my  object   for   mentioning   these 
statements    of    Mr.    O'Brien    and    Mr, 
Parnell  is  because  noble  Lords  now  are 
saying  that  here  are  men,  who  are  trust- 
worthy men,  persons  to  whom   they  are 
prepared    to    entrust    the    management 
of    an     Executive  Government    and    a 
Parliament   for   Ireland — it   is    in    the 
hands    of    these    men    that    the    Exe- 
cutivo    Government    and     the     Parlia- 
ment   of    Ireland   will    be    placed,    in 
the  first  instance,  at  all  events*    If  those 
statements  are  true- — and  let  anybody 
who  can  contradict  them — I  will  simply 
leave  it  to  the  judgment  of  the   House 
whether    men    of   that   sort    are    ineii 
whom  this  country  can  properly  entrust 
with    such    great     resp'^nsibility.      My 
Lords,  I  have  only  one  further  remark 
to  make,  and  I  must  apologist^  for  the 
time  during  which  I  have  detained  your 
Lordships.       With     reference    to     this 
Report,  not  merely  the  individual  acts  of 
the    Parnellites,  but  the  whole  of  their 
conduct — not  merely  this  or  that   par- 
ticular  fact   relating  to  them,  but  tlie 
whole  conduct  of  the  Parnellites  over  a 
series  of  years,  is  treated  in  the  Reixirt* 
The  lie|x>rt  contains  jieifectly  fair  and 
perfectly   impartial  statements,  both  as 
to  what  is  proved  and  as  to   what  is  not 
proved.     Your  Lordships  will  remember 
that  the  Judges  made  their  findings  as  I 
Judges.        They     did      not      eulogise. 
They      did      not      apologise    for    auy^ 
person  ;     they     did     not     make     ftoy  \ 
expression     of      opinion     with     regard 
to  any  pei^sons  in  that  Ri^port.  But  what 
are  the  arguments  which  have  lieen  used 
hy  noble  Lords  to-night,  and  which  have 
been  used  by  those   who  liold  the  same 
opinions  els j  where  ?      They  do  not  deny 
these   facts;   they  admit  that  the  Irish 
leaders  have  done  many  thint:S  that  are 
unsatisfiictory  ;  thfv  admit  that  they  em- 1 
barked  in   courses    which    have    led    i/oi 
crimes  ;  but  they  say  these  arguments*! 
arc  nut  arguments  for  our  receiving  and  ' 
adopting  this  Rejxirt ;  so  far  as  they  are 
good  arguments,  they  are  apologies  for  i 
the  coui-se  which    the    Parnellites  hay&| 
pursued  and  which  apparently,  to  some 
limited  extent  at  all  events,  they  them- 
selves  approve.     What  I  wish  to  preaa-J 
uptin  your   Lordships  once   more  is  T 
up  t'i  the  present  time  we  have  heard  ] 
good  reiison  whatever  (except,  indeed,  jf 
we  are  to  eet  up  the  opinion  of  Lcord 
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Herschell  who  has  heard  none  of  the 
evidence  ag^iinst  that  of  the  three  Judges 
who  have  heard  the  whole  of  it)  why 
we  should  not  enter  this  Report  upon 
the  Journals  of  your  Lordships*  House. 

Babl  spencer  :  My  Lords,  I  am 
afraid  that  the  House  will  regret  the 
continuance  of  this  det)ate  ;  but  I  feel 
that  I  cannot  allow  it  to  conclude  with- 
out offering  some  remarks  on  this  highly 
important  subject.  I  have  been  in  past 
days  officially,  and  under  great  respousi- 
bility,  connected  with  many  of  the  inci- 
dents which  have  formed  the  subject  of 
inquiry  bsfore  the  Parnell  Commission, 
and  have  since  spoken  on  the  subject 
both  in  this  Hous3  and  elsewhere.  I 
therefore  must  trouble  your  Lordships 
with  a  few  remarks  on  the  subject  gen- 
erally, as  well  as  personally,  on  some  re- 
ferences which  have  been  made  parsonalJy 
to  me  in  this  matter  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess and  by  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just 
sat  down.  In  the  first  place,  1  should  like 
to  say  a  few  words  with  regard  to  the 
appointment  of  that  Commission.  Al- 
though the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Salborne)  has  said  that  it  would  hardly 
be  proper  now  to  discuss  that  question, 
still  1  think  the  appointment  of  the 
Commission  has  an  important  bearing  on 
the  view  that  is  taken  of  the  finding  of 
the  Commission.  The  appointment  of 
that  Commission  followed  a  variety  of 
events.  I  believe  the  main  source  and 
origin  of  that  Commission  are  to  be  found 
in  those  letters,  which  are  called  the  feu: 
simile  letters,  and  which  are  now  proved 
to  be  forgeries.  If  thos9  letters  had  not 
b3en  produced,  I  venture  to  say  there 
would  have  been  no  pamphlet  called 
Pamellism  and  Crime.  I  am  quite 
aware  that  some  noble  Lords,  even  to- 
night, tried  to  throw  some  doubt  upon 
the  importance  of  the  particular  letter 
which  was  forged  in  Mr.  ParnelFs  hand- 
writing. The  importance  of  that  letter 
was  that  it  was  the  main  support  of  the 
allegations  against  Mr.  Parnell  that 
though  he  had  in  some  instances  de- 
nounced crime,  he  had  done  so  in- 
sincerely, and  that  he  practically  had 
sympathy  with  the  Invicibles.  Indeed, 
there  was  an  article  which  actually  stated 
that  he  was  cognisant  beforehand  of  what 
was  going  to  happen,  and  that  this  was 
the  subject  of  the  famous  interview  at 
Willesden  Junction.  That,  I  think, 
)9hows  that  the§e  forged  letters  were  c^ 


the  greatest  possible  impcxrtalioe,'^ttiid  tfMt 
but  for  them  we  should  never  have  heiard 
of  FameUism  and  (7rwi«,  and  them 
would  have  been  no  Oonunission.  Of 
that  I  feel  quite  confidents  Now,  h<Mv 
could  these  letters  have  been  dealt  with.f 
Mr.  Parnell  might  have  proceeded  undea? 
the  ordinary  tribunals  to  bring  an  action 
against  the  Times  for  libel.;  or  the  znai* 
ter  might  have  been  investigated  by  ihe 
House  of  Commons  as  one  of  privilege^ 
We  know  that  Mr.  Parnell,  for  reasons 
which  have  been  stated  to-night,  and,  as 
I  think,  very  just  rea^ns,  .  refused  to 
take  the  first  course ;  Her  Majesty's 
Government  refused  to  ad<^tthe  second ; 
and,  having  a  majority  in  the  other 
House,  the  proposal  thiat,;there  sUoudd 
be  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  rejected  by  that  Assembly* 
Now,  what  occurred  1  After.the  break- 
down of  the  "O'Donnell  v.  .Walter? ." 
trial,  renewed  attention  wa/3  called  to 
the  subject,  and  Mr.  Parnell  again  de- 
manded an  inquiry.  The  Government 
made  the  proposal  that  there  should 
be  a  Royal  Commission.  We  said  at. the 
time,  and  we  say  now,  that  the  Goveraf 
ment  were  adopting  a  very  un-Constitur 
tional  and  dangerous  course  in  proposing^ 
a  Commission  of  three.  Judges  tp  try 
their  political  opponents,  praQtieallyonia^ 
criminal  charge,  and  without  a  juyy*- 
That  alone  was  opposed  to  oui*  Cgnstitu-j 
tional  traditions,  by  which  we  alwaya 
attached  the  greatest  importance  to.  d 
trial  by  a  jury  of  men  charged  with  Skny: 
crime.  We  said  it  would  lead  to  con- 
siderable Constitutional  danger.  We 
said  it  would  place  the  Judges. of  the 
land  in  a  new  and  exceptional  position, 
and  one  in  which  they  ought  not  to  be 
placed.  Well,  my  Lords,  I  believe /we 
were  amply  justified  in  what  we  said*.  q«t 
that  time.  We  believed  that  the  inquiry 
was  such  that  it  could  not  be  dissociated 
from,  or  disentangled  from,  political  his- 
tory and  political  transactions  of  the  most 
stirring  and  exciting  times,  and  that, 
however  much  the  Judges  might  desire 
to  be  perfectly  impartial,  it  was  impos- 
sible for  them  to  deal  with  all  these 
matters  without  coming  within  the  range 
of  political  considerations.  Now,  we 
believe  that  that  has  been  the  case.  We 
do  not  for  a  moment  say  that  the  Com- 
mission has  not  been  conducted  with  the 
highest  dignity  and  with  the  greatest 
patience,    and    in    a    spirit     of    .^ip^. 
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plete  impartialttj.       I    should    be    the 

first  to  siiy  tliat.  But  the  findings  fif 
the  Commission  are  so  asarjciated  with 
facts  of  a  political  kind  that  they  must  l>o 
mixed  up  with  those*  political  considem- 
tions  which  ought  to  bo  altogether 
banished  from  the  considerations  of  the 
Judicial  Bench,  Now,  my  Loinls,  in  whut 
position  arc  we  placed  by  this  Com- 
mission  and  by  the  whole  of  this  tran- 
saction ?  The  Government  have  placed 
themselves  in  a  position  of  the  greatc'st 
inconsistency.  The  Bill  which  con- 
stituted the  Commission  plac4?d  that 
Commission  in  the  position  of  one  of  the 
tribunals  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice, 
It  received  all  the  privileges  and  rights 
belonging  to  a  branch  of  the  High  Cunrt 
of  Justice.  But  it  differed  in  one  re- 
specfc — no  appeal  was  given  from  its  de- 
cision, and,  as  I  said  before,  it  enabled 
that  Court  to  try  men  fur  what  were 
practically  criminal  charges  without  the 
assistance  of  a  jury.  What  are  w^e  asked 
to  do  now  ?  Yonr  Lordships  are  now  asked 
practically  to  form  a  Court  of  Appc*al 
from  a  tribunal  which  was  constituted 
with  equal  powers  and  equal  ri'^hts  to 
many  of  the  Courts  of  Justice.  We  are 
to  adopt  a  Report  of  this  grave  signifi- 
cance on  fivcts  connected  with  the  history 
of  Ireland  for  so  many  years  and  with 
such  stirring  events,  without  taking  into 
consideration  other  matters  of  a  political 
nature.  We  are  practically  acting  as  a 
Court  of  Appeal  from  the  Commissioners 
pjNo,  no/'J  I  know  that  noble  Lords 
differ  from  me  in  that  respect ;  but  unless 
we  adopt  the  Beport  without  any  com- 
ment, I  say  we  are  practically  acting 
as  a  Court  of  Appeal  from  the  decision  of 
the  Commissioners,  The  Judges  them- 
selves very  clearly  state  that.  They 
say — 

**  Wo  must  leave  it  for  biHorians  to  investi- 
gate  the  Femote  causea  of  the  present  condition 
of  Ireland  ;  we  must  leave  it  for  politicians  to 
discuss  and  for  sta tinmen  to  determine  in  what 
respects  the  present  laws  a^ecting  land  io  that 
country  are  capable  of  improvement^  and  we 
must  COD  fine  our  reaearcbea  to  the  question 
whether  the  refipondenlB  or  any  of  them  have 
been  guilty  of  the  thlof^s  charg-ed  and  alleged 
against  them  ;  we  have  no  commiiisioa  to  con* 
idder  whether  the  conduct  of  which  they  are 
accused  can  be  palliated  by  the  circumetances 
of  the  time,  or  wheth-it  it  should  be  condoned 
in  constderation  of  benefttn  alleged  to  have  re* 
stilted  from  their  actions/* 

They  abstained  from  that,  but  are  w^e  to 
abstain    from    it  ?     We,  jn^  Lords,  are 
Earl  Speticer 


politicians,  and  arc  we  to  adopt  the  wholg 
of  the  views  of  the  Commission,  thouglj 
I    admit    it   is    supported    by    all    tiie 
weight    of    very    distinguished   namea^l 
without  considering  all  thecircunistance«1 
w4iich  might  palliate  the  offences  whichj 
are  condemned?     I  cannot  see   that 
is  possible  to  do  that     K'ow,  my  Lor 
X   object   to   the    Mntion  of   the    nob 
Marquess  on  other  grounds,     I  object  1 
adopt  any  paH  of  the  Report  without 
comment.     First  of  allj  I  think  it  i 
treraely  unfair  ^^^^  unjust  that  wo 
Parliament  shou^^l  record  the  fact  th 
these   National    leaders  have   been 
cused  of  the  grossest  and  gravest  crime^ 
without  expressing  our  deep  regret  tha 
such  a  serious  wrong  has  been  done  thept. 
What  could  he  more    serious  than  the 
charge  of  the  forged  letters  ?     I  cannot 
conceive  of  anything  more   scandaloua 
No  fair  person  will  say  that  the  Tim4 
put  them  forward  kno\dng  them  to  1 
forged  ;  but  what  we  all  say  is  that  ther 
was  the   most  cnlpable  and  gross  negli 
genee  in  bringing  forward  these  charge 
to  rniu  the  character  of  a  leader  of 
people   and    to    blacken    tlie    chanict 
of  all  those  connected  with  him,  wit 
out   making    the  most  careful   invest 
gation.     Anyone  who  has  had  any  cob 
nection  with  Ireland  must   have  knov 
how    utterly    unreliable    and     untms 
w^orthy  Pigott  w^as.     He  had  been  offer 
ing   information  to  the  Government  in 
Ireland  for  years  and  years.  I  men ti one 
only  the  other    day,    but  it  is  worthj 
perhaps   of  mention  again,  that    as  fa 
back  as  1873    he  wrote*    an    antogi-apl 
letter  to  me  when  he  thought  I  was  awaj 
from  my  ordinary  a^ivisers,  saying  be  ha 
information  of  a  [jolitical  nature,  and 
doubt    asking  for   money.     All  at  tfc 
Castle  knew  that    lie  was  constantly 
the  habit  of  trying  to  sell  informatioi] 
and    anybody  w^ho  had    any  t^nnectiG 
with  the  Tit^ie^f  and  any  connection  witi 
a  charge  so  grave,  ought  to  have  had  tl 
common  prudence   to  go   to   those  wl 
were  bound  to    know    something  wit 
regard  to  Mr,   Pigott.     I  say,  my  Lor' 
it  is  scandalous  that  a    charge  of 
nature  should  be  made  and  no  re[>aratia 
wliatever  should  be  given  t-o  Mr,  Parnel 
The    charge,     mind     you,     was 
purposely  to  influence  a  vot«  in  Parli 
ment,  and  in  my  hnmble  opinion  it  coU 
stitntes  one  of  the  grossest  hre<fcches 
privilege  ever    committed.     Then  ilie^ 
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Were  other  charges  which  were  only 
slightly  less  gross.  They  are  stated  in 
the  opening  of  the  Commission  Report. 
Mr.  Pamell  and  his  associates  were 
charged*  with  establishing  an  organisation 
called  the  National  I^nd  Leagne  of 
Ireland,  which  was  dependent  on  a 
system  of  intimidation  carried  out  by  the 
most  brutal  means  and  resting  on  the 
ultimate  sanction  of  murder.  What 
charge  could  be  more  serious  or  more 
grave  than  that  ?  I  might  quote  other 
passages  from  the  Report  which  merely 
develop  the  gravity  of  these  scandalous 
charges  connecting  with  actual  crime  the 
leaders  of  the  Irish  people.  What 
happened  at  the  CJommission?  The 
Commission  has  absolutely  absolved 
the  Irish  leaders  from  complicity 
with  crime.  ["No,  no."]  If  the 
noble  Lord  will  allow  me  to  continue  I 
will  explain  what  I  mean.  I  do  not  use 
the  word  "  crime "  in  the  very  general 
and  wide  sense  in  which  it  was  perhaps 
used  by  the  Commission.  But  I  do  use 
it  in  the  manner  in  which  it  is  generally 
understood  —  namely,  as  referring  to 
murderous  outrages  and  violence  to  the 
person.  That  charge  was  repeatedly 
made  in  Famellism  and  Crime ;  quite 
independently  of  anything  with  regard 
to  intimidation  or  boycotting.  I 
repeat  that  with  regard  to  actual  com- 
plicity with  murder  and  violent  crime  of 
the  kind  of  which  they  were  accused 
the  Commission  absolutely  and  entirely 
acquit  them.  Now,  with  regard  to  that 
I  should  like  to  say  a  word  upon  some- 
thing that  fell  from  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  Lord  Selborne  as  to  an  expression 
of  mine  in  referring  to  him,  I  think,  at 
Wolverton.  I  certainly,  when  I  made 
that  reference,  understood  him  broadly 
to  say  that  where  charges  were  declared 
to  be  not  proven  the  accused  ought 
practically  to  be  treated  as  innocent. 
But  the  noble  Earl  now  says  that  he  only 
made  this  remark  in  connection  with  one 
charge.  I  confess  that  I  still  hold  the 
view  which  I  thought  my  noble  Friend 
held,  that  it  is  only  fair  to  regard  the 
accused  as  innocent  unless  the  charge  is 
actually  proved  against  them.  It  is  ex- 
ceedingly unfair  when  these  grave 
charges  have  been  made  against  a  leader 
and  against  his  Party,  and  made  in 
Parhament  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
fluencing Parliamentary  action,  that 
Parliament     should     not     record     its 


regret  for  the  wrong  done.  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  come  to  the  other  part 
of  the  Report.  The  Report  is  divided, 
as  it  seems  to  me,  chiefly  into  two  parts, 
the  first  connected  with  the  personal 
allegations  against  the  Nationalist  Mem- 
bers of  complicity  with  murderous 
outrages  and  crime,  and  the  other  con- 
nected with  the  organisation  of  the 
National  League,  and  its  effects  upon  the 
country.  My  noble  Friend  Lord 
Camperdown  this  evening  has  made  a 
long  quotation  from  a  speech  of  mine. 
I  have  no  reason  to  be  ashamed  of  what 
was  quoted.  I  certainly  know  that  it  is 
a  dai^rous  thing  to  speak  lightly  of  any 
crime.  I  do  not  wish  to  condone  any 
crime,  whether  it  is  treason  or  intimida- 
tion, or  conspiracy  to  intimidate.  I  know 
those  are  very  serious  charges.  But  I 
think  that  it  is  mere  pedantry — I  might 
almost  say  hypocrisy — to  put  crime  of  that 
sort,  whether  of  a  politiqal  kind  or  of 
intimidation  like  boycotting,  on  the  same 
level  as  the  crime  of  mui-der  and  mur- 
derous outrage.  That  is  what  I  referred 
to  in  the  speech  which  my  noble  Friend 
quoted.  I  do  not  admit  for  a  moment 
that  because  I  have  changed  my  political 
views  with  regard  to  Ireland  I  have 
chcbiged  in  the  slightest  degree  my  view 
as  to  the  .morality  of  crime  of  any  sort. 
I  dislike  crime  now  as  ijiuch  as  I  did 
when  I  was  in  Ireland.  The  one 
difference  is  that  I  now  wish  to  deal 
with  it  and  put  it  down  in  a  different 
manner.  I  have  denounced  boycotting ; 
no  one  dislikes  it  or  its  effects  more  than 
I  do.  I  know  that  when  carried  to 
the  lengths  to  which  it  has  been 
sometimes  carried  it  amounts  to 
the  gravest  possible  tyranny.  I 
should  wish  to  see  boycotting  banished 
from  Ireland  and  every  part  of  the- 
Bangdom.  But  I  cannot  myself  put  it 
on  the  same  level  as  murder  and  mur- 
derous outrage.  And  that  is  why  I 
think  wo  ought  to  make  a  distinction 
between  the  two  parts  of  the  Com- 
missioners' Report.  It  would  bo  pre- 
sumption on  my  part  to  criticise  the 
Report  of  the  Commission,  but  I 
should  like  just  to  refer  to  one  or  two 
matters  with  which  they  have  dealt.  The 
first  is  with  regard  to  Members  of  Par- 
liament collectively  not  being  members 
of  a  conspiracy  to  establish  the  absolute 
independence  of  Ireland.  We  have  al- 
ways known  that  there  was  such  a  thing 
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as  Fenian  ism,  imd  that  Mr.  Davitt  was 
convicted  of  being;  a  membep  of  that 
body.  We  all  know  that  that  is  a  very 
Berious  offence,  and  I  am  not  for  a 
moment  going  to  condone  it.  But  what 
we  also  know  now  is  that  Mr.  Davitt 
hflfi  renounced  liis  views  in  that  regard* 
[*'Ko,  no/']  Yes,  I  lielieve  it  is  abso- 
lutely tho  fact  that  Mr,  Davitt  has  re 
uounced  Fenianism  and  un-Constitutional 
methods,  and  is  ready  to  find  redress  for 
the  wrongs  of  Ireland  in  Conatitational 
agitation.  Noble  Lords  differ  from  me  ; 
but  I  think  I  might  appeal  to  aiiybody 
who  has  read  the  evidenct*  — of  course,  1 
do  not  pretend  to  have  read  every  word 
of  it»  but  1  have  read  a  groat  deal — as  to 
whether  yon  do  not  tiud  in  it  ample  proof 
that  Mr.  Divitt  is  no  longer  a  rebel  in 
tlie  sense  of  being  a  Fenian,  but  is  ready 
and  anxious  to  support  Constitutional 
means.  Then  there  is  the  next  finding 
of  the  Commission,  namely,  that  the 
respondents  did  enter  into  a  conspiracy 
by  a  system  of  coercion  and  intimidation 
to  promote  an  agrarian  ai^^itation.  I  con- 
fess that  that  finding  does,  to  a  csertain 
extent,  surprise  me.  I  do  not  pretend 
to  set  my  opinion  ngainst  that  of  the 
Commission,  but  I  certainly  always  be- 
lieved that  the  system  of  intimidation 
and  coercion  was  not  adopted  as  one  of 
the  principles  of  the  Land  League*  The 
League  dealt  with  the  pnrcha.se  of  land 
and  the  lowering  of  rents,  but  it  was  no 
part  of  the  principles  either  of  the 
National  L?ague  or  the  Land  League  to 
adopt  intimidation  to  carry  out  its  ends* 
I  am  quite  aware  that  Mr.  Parnell  advo 
cated  boycotting,  but  I  have  never  seen 
any  evidence  that  he  advoctited  intimi- 
dation to  boycott.  He  advocated  wliat 
is  callefi  exclusive  dealing,  I  am  quite 
aware  that  members  of  the  Land  Lea^e 
carried  boycottinrT-  a  great  deal  farther 
^ironical  laupkier] — yes,  I  am  ready  to  ml- 
mit  it.  I  deplore  it  and  denounce  it ;  I 
made  war  against  it  when  I  Wiia  in  Ireland, 
and  I  still  have  the  greatest  antipathy 
to  it,  and  wish  to  see  it  ended.  But  what 
I  maintain  is  this — and  I  think  it  is 
right  that  we  should  be  perfectly  fair 
and  just  witli  regard  to  this — that  in- 
timidation  and  coercion  in  the  sense 
used  here  were  not  part  of  the  original 
principles  of  the  Land  League. 

Vi;scouNT  CRANBROOK:   Why  was 
it  suppressed,  then  ? 
Marl  JSp€ii€€r 


EarlSPENCKR:  Some  members 
the  Laml  League  were  put  in  prison 
under  Mr.  Forster'a  Act,  but  not  on  account 
of  that,  but  on  account  of  assuming 
functions  of  a  very  dangerous  charact<?i 
I  am  tho  first  to  denounce  many  of  thd 
actions  of  the  Land  League  ;  I  nev 
have  defended  them  ;  but  as  to  its  having 
adopted  among  itf^  principles  actufl 
coercion  and  intimidation,  in  its  inoes 
tion,  certainly  I  am  at  a  loss  to  kno 
where  the  evidence  comes  from. 

'YiTK  LORD  CHANCELLOR  or  IRE- 
LAND :  How  did  Mr,  GladsttDno  eomi 
to  speak  of  crime  as  dogging  the  fooli 
steps  of  the  League  1 

Earl  SPENCER  :   I  admit  that  crii 
did  follow    in  many  cases  the  speecbc 
I  have  always    denounced   intempeniti 
speeches  in   Ireland,  and    I  have  alwaj 
known   that  at  different  times  crime  fol 
lowed  them  ;   but  I  do  not  think  it  fai 
or  just  to  lay  on  the  shoulders   of  th4 
leaders  of  a  great  agitation  every  cTir 
that  is   committed  by  men  over  wltofl 
they  have  not  control,  or  all  the  ftx?t 
speeches  which  may  have  led  to  crime 
Now,  the  noble  Marquess  challenged 
with    regard    to    tlie    evidence  of  Mr. 
0*Brien.      Mr.  O'Brien  was  one  of  the 
who  made  extremely  violent  and,  I  thinS 
unjust  speech ea.     He  denounced  me  anci 
others,  and  I  have  never  palliated  any- 
thing he  said  ;    I  have  always  denounce" 
it  as    unfair,  unjust,  and  untrue,  and,     _ 
far  as  I  know,  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  has  done 
the  same.     I  certainly  am  not  going  bo 
shield  myself  at  the  cost  of  subordinate! 
1  am  responsible  for  all  acts  which  wer 
committed   in  Ireland  during  the  tir 
I  had  tho   honour  to  be   Her  ^fajestj/ 
Representative   in    tbat  country.     It 
possible  that  in  some  cases   there  maj 
have  been  mistakes.     In  some  cases    I 
know  there  were    charges  got    up. 
remember  an  occasion  in  Kerry  where-l 
policeman   by  ar»cident  in  a  kitchen  U 
off  his  rifle,  and,  being  afraid  he  shouli 
be  called  over  the  coals  by  the  author 
ties,    he    immediately    stated    it  was 
moonlight  outi*age.     That,  of  course, ' 
punished,  and  there  may  have  been  othe 
causes   of  the  same  sort,  but   I  am  nq 
aware  that  habitually  the   crimes    tha 
have  been  attributed  to  the  subordinate 
of  the  Irish  Government  were  commit t^ 
They  would  have  been  crimes   if  we 
suborned  witnesses  to  give  false  evideuc 
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they  would  have  been  crimes  •  if  we  had 
allowed  men  to  be  punished  as  criminals 
whom  we  knew  were  innocent.  I  do 
not  separate  myself  in  one  degree  from 
the  suborditiates  who  were  tinder  me. 
I  am  responsible  for  every  act  committed 
during  my  tsrm  of  office,  and  I  am  not 
aware — with  the  exception  of  small  cases, 
such  as  the  one  to  which  I  have  alluded 
— ^that  any  such  gross  misconduct  took 
place  as  is  attributed  to  them  by  Mr. 
O'Brien.  It  is  for  Mr.  O'Brien  to  explain 
what  he  meant;  I  certainly  cannot  agree 
to  what  he  says  in  the  statement  referred 
to  by  the  noble  Marquess  that  "  Lord 
Spencer  has  found  that  they,  the  Irish, 
were  right  as  to  his  subordinates."  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  hava^  already  said  that  I  do 
not  think  it  is  right  that  we  should 
adopt  the  whole  Report  without  com- 
ments upon  it.  I  think  there  is  a  great 
distinction  between  the  boycotting  and 
intimidation,  and  indeed,  Fenianism,  and 
the  more  serions  charges  of  which  the 
Pamellite  Members  have  been  acquitted. 
I  do  not  want  to  detain  your  Lordships 
further,  but  I  should  like  to  repeat  that 
I  have  not  in  the  slightest  degree  altered 
the  view  I  hold  with  regard  to  the 
morality  of  crime,  or  boycotting,  or  in- 
•timidation.  '  What  I  have  altered  is,  the 
view  which  I  hold  as  to  the  means  by 
which  we  are  to  get  rid  of  these  evils. 
Now,  my  Lords,  what  are  these  matters  in 
regard  to  which  the  Judges  find  that  the 
Parnellite  Organisation  has  been  guilty  ? 
They  are  matters  in  which  they  have 
practically  the  support  of  the  bulk  of 
the  Irish  nation.  That  we  may  deplore, 
it  is  a  very  serious  evil,  a  very  serious 
malady,  but  how  are  we  to  deal 
with  it  ?  Are  we  going  to  deal  with  it 
by  the  old  methods  which  have 
been  tried  over  and  over  again? 
I  say  the  old  methods  have  absolutely 
failed,  and  that  we  must  endeavour  to 
get  rid  of  the  grievous  evils  which  have 
•  been  such  a  disgrace  to  this  country  and 
to  Ireland  by  a  complete  change  of 
system.  We  must  be  generous  to  the 
Irish.  We  shall  not  be  following  such  a 
course  by  adopting  the  Resolution  of  the 
noble  Marqiiess.  The  only  way  in  which 
we  can  effect  a  radical  and  complete 
change  and  get  rid  of  the  difficulties  we 
so  much  deplore  is  by  adopting  the 
course  which  will  throw  the  responsi- 
bility for  the  management  of  their  own 
affairs  upon  the  Irish  themselves.  I  do  not 


propose,  I  do  not  wish,  to  enter  into  such 
a  subject  as  the  whole  subject  of  Local 
Government  in  Ireland  to-night,  but  I 
thought  I  was  justified  in  making  these 
observations  in  consequence  of  what  has 
been  said.  I  know  we  shall  not  be  able 
to  effect  anything  by  a  Division,  but  I 
venture  to  protest  most  earnestly  against 
the  course  which  the  noble  Lord  proposes, 
which  I  am  quite  certain  will  not  lead  to 
any  satisfactory  result  in  improving  the 
relations  between  England  and  Ireland. 
♦The  Earl  of  DERBY :  My  Lords,  I  need 
not  assure  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat 
down  of  the  sincere  respect  with  which 
we  listen  to  any  utterance  of  his.  We 
do  not  require  to  be  assured  from  him 
that  hi3  was  not  the  man  to  throw 
on  any  subordinate  or  any  colleague  the 
responsibility  which  properly  devolved 
upon  him.  And  however  we  may  regret 
the  present  political  attitude  of  my  noble 
Friend  we  do  not  forget — I,  at  least, 
cannot  forget — that  for  several  years 
during  which  I  had  the  honour  of 
being  his  colleague  he  was  the  most  able, 
the  most  energetic,  and  the  most  success- 
ful opponent  of  that  Party  which  never 
could  injure  him  by  its  enmity,  but 
which  is  now  inflicting  upon  hirfi  its 
sympathy  and  its  praise.  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  altogether  admit  the  fundamental 
distinction  which  my  noble  Friend  has 
drawn  between  acts  of  boycotting  and 
acts  of  outrage  and  violence.  I  quite 
admit  that  they  do  not  stand  on  the  same 
level ;  but  if  outrage  and  crime  were  not 
behind  how  would  boycotting  be  effec- 
tive ?  We  all  know  boycotting  is  enforced 
in  the  last  resort  by  the  bludgeon  and 
the  blunderbuss.  It  would  not  last  a 
week  if  it  were  not.  If  every  man  were 
secure  from  personal  violence,  and  knew 
that  he  was  so  secure,  the  whole  system 
of  boycotting  would  collapse  in  a  week. 
My  Lords,  I  shall  not  trouble  the  House 
at  any  length  for  various  reasons.  In  the 
first  place,  between  the  debates  which 
have  taken  place  in  the  other  House  and 
the  innumerable  discussions  in  the  Press 
and  at  public  meetings,  and  what  has 
been  said  in  this  House  to-night,  I 
think  we  must  conclude  that  the  sub- 
ject has  been  pretty  well  threshed  out. 
In  the  next  place,  the  Resolution  which 
we  are  asked  to  pass,  as  I  understand  it, 
does  not  require  of  us  more  than  a  general 
recognition  and  approval  of  the  fairness 
of  the  inquiry  which  has  taken  place  and 
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&  general  ftcceptatice  of  tbe  conclusions 
which  it  points  to.  We  record  the 
findings  of  competdnt  peraons.  We  do 
not  und^Ttake  to  re-Uy  the  case — in 
point  of  fact,  we  could  not  do  it.  It  is 
not  our  business,  and  before  we  did  it 
we  must  have  read  through  the  10  or 
11  large  volumes  of  evidence,  and 
even  then  w«  should  notl>e  able  t^  judge 
of  its  Viilue  half  as  well  as  tliose  .ludgcs 
who  saw  and  heard  the  wituesses,  and 
who  could  observe  their  manner  and 
demeanour.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  Lord  Herschell  objects  tt>  the  use 
of  the  term  *■  adopt*'  as  being  unknown 
in  Parliamentary  usage.  I  take  it  to  be 
oalj  an  expression  of  acceptance  of  tlie 
general  conclusions  arrived  at.  My 
noble  aud  learned  Friend  states  two 
reasons  why  we  should  not  express  that 
view.  In  the  firat  place,  he  said 
(although  of  course  in  the  most  courteous 
language)  that  we  are  necessirily  a 
partial  and  a  prejudiced  tribunal.  No 
doubt  everyone  connected  with  land 
and  everyone  who  hsLS  any  thin  t^  Uj  lose 
must  have  some  prejudices  against  the 
proceedings  of  the  Land  La  ague  ;  but» 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  I  believe  cnmpira- 
tively  few  of  yonr  Lordships  are  con- 
nected with  Irish  land  or  have  Irish 
property,  and  in  this  connection  it  is  not 
unimportant  to  remember  that  10  years 
ago  your  Lordships  gave  a  signal  example 
of  your  freedom  from  class  or  proprietary 
prejudice  by  passing  an  Act  which  un- 
doubtedly did  more  thananything  that  has 
ever  been  done,  so  far  as  I  know,  in  any 
Kurop:3an  country  for  tlie  benefit  of  the 
tenant,  and  certainly  in  some  degree 
at  the  expLmse  of  the  landlords.  Then, 
my  noble  Friend  made  another  obser- 
vation, which  is  certainly  more  to 
the  purpose.  He  said,  "  How  cun  you 
adopt  the  Report  without  reading  the 
evidence  upon  which  it  was  based  ? ''  I 
OOttld  not  help  thinking  that  there  was 
something  in  that,  but  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  went  on  to  ^K)il  his  own 
case  by  saying  that  there  was  a  tribunal 
of  appeal,  and  that  was  the  public. 
Well,  if  we  are  not  qualified  to  express 
an  opinion  becjiuse  we  have  not  read  the 
evidence,  I  should  like  to  know  how 
many  members  of  the  gener.d  public  are 
likely  to  be  in  a  bettor  jKisition  than  we 
ore.  For  my  part,  I  do  not  profess  to 
have  read  more  than  the  He  port  ;  and 
what  has  impress  3d  me  most  strongly  iu 
J'ke  Earl  of  Derby 


that  Report  is  the  singular  caution,  tho 
obvious  fairness,  the  uniform  moderation 
of  language  with  which  the  facts  are 
presented.  It  is  a  common  remark  that 
the  statement  of  evidence  contained  in 
the  earlier  part  of  the  volume  is,  in  the 
minds  of  those  who  read  it,  far  more 
damaging  to  the  persons  accused  thaa- 
the  conclusions  actually  drawn  by  tl 
Judges,  and  you  cannot  have  a  mora 
striking  testimony  to  the  judicial  caution 
which  has  marked  the  whole  proceed ingj 
My  Lords,  the  complaint  haja  often  beemi 
made — it  was  made  out  of  doors  and  it 
was  made  in  the  other  House — that  this 
inquiry  ha«  been — in  the  woi'da  used — 
an  inquiry  before  an  unconstitutional, 
tribunal.  Now,  let  us  see  how  much 
truth  there  is  in  that  charge.  The  Irish 
Members  themselves  demanded 
inquiry.  That  is  admitted.  They  cer*^ 
tainly  were  not  in  a  hurry.  They  re  J 
quired  a  good  many  hints  before  thej 
determined  to  adopt  that  line.  But  thei 
did  a^lopt  it*  WeU,  if  an  inquiry  was 
take  place,  before  what  kind  of  tribuna 
could  it  come  ?  There  were,  so  far  as 
know,  only  three  possible  alternativea. 
Thrre  was  the  alternative  of  a  trial  in 
the  ordinary  manner  in  a  Court  of  Law— 
the  simplest,  the  most  natural,  the  most 
obvious.  Mr.  Parnell  and  his  friend 
would  not  have  that.  They  talked  aboufi 
the  inevitable  prejudices  of  an  Euglisl 
jury.  They  were  reminded  that,  as 
believe  is  the  case,  they  had  the  choice" 
of  a  Scotch  or  Irish  jury. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  It  was  decided 
that  they  had  not. 

♦The  E.UiL  or  DERBY:  I  will  not  dis-' 
pnte  a  matter  of  law  ^vith  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  but  T  only  know  that  at 
a  later  sti%gc  ihey  seemed  to  stultify 
their  own  plea,  because  Mr.  Parnell 
actually  did  bring  an  action  for  libel 
a  Scottish  Court  of  Law. 

Loiin  HERSCHELL  :  It  was  dismissed 
(unless  I  am  altogether  mistaken)  on  the 
ground  that  he  could  not  maintain  it 
there. 

The  Marqdlss  of   SALLSBURY  :  An' 
action  was  brought  in  Ireland. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  I  am   spcakii 
of  Scotland. 

TMt:  LORD  CHANCELLOR  of  II 
LAND :  It   has    not     been    tiruiUy 
missed, 

♦The  Eahl  of  DERBY  :  At  any  rate,  th 
case  has  not  been  tested* 
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Lord  HERSOHELL:  Objection  was 
taken  by  the  Times  newspaper  that  there 
was  no  jurisdiction  in  the  Scottish 
Courts,  and  it  was  so  held,  unless  I  am 
very  much  mistaken. 

•The  Earl  op  DERBY:  I  certainly 
will  not  dispute  a  legal  point  with 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend,  but 
when  I  am  told  that  it  would 
have  been  madness  for  Mr.  Parnell  to 
bring  his  action  before  an  English  jury 
bacause  there  were  sure  to  be  some  of 
his  political  opponents  on  it,  I  do  not  say 
that  there  was  nothing  in  that  objection, 
but  it  struck  me  that  it  completely 
knocked  on  the  head  the  substitute- 
tribunal  which  he  himself  proposed.  Mr. 
Parnell  and  his  friends  asked  for  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons.  No 
doubt  that  would  have  been  strictly 
regular  and  Constitutional.  But  I  think 
we  all  know  also  that  it  would  have  been 
absolutely  inefEective.  I  will  not  suggest 
that  that  may  have  been  its  recommenda- 
tion, but,  at  any  rats,  that  would  have 
been  the  efEect.  What  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  would  have  been 
able  to  sit  continuously  as  the  Commis- 
sion sat,  and  take  that  mass  of  evidence  ? 
Time  would  have  failed  them  for  one 
thing.  Then  how  could  a  body  of  15  or 
20  gentlemen,  all  of  them  politicians,  not 
accustomed  to  judicial  investigation,  not 
having  any  professional  guidance,  and 
all  on  an  equal  footing,  have  carried  on 
the  necessary  examination  ?  What  would 
they  have  made  of  it  ?  And,  setting  that 
consideration  aside,  of  what  value  would 
their  Report  have  been  ?  We  know  well 
enough  how  it  would  have  gone.  We 
could  not  exclude  from  the  Committee 
hot  and  eager  partisans  of  Home  Rule. 
Their  exclusion  would  have  been  called 
unjust,  and  reasonably  so.  Butif  they  were 
included,  what  chance  would  there  have 
been  of  an  unanimous  Report,  and  would 
it  not  practically  be  a  certainty  that  the 
Report  would  have  gone  upon  Party 
lines.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  this  case 
was  to  be  really  inquired  into  in  a 
satisfactory  manner,  the  tribunal  must 
have  three  qualifications —ample  time, 
judicial  habits,  and  absolute  impartiality. 
Not  one  of  thos3  requ'sltas  would  be 
found  in  a  Parliamentary  Committae. 
All  of  them  are  to  be  found  in  the 
Judges,  and  I  scarcely  know  where  else 
they  could  be  looked  for.  That,  to  my 
mind,  is  the  simple  justification  of  the 
VOL.  CCCXLII.    [third  series.] 


course  adopted  by  the  Government' 
They  had  to  choose  a  method  of  investiga- 
tion, and  they  chose  that  which  was  at 
once  the  most  efficient,  the  fairest,  and 
that  most  likely  to  command  popular 
resp3Ct.  Then  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  objects  that  it  was  a  tribunal  of 
which  the  members  were  selected  by  the 
Government.  Selected  by  the  Government 
they  certainly  were,  but  they  were 
selected  from  among  the  Judges ;  that  is 
to  say,  they  were  selected  from  among 
men  excluded  by  their  profession  from  all 
active  interest  in  politics,  from  men 
trained  by  all  the  habits  of  their  lives  to 
exclude  whatever  of  bias  they  might 
feel  carefully  and  completely  from 
their  investigation  of  the  facts.  And 
then,  to  make  the  matter  better, 
my  nol^e  and  learned  Friend  suggests  a 
partial  remedy  which  I  think  most  of  us 
would  agree  would  have  been  worse  than 
the  disaase.  He  says,  if  you  were  to 
have  a  tribunal  of  that  sort,  at  least  you 
ought  to  have  taken  care  that  the  Judges 
were  men  of  difEerent  politics.  Well, 
if  you  want  to  emphasise  that  political 
difference  which,  as  I  suppose  it  is  our 
object  to  ignore,  that  would  be  exactly 
the  way  to  do  it.  With  two  Judges  on 
one  side  and  one  on  the  other,  the  two 
would  be  expected  to  decide  one  way, 
and  the  third  to  decide  in  another  way 
and  the  value  of  their  decision  would  be 
destroyed  beforehand.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  must  say  that  it  has  struck  mo 
that  the  method  of  judicial  investigation 
pursued  has  been  singularly  favourable 
to  the  respondents.  I  do  not  think  a 
Committee  admitting  many  things  which 
are  not  legal  evidence  and  carrying  on  its 
inquiry  in  a  wider  and  freer  manner, 
could  possibly  have  bsen  favourable  to 
them  as  a  tribunal  governed  by  well- 
recognised  legal  rules,  and  bound  to 
treat  every  man  as  innocent  until  he  is 
absolutely  proved  to  be  guilty.  Then  I 
have  heard  the  objection — though  1  do 
not  think  it  has  been  dwelt  upon  here  to- 
night— that  a  trial  by  Judges  only  without 
a  jury,  is  not  a  Constitutional  p  -oceeding. 
Now,  that  seems  to  me  to  rest  on  a 
misunderstanding.  No  doubt,  if  this 
were  a  criminal  trial — a  trial  at  all,  in 
the  ordinary  sense  cf  the  word— there 
might  be  something  to  say  in  defence  of 
that  proposition  ;  but  as  no  sentenca  was 
to  b3  pronounced,  and  no  penalty  was  to 
follow,  except  as  a  possible  result  of 
3  G 
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ulterior  proceedings  els? where,  I  do  not 
see  how  the  analog}^  of  a  trial  applies.  If 
as  a  result  of  this  inquiiy  it  had  been 
dniermiiied  to  expel  anj  Members  from 
the  Hou.se  of  Cornnions,  the  House  itself 
iQust  have  decided  fcbat  question ;  if  it 
had  been  determined  to  proceed  against 
any  one  before  the  ordinary  tribunals, 
they  would  have  had,  like  everybody  else, 
the  advantage  of  a  juiy.  All  that  the 
Commission  could  in  any  case  have  done 
would  have  been  to  certify  that  there 
was  a  primd  facw  case  for  action 
against  somebody.  And  I  do  not 
see  why  the  Judges  should  be  incom- 
petent to  perform  Hueh  a  function  as  that. 
My  Lords,  there  is  no  doabt  more  weight 
in  the  objection  which  we  have  oftL^n 
heard  that  it  is  undesirable  that  JiidgeB 
should  b^  mixed  up  in  any  political 
matter,  [Lord  RosEBErty:  Hear,  hear.] 
Very  good — an  excellent  rule,  only  let  me 
observe  it  is  a  rule  which  you  never  have 
acted  ujKjn,  and  Tvhich  vou  never  can  act 
upon*  Has  my  noble  Frieod  never  heard 
of  political  trials  ?  Dj  not  Judges  con- 
tinually try  crises  of  riot  or  assault,  or  of 
violence  or  libeU  in  which  pihtic;tl  feeling 
is  strong  on  both  sides  ?  And  how 
about  Election  Petitious  /  Why,  for 
20  years  the  triil  of  Election  Petitions 
lias  been  put  into  the  hands  of  the 
Judges.  Many  persons  thuuglit  at  the 
time  that  the  experiment  wjisa  hold  one  ; 
it  cert.:iinly  was  a  novel  one  ;  but  1  think 
we  uU  agree  now  that  it  hiis  answered, 
and  I  havj  never  heard  that  anybixly 
jiropoees  to  tak^*  away  that  jurisdiction. 
No w,^  what  is  ther.*  in  this  case  half  sr» 
ci'inlpromisiiig  to  the  impartiality  of 
Judges  as  there  is  in  the  trial  whether 
some  recent  electiiin  which  has  lieen 
sharply  contested  is  i^  be  held  valid  or 
not?  The  noble  Earl  ( Kim k*rley)  told 
us  that  another  Parliament  would  erase 
the  Report  of  these  proceedings  from  the 
Jfmraals  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
that  we  shtnild  be  in  consequence  in  a 
focdtsh  position.  Well,  if  they  do  that,  I 
think  somebody  will  be  in  a  foolish 
position,  but  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  we. 
Such  a  proceeding  would,  no  doubt,  prove 
that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  political 
feeling  concerned  in  the  case,  hut  it 
would  not  show  that  that  political  feeling 
had  been  on  the  pfii*t  of  the  Judges. 
Wliat  it  would  show  would  be  that  the 
majority  at  the  time  found  the  votes  of 
the  Parnellites  soimpnrtaut  that  in  order 
Tht  Earl  of  Derby 


to  obtain  them  it  was  ready  to  insult  the 
judicial  body.  Then  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  Lord  Herschell  complained,  and 
I  think  the  noble   Earl   who  spoke  last 
followed   him  in  his  complaint,  that  no 
reparation  has  been  made  to  that  much 
injured      geivtleman     Mr     Parnell.       I 
answer,  the  Ri^port  is  there  which  clears 
him.       He      hardly      needed     clearing,  , 
because  the  moment  the  forgery  of  the 
letters  was  disovered,  that  part  of  the 
case  broke  down,  and  it  would  be  absurd 
to  say  that  as  the  result  of  that  proceed- 
ing he  has  been  the  sufferer.     My  noble 
Friend  and  everybody  else  know  that  the 
incident  l^as  turned   in  a  very  marked 
manner   to  his  political  advantage,  and 
though  I  do  not   sympathise  with  him, 
I  admit  that  it  is  an  advantage  to  the 
benefit  of  which  he  is  entitled.      Some 
comments    have    been    made   as   to  the 
alleged      impropriety      of      paying      a 
compliment     to    the    Judges    on    their 
freedom  from  bias.      It  was  argued,  1 1 
think,  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
that  a  Judge  is  professionally  bound  and 
assumed    to     be     impartial,    and    that"* 
therefore  to  praise  him  for  being  so  is  an  ' 
insTilt  rather  than  a  compliment.     Well, 
no  doubt  Judges  are  expected  to  show 
impartiality,  just  as  soldiers  are  ex|ieci^d 
to  show  courage  ;  Imt  we  do  not  on  that 
account   feel  ourselves   restmine*!    from 
paying  due  tribut:*  to  the   courage  of  our' 
snldieT-s   and    siulors  whenever   there   is  ^ 
occasion  for  its  display,  and   I  cannot  sete  ^ 
why  we    should    be  more    fastidious   in  ^ 
this  instance.     We  have  not  forgotten,  I 
think  (I  have  not),  the  constant  attempts 
that    were    made    18    months    ago    at 
the  time    when    the    Commission    was 
appointt?d    to    discredit    its    Report    in 
advance.      Now  the  policy  is  changed, 
and  instead  of  hearing  anything  about  a 
packed  and  prejudiced  tribunal,  we  have 
tht^  claim  put  forward  that  the  trial  has' 
ended  in  a  triumjJiant  acquittah     Well,  ^ 
but    a    very  odd    tiling   has  happened. 
Somehow     or      i>ther     it  has  happened  | 
that     the     opponents     of     the     parties 
accused      all      over    the    country      are 
circulating  the  Keport  of   this   inquiry 
by  thousands,  and  I  do  not  understand 
that  the  gentlemen   who  boast  of  their 
triumphant   acquittal    have    taken    any! 
trouble  to  circulate  it  at  all.     All  I  ob- 1 
serve  upon  that  is  that  it  shows,  if  their " 
view  is  correct,  a  remarkable  blindness  ^ 
on  both  sides  to  their  trae  interests  and 
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to  the  real  state  of  the  case.  But,  my 
Lords,  is  this  acquittal  so  triumphant 
after  all  ?  I  see  immense  stress  laid  on 
the  facfc  that  cartain  charges,  as  we  all 
know,  broke  down  completely.  Very 
good  :  so  much  the  batter  for  the  respon- 
dents. But  how  does  that  affect  the  en- 
tirely distinct  and  separate  charges  which 
have  not  brol^en  down  ?  Take  the  case 
of  an  ordinary  proceeding  in  a  Court  of 
Justice.  If  a  man  were  shown  to  have 
broken  into  a  house,  would  it  be  any  de- 
fence or  any  excuse  to  point  out  that  on 
another  occasion  he  had  been  put  on  his 
trial  for  murder  and  that  it  had  turned 
out  a  case  of  mistaken  identity  ?  Judge 
and  jury  would  say,  "  What  lias  that  to 
do  with  the  case  1 "  .  The  most  'absolute 
innocence  on  one  charge  does  not  lessen 
the  weight  of  another.  A  man  keeps  sus- 
picious company,  and  he  is  on  one  occa- 
sion unjustly  suspected.  Is  that  any 
reason  why  he  should  go  free  where  he  is 
shown  to  have  committed  an  offence  ?  I 
do  not  much  care  to  deal  with  objections 
that  have  not  been  raised  here,  but  I 
have  seen  it  not  unfrequently  said  that 
there  is  something  absurd  in  recording 
the  fact  that  a  public  man,  a  leader  of  a 
Party,  and  his  associates  have  done 
something  which  they  ought  not,  if  you 
do  not  propose  to  follow  up  the  sentence 
by  imposing  a  penalty.  My  Lords,  there 
are  only  two  possible  penalties — trial  by 
a  Court  of  Law  and  expulsion  from  the 
House  of  which  they  are  Members.  The 
latter  is  an  alternative  which  it  would 
scarcely  be  decorous  to  discuss  here.  I 
doubt,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  whether,  to 
an  Irish  Member,  certain  to  be  backed 
up  by  his  constituency,  expulsion  would 
be  any  real  penalty ;  and  as  bo  the  other 
method,  though  intimidation  and  criminal 
conspiracy  are  offences  against  the  law, 
they  are  hardly  offences  that  could  be 
visited  with  punishment  years  after 
their  commission,  especially  when  the 
guilt  has  been  shared  among  so  large  a 
number  of  persons.  I  have  hesurd  a 
criticism  on  tho  Report  this  evening, 
which,  if  it  had  not  been  made  by  the 
noble  Earl  (Kimberley)  1  should  have 
ventured  to  call  somewhat  irrelevant. 
The  Report,  it  is  said,  has  brought  out 
nothing  new.  Well,  why  should  it? 
The  object  of  these  proceedings  was  not 
to  gratify  the  public  taste  for  novelty, 
but  to  verify  facts.  We  know  now  how 
matters  stand.     We  know  what  has  been 


proved,  what  disproved,  and  what  left 
uncertain;  and  surely,  if  the  public, 
which  is  the  ultimate  tribunal,  is  to  form 
a  judgment  on  these  proceedings,  that  is 
a  not  inconsiderable  gain  to  all  the 
world.  And  when  it  is  objected  that  no 
penalty  follows  on  the  sentence,  I  answer 
that  the  object  was  not  to  impose 
penalties,  but  to  clear  up  douBt 
and  enlighten  opinion.  My  Lords,  I 
have  no  such  wild  hope  as  that  th^ 
judgment  of  any  tribunal  will  influence 
Irish  constituencies.  I  believe  (I  am 
sorry  to  say  it)  that  if  any  of  these  gen- 
tlemen whose  conduct  has  been  ques- 
tioned had  been  found  directly  and 
flagrantly  guilty  of  participation  ill 
criminal  acts,  those  acts  being  committed 
in  the  interests  of  the  Land  League  or  the 
National  League  (for  they  are  really  one)^ 
the  fact  that  they  have  been  so  found 
guilty  would  make  them  no  less  but 
rather  more  popular  among  their  Irish 
supporters.  In  England  I  trust  it  is  other- 
wise, and  I  may,  and  do  hope,  that  this 
calm,  judicial,  impartial  deliverance  will 
have  its  effect  upon  the  judgments  of 
English  voters  and  of  those  who  influence 
them  by  speech  or  writing.  My  Lords, 
I  said  that  tho  result  of  the  inquiry  could 
not  be  reasonably  described  as  an  ac- 
quittal. What  is  that  result  ?  I  take 
the  findings  of  the  Commissioners  ad 
they  are  given,  only  omitting  those  dtf 
which  the  parties  accused  are  either 
acquitted  or  the  charge  is  found  not 
proved.     The  first  finding  is — 

* '  That  the  respondent  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment eoUectively  were  not  members  of  a  con- 
spiracy having  for  its  object  to  establish  the 
absolute  independence  of  Ireland,  but  we  fiod 
that  some  of  them,  together  with  Mr.  Davitt, 
established  and  joined  in  the  Land  League 
organisation  with  the  intention  by  its  means  to 
bring  about  the  absolute  independence  of 
Ireland  as  a  separate  nation.  The  names  of 
those  respondents  are  set  out  on  a  previous 
page." 

Now  I  look  for  the  names  included  in 
that  charge.  They  are  numerous.  They 
do  not  include  Mr.  Parnell,  but,  besides 
that  of  Davitt  and  that  of  Mr.  Harris, 
whose  remarkable  speech  about  the  value 
of  landlords'  lives  some  time  ago  attracted 
a  good  deal  of  attention,  I  find  that  Mr. 
Dillon  and  Mr.  O'Brien,  two  of  the 
recognised  leaders  of  the  Irish  Parlil^• 
mentary  Party,  are  included  in  that 
finding.     Then  comes  No.  2 — 

"  That  the  respondeat  did  enter  into  a  con- 
spiracy by  a  system  of  coercion  and  intimida- 
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tlon  to  proiBole  an  ngrarUn  agitation  n^ainst 
Ihb  payment  of  ugriciiltunil  reals,  for  the  pur* 
po9i>  of  impoverishiog  and  expolUng  from  Iho 
country  the  Irish  landlords  'who  w«re  Btyled 
the  •  EoR-lish  Garriaon/  '* 

I  dure  say  most  of  your  LordRhips  who 
have  read  this  R*jport  will  hare  observed 
that  the  detailed  statemeitt  in  tlie 
Heport  is  in  finitely  more  nevere  than  the 
measured  words  of  the  summing-up.  On 
pa^e  54,  referring  to  this  s*inio  8p3eclu 
th-'  Commission L'rs  say  - 

'•  In  our  judifmeot  tho  louderis  of  th«  L>ind 
Leiigijo  ^' ho  combined  together  to  cvirry  vut  iht* 
hvutein  of  boycottinir  were  guilty  of  a  criiniaal 
conapintcy.  oqo  of  the  objVetu  of  which  wn9  (us 
BUt(*d  in  the  aocond  charge)  by  a  eyiitem  uf 
coercion  acd  intimidation  to'  promote  an 
Hfi^rarian  agitation  a^aiaH  the  payment  of  agri- 
citllural  renta  for  the  purpose  of  impoveriahiog 
and  expelling'  from  the  country  the  Irish  land* 
lord«,  who  were  BtyJed  the  *  EngLsh  Garriaon/" 

That  charge  is  said  to  bt'  proved  against 
a  number  of  men,  and  in  the  list  the 
name  of  Mr,  Parnell  standi*  tirst,  and  I 
ohserve  that  the  list  includes  most  of  the 
notable  personages  in  the  Irish  Party, 
Then  finding  No.  4  in  brief.  It  simply 
states — 

"That  the  respondents  did  disjemmato  the 
Jriik  Jrarid  and  other  newapaj.»€r8  tending  tt» 
incite  to  tedition  and  the  commisaion  of  other 
crime.'' 

Then  come  the  two  findings  which,  to  me 
at  least,  seem  to  b-  by  far  the  most  im- 
portant of  all — 

"  V.  We  find  lh»t  llie  respondentt  did  not 
directly  incite  persons  to  the  connnisaion  of 
crime  other  than  intimidation,  but  that  they 
did  incite  to  intimidation,  and  that  the  conae- 
tiueuce  of  thftt  incitement  was  that  crime  and 
I'Utrage  were  cOTrimitttd  by  the  persons  incited. 
We  tind  that  it  has  not  been  proved  that  the 
ie«pondtDt«  made  pflymcnls  for  the  purpose  of 
ioeitinu  persons  to  couiridt  crime. 

VI,  We  find  hs  to  the  Allegation  that  the 
rpHijond^nte  did  nothing  to  prevent  crime,  and 
express d  no  hand  ^fide  di«»pproTal :  that  iome 
«»f  the  rPKpondent-s  and  in  pHfticuhir  Sir. 
Davilr,  did  otpr^fl*  //D«a  fiJe  disapproviil  (f 
crime  and  outruge,  but  tlmt  thif  rt'«.|H*ndenU 
did  not  dfnutiiteu  lh«  syatcin  uf  utttnitdatiun 
%*huh  I^d  lo  ciiriie  and  outrage*,  hut  porttstgd 
in  it  with  knowledge  of  itfi  eSect/* 

My  Lords,  it  seems  to  my  that  the  whole 
charge  really  lies  in  that,  I  hiy  strciis 
upon  it,  because  it  sjems  tu  me  that  there 
Is  the  widest  possible  distinction  Ixftween 
an  isolated  instance  of  incitement  to  in- 
tiiuidiite  and  a  long -continued  system  of 
speaking  in  that  sense.  Any  vehement 
speaker  might  fall  into  the  ern^r  on  some 
one  occasion  of  using  lungna^^e  which 
The  Eavl  o/ iii^rhy 


incited    to   crime,    without    deliberately 
intending   it,  and   without  being  guilt^ 
of  more   than  imprudence.     But   when  J 
spaech  after  speech  is  made,  and  murder' 
follows  as  a  consequence,  and  the  spc^aker 
must   know  that   it  will   follow,  is  the 
moral  difference  very  wide  between  the 
man  who  does  the  act  and  the  agitator  . 
who  incites  him  to  it  ?     I  hiy  no  great! 
stress  on  the  s.?ventii  finding,  for  there  | 
is  nothing  criminal   in    paying    for   the  [ 
defenc'j  of  an  accused  person,  or  for  the  | 
support    of    his    family.     But    I   cannot  i 
treat   with   equal   lightness   tlie   eighth  \ 
finding,  which  is-  - 

'*  We  tind  as  to  the  alk'g;»tion  that  the  re- 
spondents made  payments  to  compeD«4it«  penofta 
who  had  been   injaied  in  tho  comiinssioa  of  | 
Clime,  that  they  did  mt  ko  stiuh  payment?.*' 

Now,   what  doea   that   mean?     A  man 
attempts  to  commit  a  murder^  or  a  violent 
and  dangerous  assault.     He  is   himself 
wounded  or  injtired»    and    the    cautions 
sympathiser,  who  would  not  openly  push 
him  on  to  the  act,  is  ready  to  do  what  be 
can  to  relieve   him  from  its  unpleasant 
consequence  when  done.     If  I  have  an 
enemy,  and  if  somebody— though  entirely 
w  i  t  lio  ut  my  k  no  w  le  dgo  or  concur  re  nee— 
endeavours  to  murder  that  enemy»  tmd 
is  himself  badly  hurt  in  the  attempt,  and 
if  then  I  send  the  man  w)io  intended  to 
b^  a  murderer  money  and  help,  and  pro- 
vide  for  Ids  family,  aud    osluntatiously 
show  the  intercttt  1  take  in  him,  I  ask 
how    does  that  conduct — 1  do    not  say 
legally,  but  tnorally — fall  short  of  com- 
plicity   with     murder  (     I    know    what 
will    or    what    may    be    said    on     that 
point — that    tho    payments    proved    to 
have      been      made      were      few      and 
small.     Yes,    the     '*  payments    proved," 
but  were  theix;  no  others  f     Is  there  not 
every  reason  to  believe  that  for  one  t^aee 
we    know    of    there    are    many   which 
remained  unknown  /  And  if  the  suspicion   l 
that  there   were  other   stn-h    cases   un- 
known   to   us    ba    unfnuTuled,    who    is 
res|>onsible  for  it«  existence  ']    What   has 
Ix'come  of  t  he  lieugue  bcKiks  ?   It    is  said 
thi^y  have  been  lost  by  aecident.     If  so, 
it  was  a   hicky   accident.     Then   comes 
the  Inst  charge,  which,  thoutrh  it  is  grave 
enough,  I  am  bound  to  say  does  not  seem 
to  me  to  carry  the  guilt  as  far  as  some 
of  the  others.     It    is  the  ninth  findings 
which   your    Lordships    all    remember. 
It  comes  to  this  :    that  the  respondents 
wanted  help  from  men,  whose  policy  was 
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undoubtedly  a  policy  of  murder  and 
outrage,  and  they  took  that  help  without 
saying  one  word  of  disapproval  of  what 
their  allies  were  doing,  and  what  they 
perfectly  well  knew  their  allies  must  be 
doing.  My  noble  Friend  Earl  Spencer 
says  that  it  is  not  fair  to  hold  leaders 
responsible  for  all  the  acts  of  followers, 
whom  they  cannot  efEectively  control. 
Perhaps  not; but  I  think  that  if  the  acts 
are  done  in  the  interest  and  for  the 
advantage  of  those  leaders,  though 
entirely  without  their  participation,  and 
if  they  say  nob  one  word  to  disavow  or 
denounce  what  ia*  so  done  for  their  ad- 
vantage, they  are  to  a  certain  extent 
morally  participant  in  the  guilt  of  those 
acts.  Now,  my  Lords,  what  comes  of 
theso  findings  ?  Yon  have  a  system  of 
coercion  and  intimidation  proved  against 
the  respondents ;  you  have  it  proved 
that  newspapers  were  circulated  by  them 
tending  to  incite  to  the  commission  of 
crime  ;  you  have  it  proved  that  the  ac- 
cused incited  to  intimidation,  and  that  in 
consequence  crime  and  outrage  followed ; 
you  have  it  proved  that  when  that 
natural  and  inevitable  result  followed 
they  presisted  ill  the  system  of  intimida- 
tion with  full  knowledge  of  its  efEects ; 
you  have  it  proved  that  men  were  com- 
pensated by  the  respondents  for  injuries 
sustained  in  the  commission  of  crime ; 
you  have  it  proved  that  they  condoned 
the  action  of  the  Physical  Force  Party  in 
America  by  carefully  abstaining  from 
any  repudiation  of  their  deeds,  because 
they  wanted  and  got  help  from  them. 
My  Lords,  I  see  it  is  said  that  the  Com- 
missioners have  of  necessity  been  com- 
pelled to  leave  out  of  sight  those  political 
considertions  which  palliate  acts  of 
crime.  That  seems  to  me  a  strange 
argument  to  use  in  an  English  Parlia- 
ment. We  are  asked  to  excuse, 
to  condone,  at  any  rate  to  treat 
with  exceptional  tolei-atice  and  lenity 
acts  which  anywhere  else,  under 
any  other  circumstances,  would  be 
infamous.  Why  ?  Because  they  are  in- 
spired by  a  bitter,  secular,  persistent 
hatred  of  England,  and  of  the  class  which 
represents  England.  My  Lr)i*ds,  I  think 
J  may  leave  that  defence  to  your  judg- 
ment and  to  that  of  the  public.  Then  it 
is  said,  before  you  judge  these  men 
harshly,  think  what  a  detestable  system 
they  were  living  under,  what  provocation 
(;hey  had,  and  how  unablp  they  wer^  to 


remedy  their  grievances  by  gentle  means. 
My  answer  is  that  that  plea  is  historically 
inaccurate.  Why,  nearly  all  this  outn^e, 
all  this  intimidation,  all  this  violence  is 
subsequent  to  the  Land  Act  of  1881. 
That  is  to  say,  the  land  grievance  was 
remediedalready,  as  far  as  legislation  could 
remedy  it.  Parliament  had  conceded  to 
the  tenants  more  than  ever  was  con- 
ceded to  a  tenantry  before.  They  had 
had  the  most  convincing  proof  that  we 
were  ready  to  listen  to  their  complaints. 
And  that  is  the  state  of  things  which 
we  are  now  told  was  so  intolerable  as  to 
excuse  what  would  otherwise  be  inex- 
cusable. My  Lords,  the  only  excuse  avail- 
able for  these  acts  would  be  that 
probably  in  the  minds  of  thos3  who 
committed  them,  they  were  acts  of  war — 
that  it  was  a  civil  war  in  disguise.  Well, 
give  that  plea  what  validity  you  choote, 
it  does  not  seem  to  be  exactly  a  valid 
reason  for  putting  political  power 
into  the  hands  of  those  who  are 
making  war  upon  you.  But  if  it 
be  war  it  is  war  of  a  very  cowardly  sort, 
and  for  my  part  I  own  I  have  more  for- 
giveness, I  have  more  tolerance  for  the 
poor  ignorant  peasant  who,  at  the  risk  of 
his  own  life,  takes  the  life  of  some  other 
man  whom  he  has  been  taught  to  believe 
his  enemy,  than  I  do  for  the  educated 
and  cautious  agitator  who  takes  care  to 
run  no  personal  risk,  who  does  not  incite 
to  specific  acts  of  crime,  because  that 
would  be  dangerous,  but  who  suggests 
and  hints  at  a  course  of  proceeding  of 
which  he  well  knows  what  the  conse 
quences  must  be,  and  which  he  does  not 
dare  openly  to  advise.  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  wish  to  trouble  you  longer,  or  to  drnw 
obvious  conclusions  from  well-known 
facts,  or  to  expatiate  on  what  you  know 
already.  But  I  wish  to  say,  and  1  do 
say,  that  I  believe  the  appointment  of 
this  Cominission  to  have  been  a  wise  and 
judicious  act,  and  that  in  my  judgment 
it  ha6  thrown,  and  will  throw,  more  light 
on  the  true  condition  of  things  in  Ireland, 
on  the  state  of  feeling  and  the  conditions 
of  life  there,  than  will  be  at  all  agreeable 
to  Mr.  Pamell  and  his  allies. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  My  Lords, 
I  need  hardly  say  that  it  is  not  of  my 
own  free  will  that  I  intrude  upon 
you  on  this  occasion.  In  the  first  place, 
I  hold  a  municipal  and  non-political  office 
which  makes  me  anxious  to  hold  as  much 
^ooi  as  I  gan  from  Party  politic^.     In 
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Ae  next  place,  nature  abbora  a  vacuum, 
%nd  so  do  I.  But  it  is  not  on  my  respon- 
•ibilitj  tbat  I  address  you,  Tour  Lord- 
ships force  on  us,  the  Bmall  hody  of 
Liberals  who  stand  in  this  House,  the 
jiaiuful  necessity  of  taking  a  part  on  this 
oecasion.  I  confess  that,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  would  gladl}^  have  seen  this 
sabject  not  touched  in  this  House, 
for  the  sake  of  the  vast  majority  of  this 
House,  for  the  sake  of  ourselves  who  are 
placed  in  so  disadvantageous  a  |>osition 
in  contending  with  you,  and  also  for  the 
character  of  this  House,  which  I  cannot 
tbink  will  g'ain  from  your  action  in  this 
matter.  With  regard  to  my  noble 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down,  I  have 
but  little  to  say.  I  am  delighted  that  he 
views  the  Report  with  so  much  satisfac- 
fciou  ;  I  am  delighted  but  not  surprised, 
because  ho  only  quotes  those  portions 
which  ossist  his  own  argument.  I  did 
not  observe  that  in  the  ooui-se  of  a  care- 
ful spi*ech  he  touched  at  all  njion  those 
real  charges  which  have  been  brought 
Against  the  Irish  Members,  and  upon 
which  they  have  been  acquitted.  If  he 
is  aatistied,  how  much  more  should  we  be 
satisfied  who  have  seen  our  opinion 
ratified  by  every  election  that  has  since 
taken  place .  Thtfugh  the  noble  Marrjuess is 
fcslieved,  by  the  indiscretion  of  some  leaky 
Conservative,  yesterday  to  have  expressed 
profound  satisfaction  with  the  result  of 
thos?  appeals  to  the  country,  I  ca.n 
assure  him,  and  I  can  assure  the  nublc 
Earl  that  we  are  amply  satisfied  with  the 
verdict  of  the  country  in  that  respect. 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  object  entirely  to  this 
Resolution,  but  I  do  not  propose  to  enter, 
AS  the  noble  Earl  has  done,  at  very  great 
length  into  the  inceptifin  of  the  tribunal 
which  has  tried  this  case.  I  will  prefer 
rather  to  agree  with  the  noble  and 
litarned  Lord  (Lord  Setborne)  who  said 
that  the  tribunal  was  the  result 
of  the  law  of  thp  land,  and  that 
wo  miy  bo  satisfied  to  accept  it. 
T  am  satisfied  t'^  accept  it.  I 
did  not  admire  its  constitution,  but  I 
tbirik  perhaps  it  will  shortc^n  matters  to- 
night if  wo  deal  entirely  witli  the  result 
of  that  tribunal.  I  venture  to  say  that 
with  regard  to  tliis  Report,  the  result  of 
t>h^l  tribunal,  if  we  adopt  ifc — and  we 
shall  adopt  it,  we  know — without  note  or 
comment,  we  shall  be  doing  a  grave  in- 
iu&fcrce  to  ourselves,  and  a  still  great'Or 
injustice  to  thoss  Irish  Members  who.se 
77w!  Earl  oj  Ronf^**nj 


conduct  is  affected*  I  object  to  the 
Resolution  both  for  what  it  contains  and 
what  it  omits.  What  does  it  contain  ? 
It  tells  us  first  to  thank  the  Judges  for 
their  impartiality  and  justice.  I  am  not 
going  to  labour  that  point,  which  has  been 
so  often  discussed  to-day,  but  I  will  say' 
brierty  that  as  regards  that  part  of  the 
Resolution  I  regard  it  as  degrading  to 
the  Judges,  and  that  is  the  net  and  the 
sure  result  of  your  dragging  the  judicial 
Bench  by  these  Judges  into  the  political 
arena — that  you  have,  so  to  speak,  to 
refurbish  them  and  deck  them  up  again 
witli  their  original  attributes  before  you 
resttjre  them  to  their  judicial  functions. 
Then,  passing  from  that,  I  ask  why  we 
are  to  adopt  this  Report  as  it  stands  ? 
We  are  asked  to  transfer  it  in  a  lump  to 
our  Journals.  I  will  not  dwell  on  the 
verbal  inaccumcies  of  the  R-eport. 
Many  of  the  defendants'  names  are 
wrongly  given.  This  seems  a  trivial 
matter,  but  in  a  legal  document  it  is  not  I 
a  trivial  matter.  Yet  iliero  is  nothing  ; 
in  the  Resolution  that  implies  tbat  we 
are  not  to  swallow  it  whole.  Then, 
again,  I  should  not  wish  to  pick  any 
holes  in  that  stupendous  structure  of  the 
Report,  but  I  would  venture,  without 
imputing  any  bias  whatever  to  the 
Judges  to  point  out  the  extraordinary 
want  of  proportion  that  reigns  through* 
out  that  Report,  Some  points  are 
laboured  at  very  great  length,  but  the 
Judges  lay  down — I  think  it  will  be 
lietter  perhaps,  in  order  to  preserve  the 
Judicial  Bench  from  the  arena  of  Party 
politics,  if  we  call  them  *'the  Commis- 
sioners,"— the  Commissioners  lay  down 
without  note  or  comment,  without  a 
word  of  proof,  that  the  rejection  of 
the  Compensation  for  Disturbance 
Bill  in  this  House  had  no  effect 
whatever  in  the  diminution  of  outrage, 
I  say  that  that  is  a  proposition  which 
may  fairly  be  maintained  ;  but  if  it  may 
fairly  be  maintained,  it  is  one  that  re- 
quires the  most  ample  proof  in  face  of 
the  extraordinary  antecedent  improba- 
bility which  attnches  to  it.  Then  they 
follow  that  up  by  saying  that  the  Land 
Bill  of  1881  and  the  Arrears  Bill  of  1882 
had  no  effect  whatever  in  removing  out- 
rage from  Ireland,  I  say  again  that  | 
that  requires  ample  proof — ample  proof  I 
when  you  have  it  on  the  aissu ranee  of 
Mr.  Parnell,  who  had  no  object  in 
making  the  assertion,  that  from  his  prison 
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windows  lie  observed  the  effect  of  the 
Iiand  Bill  of  1881,  and  when  he  saw  the 
thousands  of  tenants  flocking  into  the 
Courts  to  take  advantage  of  it,  he  saw 
what  an  enormous  blow  it  was  at  the 
League  of  which  he  was  the  head.  I 
jsay  then  that  as  a  matter  of  proportion 
at  least  it  would  have  been  seemly  of  the 
Commissioners  if  they  had  given  us  some 
reason  for  this  very. large  statement,  and 
I  naay  say  that  both  with  regard  to  the 
the  rejected  Bill  of  1880,  and  to 
the  Bills  of  1881  and  1882  there 
h  nothing  more  remarkable  in 
the  Commissioners'  Report  than 
their  extraordinary  disdain  for  all  forms 
of  legislative  remedy.  It  almost  amounts 
to  a  contempt  of  Parliament — I  mean  in 
the  strict  and  not  in  the  juridical  sense — 
because  1  think  of  every  Act  to  which 
they  allude  they  assert  most  positively 
that  it  has  had  no  effect  one  way  or 
the  other  in  its  influence  on  Ireland. 
Well,  I  say  upon  those  points  that  there 
is  a  singular  want  of  proportion.  They 
give  us  no  proof  whatever  of  their 
allegation  ;  but  in  order  to  prove  the 
charge  about  boycotting,  as  to  which  I 
should  venture  to  say  that  though  it  came 
suddenly  on  the  noble  Marquess,  it  came 
as  a  common-place  on  every  other 
Member  of  the  House,  they  devote  22 
pages  to  its  elaboration,  and  actually  quote 
a  paragraph  from  the  Irishman,  a  paper 
80  obscure  that  my  noble  Friend  Earl 
Spencer,  in  his  Government  of  Ireland, 
had  never  heard  of  its  existence — they 
quote  a  passage  from  the  Irishman  twice 
over  in  the  course  of  their  Report,  in 
order  to  labour  a  point  against  the  Irish 
Members.  But  that  is  not  the  only 
want  of  proportion.  I  say  they  devote 
22  pages  to  boycotting.  They  devote 
nothing  in  proof  of  their  legislative 
axioms  ;  but  if  they  devote  22  pages  to 
boycotting,  what  do  they  devote  to  the 
central  question  of  all — the  charge  of  the 
forged  letters?  They  dismiss  that  in 
four  lines.  1  was  exceedingly  amused  in 
the  course  of  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Marquess  to  hear  the  reference  that  he 
made  to  the  use  that  we  are  supposed  to 
have  made — the  dexterous  use  of  these 
forged  letters.  He  says  that  our  side 
put  them  in  the  forefront  of  our 
attack,  and  that  we  manipulated  them 
with  singular  dexterity  so  as  to  bring 
them  forward  as.  the  forefront  and  the 
centre  of  the  whole  matter.     My  Lords, 


I  will  tell  you  who  it  is  who  was  the 
originator  of  this  dexterous  and  clever 
manoeuvre.  It  was  a  gentleman  of  great 
ability,  who  once  was  associated  with  our 
Party,  but  whom  we  do  not  regard  as  a 
leader,  or  an  associate,  or  even  a  friend 
of  ours  now — it  was  Mr.  Chamberlain, 
who,  in  his  speech  in  the  House  of 
Coinmons,  said  that  the  gravamen  of  the 
whole  matter  was  the  forged  letters,  and 
so  important  and  so  central  were  they 
that  he  greatly  doubted,  if  they  were 
found  to  be  forged,  whether  anybody 
would  pay  any  attention  to  anything 
else.  When  we  are  accused  of  making 
use  of  the  forged  letters  for  our  own 
political  purposes,  I  accept  the  compliment 
of  the  noble  Marquess  to  our  dexterity 
— a  dexterity  which,  I  venture  to  say, 
is  superhuman,  and  absolutely  unsus- 
pected by  ourselves.  Then,  my  Lords,  I 
take  a  further  objection  to  this  Report. 
I  will  not  dwell  on  it,  I  will  only  allude 
to  it  in  passing ;  but  it  is  one  which 
makes  it  fundamentally  and  radically 
imperfect  and  useless  as  a  record  of  this 
chapter  of  Irish  history.  It  is  that 
which  has  been  touched  on  before,  and 
which  rests  on  the  admission  of  the 
Commissioners  themselves,  and  which, 
therefore,  I  suppose  will  not  be  disputed 
by  any  Party  in  this  House,  that  they 
feel  themselves  debarred  from  touching 
on  any  of  those  circumstances,  whether 
political  or  historical,  or  connected  with 
the  circumstances  of  the  time — they  feel 
themselves  debarred  from  touching 
on  any  of  the  transactions  which 
may  explain  or  throw  light  on  the 
articles  with  which  they  have  to  deal. 

I  say  that  in  all  these  points, 
which  have  been  more  or  less 
laboured  by  previous  speakers,  this 
Report  cannot  stand  on  your  Journals 
without  note  and  without  comment  as  a 
real  and  genuine  utterance  of  the  public 
opinion  of  this  country,  or  even  of 
Judges  who  had  the  whole  matter  before 
them — it  cannot  stand  as  a  satisfactory 
record  of  the  opinion  of  the  country  on 
that  transaction  at  this  moment.  If  you 
wish  to  make  it  complete  you  can  at  least 
do  this:  you  can  add  to  it  the   10   or 

II  volumes  of  evidence,  to  which  we  are 
not  privileged  to  have  access;  those  10 
or  1 1  printed  volumes  will  at  least  give 
what  does  not  appear  in  the  Report,  a 
full  account  of  what  Mr.  Chamberlain 
called  the  gravamen  and  centre  of  the 
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whole  transaction,  the  Pigott  forgeries. 
But,  mj  Lords,  I  have  a  greater  objection 
to  urge  against  this  Report  than  any  I 
have  put  forward  as  an  objection  to  its 
being  placed    upon   your  Journals,    and 
ttiat    is    this :     It    makes    no    attempt 
whatever  to  discriminate  between  m-ral 
ci'lme  and  political  offence.     That  is  what 
r-^ally    lies    at    the    root    of  the   whole 
matter.     On  one  side  of  the  House  yoa 
hear  long  disquisitions— I  will  not  say  on 
one  side  of  the  House  ;  I  beg  pardtin  of 
th3  noble  Lords,  because  with  sinjcular 
]i(»litical  dexterity  they  have  confined  the 
wliole  discussion  this  evening  to  our  own 
liide  of  the  House,  but  on  one  side  of  the 
question  you  hear  deepening  of  political 
offence  and  absohite  ignoring   of  moral 
crime.     That  was  the  fault  I  found  with 
the  speech  of  the  noble   Earl     On  the 
other  side  you  find  it  stated  broadly  and 
fully  that  the  origin  of  this  Commission 
rests  not  on  political  offence,  but  moral 
crime.     Now,     my    Lords,     T    am    not 
going     to      dwell    on     the     jmrticular 
charges   which    have  be:-n    so    carefully 
entered  into  by  my    noble  and  leMrnofi 
Friend  Lord  Herschell.     It  is  said  that 
the  respoiidonts    established    a   League 
with  the  hope  of  bringing  about  indepen- 
dence, and  that  that  Land  League  was 
joined  by  certain  persons  for   that  pur- 
pose.    You  never  can  tell  for  what  pur- 
pose  anybody  joins  a  particular  League, 
but  this  you  can  say  of  the  founder  of 
the  Land  League,  that  for  founding  it 
he   was    expelled  the  Councils    of    the 
Fenian  Organisation,  which  does  not  Iwk 
at  any  rate  as  if  the  Fenian  Organisation 
held  the  view  of  the  Commissioners  that 
the    Land    League    was    a    favourable 
agency  for  their  purposes.     Then  there 
are  other  points — for  instance,  as  to  the 
money  given   to  criminals.      My   noble 
Friend  said  that  that  rests  on  only  a  few 
isjlatcd      instances.      He    might    have 
limited  his  remark  even  more  than  that 
— it  rests  on  only  one  dubious  endorse- 
ment   to  a  letter,    which    endorsement 
was   placed    on    that  letter  when    the 
leaders  of  the    Land     Lefigue    were   in 
prison.     That  is  the  little  hone  out  of 
which    the    noble  Marquess  constructed 
that  enormous  monster    this    evening. 
But  the  noble  Earl  (Lord  Derby)  and 
others  have  said  wo  can  have  no  further 
evidence  because  the  Land  League  books 
have  disappeared,  and   the  noble  Earl  at 
the  same  time  mentioned   that  be  c?on- 
The  Emi  of  Eoaebe^y 


sidered     the     Land     LcagTie    and    the 
National  League    as  virtually  one.      If 
that  is  so,  that  cuts  away  the  whole  root 
of  his  argument,  because  we   had  all  the 
books  of  the  National  League  before  the 
Commissioners.      But    as    regards    the 
Land  League  it  ceased  to  exist  nine  years 
ago.      It  was    hunted    and    persecuted 
out     of     existence  ;     every     policeman 
that      you      had     at     your     command 
in     Ireland     was     put      on     the    trail 
to  stamp    out   the     League ;     and    yet 
you  suppose  that  under   those  circum- 
stances these  persons,  who  did  not  wish 
probably  to  betray  the  names  of  those 
whom  they  employed  to   the  rural  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  Ireland,  were 
b'kely  to   toke  away  and  cherish    these 
precious    manuscripts  in  order  that,   at 
the  fitting  time,  if  ever  Parliament  in 
the  fulness  of  its  justice  should  grant  an 
inquiry  into  the  whole  circumstances  of 
Ireland,  they  should  have  these  priceless 
manuscripts  to    place  at  your  proposal. 
I  confess  that  I  cannot  see  much  in  that. 
Nor  can  I  see  that  the  giving  of  money 
to  pursons,   whether  they  be  criminals 
or  not*  but  giving  money  to  jiersons,  to 
aid  them  in  their  defence,  has  hitherto 
been   considered    any    particnlar  crime 
at    all.       But    what    I    cannot   under- 
stand    about     these     charges    is,    why 
the    boycotting,    the    pernicious    litera- 
ture,   this    money   given    to    criminals 
under  suspicion    of     crime — all     these 
various   matters— have '  suddenly    come 
as   such    a   discovery    upon    the    noble 
Marque ssj   when  they  have   been    well 
known  ;    they    have    been    printed    in 
newspapers,  and  many  of  them,  I  think, 
avowed  by  the  defendants  themselves. 
The  language  of  the  frhh  World  is  said 
to   be   violent,    but    I  think   there   are 
some   flowers   of   rhetoric    even    in  the  I 
columns  of  the  Times.      Boycotting  and 
the  spreading  of  pernicious  literature  are 
imputed   to    Irish    Members,    but    boy- j 
cot  ting    and    the    spread    of   perniciou*] 
literature  are    not  confined    to  Ireland,  f 
You    have    established    this    enormous  j 
machinery,     this      unprecedented     and} 
this     un-Constitutional    machinery,    i<i«| 
display     to    your     wondering     eyes    a  I 
great    many    things    that    were     abso^j 
Intely     and      perfectly   well  known     tdl 
you     before.      Now,    let   me   take    that 
charge  which  I    think   the   noble    Earl 
regarded  with  peculiar  abhorrence,  the  J 
cliarge  of  conspiracy  to  I'emove  landlor' 
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from  Ireland.  Well,  that  is  a  very- 
dangerous  conspiracy.  But  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  I  have  heard  the  same 
language  with  regard  to  English  and 
Scotch  landlords  on  English  and  Scotch 
platforms.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the 
Nationalisation  of  the  Land  Party,  which 
frequently  appears  at  current  political 
elections,  takes  exactly  the  same  view 
about  the  removal  of  English  and  Scotch 
landlords  as  was  taken  about  the  re- 
moval of  Irish  landlords  by  the  Irish 
Party.  But  the  difference  is  this  :  What 
we  are  allowed  to  discuss  as  a  political 
problem  in  England  or  Scotland  is  in 
Ireland  considered  a  crime.  No  doubt, 
this  removal  of  Irish  landlords  is  a  most 
heinous  offence.  I  know  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland  must  consider  it  an  offence  of 
peculiar  magfnitude.  He  has  brought 
your  Lordships  and  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  to  spend  10  millions  of 
money  in  the  commission  of  that  very 
heinous  offence.  The  Government  of 
which  I  was  a  Member  in  1886  proposed 
to  spend  a  much  larger  sum  in  that  par- 
ticular very  heinous  offence  ;  and  the 
Land  League,  if  I  am  not  greatly  mis- 
taken, which  is  supposed  to  be  the  fore- 
most in  that  heinous  offence,  was  indeed 
foremost  in  proposing  a  scheme  at  its 
first  foundation,  which  would  have 
bought  the  landlords  out  on  much  more 
liberal  terms  than  those  upon  which  the 
Government  are  proposing  to  buy 
them  out  now.  Then  there  are 
speeches  which  have  led  to  crime. 
That  is  a  very  formidable  offence,  but  I 
have  no  notion  whatever  how  it  is  that 
the  learned  Commissioners  or  any  other 
body  of  persons  have  been  able  to  trace 
the  exact  relation  between  speeches  and 
crime.  By  what  instrument,  by  what 
test,  are  you  able  to  follow  and  appreciate 
these  speeches  and  discover  exactly 
where  it  is  that  they  lead  to  crime  ?  If 
that  is  so,  I  do  not  quite  understand 
how  it  is  that  you  propose  to  measure 
the  utterances  of  the  most  eloquent  and 
impulsive  race  that  exists  under  the 
sun.  I  believe  an  opinion  has  been  given 
by  a  great  Irish  authority.  I  am  not 
sure  that  he  is  not  in  the  House  at  this 
moment — to  the  effect  that  the  reason 
of  the  English  failure  to  govern  Ireland 
rests  on  this,  that  the  English  have  no 
sense  of  humour.  I  venture  to  believe 
that  in  many  cases  the  Ivish  miut  jfeel 


that  weakness  of  ours  most  acutely 
when  they  see  the  very  serious  spirit  in 
which  all  their  random  utterances  are 
taken.  But,  my  Lords,  if  the  speeches 
of  Mr.  Parnell  and  his  followers 
are  to  be  taken  as  dangerous  and 
disloyal,  does  that  only  apply  to 
that  section  of  Irish  society?  I 
think  rather  that  I  could  find  you 
speeches  not  uttered  by  Mr.  Parnell  or 
his  followers  that  seem  to  me  to  have  a 
very  relaxing  infiuence  on  the  connection 
between  the  two  countries.  There  was 
a  meeting,  I  think,  in  1869^,  attended  by 
the  Earl  of  Inniskillin,  Viscount  Cole, 
Sir  Thomas  Bateson,  and  many  other 
Orange  notabilities.  The  following  Re- 
solution was  proposed  by  the  High  Sheriff 
of  the  County  of  Antrim : — 

**  That  we  shall  continue  to  uphold  the  legis- 
lative union  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
as  long  as  ihe  international  compact  is  respected 
and  held  inviolable  by  the  British  Parliament ; 
but  should  the  oth  Article  of  the  Treaty  of 
Union,  which  is  expressed  to  bo  fundamental 
and  perpetual,  be  repealed,  we  shall  be  forced 
to  regard  the  Union  as  virtually  dissolved." 

I  have  in  my  hand  a  whole  collection  of 
these  speeches.  I  do  not  propose  to 
detain  your  Lordships  with  them  at  this 
moment;  but  I  do  think  it  extremely 
interesting  that  we  should  have  the 
language  of  Irishmen,  eloquent,  and  per- 
haps irresponsible,  as  it  is,  upon  both 
sides  of  the  question  when  we  are  dis- 
cussing this  matter.  Let  me  go  a  step 
further.  I  am  very  sorry  not  to  see  here 
the  noble  Viscount  the  Adjutant  General. 
If  the  noble  Viscount  Lord  Wolseley  is 
not  greatly  maligned,  he  has  ofEered  to 
organise  the  forces  of  disorder  in  case  a 
particular  Act  of  Parliament  which  has 
been  proposed  to  Parliament  shall  be 
passed.  He  has  never  contradicted  that, 
and  I  should  have  been  glad  if  he  had 
been  here  to-night  to  get  up  and 
contradict  it  on  the  spot.  I  do  not 
doubt  that  he  will  contradict  it  to- 
morrow. It  is  an  allegation  which  has 
been  frequently  made,  and  that  should 
be  either  substantiated  or  repudiated, 
and  it  is  at  least  as  treasonable  an  utter- 
ance (from  any  private  individual,  much 
more  from  a  paid  and  jiermanent  official 
of  the  Crown)  as  I  think  almost  any  that 
is  recorded  in  the  Report  before  us.  Let 
me  bring  the  matter  nearer  home.  There 
is  one  of  your  leaders,  not  the  least 
eloquent,  not  the  least  popular  of  your 
leaders,  though  he  is  somewhat  in  dis- 
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grace  with  you  now^  because  he  warned 
you  of  the  gross  folly  that  you  were 
going  to  commit.  What  did  tliu  noble 
Lord,  the  late  Secretary  for  India,  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  late  leader 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  say  1  He  said, 
**Let  Ulster  fight,  and  Ulster  will  be 
right."  That,  again,  was  in  the  contin- 
gency of  the  passing  of  a  particular  Act 
of  Parliament.  I  do  not  care  to  dwell 
on  ex -Ministers  ;  let  me  come  to  Minis- 
ters. 1  know  that  the  noble  Msirquess 
would  be  the  first  to  resent  anything 
that  was  at  all  illegal  in  the  langua^re 
that  was  uttered  before  Uim  or  near  him. 
I  wa^  pleased  with  the  holy  horror  that 
he  expi-^ssed  of  anything  of  that  descrip- 
tion t<i-night.  But  I  find  that  in  the 
year  188G,  when  the  noble  Marquess 
was  in  the  free  shades  of  opposition,  and 
when  he  was  attending  a  meeting  at  St, 
Jameses  Hall,  with  the  object  of  organis- 
ing anoppsition  against  the  then  Govern- 
ment, Colonel  t^tuinderson  mjulo  a  speech 
at  the  righthand  nf  the  noble  Marquess, 
which  met  his  entire  approval.  Colonel 
Sftunderson  said^ — 

•*  Who  were  the  traitors  ?  The  men  who 
were  determiue«]  at  all  hazard  to  protect  tho 
Union,  and  uphoIsJ  tho  authority  of  the  Crown  f 
.  ,  .  .  .  Suppose  that  same  lunatic  ]>ro- 
pofiied  oa  a  sabstitute  for  tbo  police  of  London, 
the  burgl&Fd^  the  raurderer^,  and  pick- 
pockotB  "— 

You  do  not  like  strong  language  I  know, 
but  this  is  language  used  by  a  Lc»yalist — 

'*  Aod  f^ve  it  ns  hi  a  reason  that  100  yeam 
coercion  had  been  tried  and  had  failed  and  so 
forth,  if  there  wb8  a  probability  of  such  a  pro- 
position  beinjf  carried,  w^iat  coarso  wonld  be 
adopted  by  tho  citizona  of  London  ?  He  ven- 
tored  to  say  that  the  i^unmakors  would  make 
their  fortunes.  The  most  peaceable  citi^sena 
of  London  would  prepare  to  make  ready  for 
the  new  police,  and  that  waa  what  they  were 
doing:  in  Ireland,  aod  becauae  they  atited  in 
that  extremely  common  rense  way  they  bad 
been  nailed  dialoyal,  and  Sir  Henry  Jamea*'- 

r  do  not  understand  that  name  coming 
in  this  connection — 

'*  In  formed  them  that  they  were  half 
traitors." 

That  was  strong  language  with  regard 
to  the  establishment  of  a  Home  Rule 
Government  in  Ireland,  which  was  then 
a  proposition  offered  by  the  Government 
of  the  day  to  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
nient,  and  one  would  rather  have  ex* 
pected  tliat  the  noble  Marc[ness  who  was 
present  as  guegt  at  that  meeting,  would 
have  expressed  a  strong  disapproval  of 
TJie  Earl  of  Roseher^ 


it,  but  he  was  perfet^tly  delighted*     Tha^ 
noble  Marquess  said — 

'*  I  would  not  attempt— it  would  be  ini*  1 
possible— to  add  to  the  force  of  the  exhortation  I 
and  t'escription  which  you  have  received  froca  J 
my  bon»  Friend  just  now.  It  would  be  attempt*  j 
in'jE^  to  paint  the  lily  to  do  bo,  and  I  have  no  1 
doubt  thftt  he  and  the  UlBterraon  mean  i*ha|l 
thoy  t<tiy.  We  all  reject  with  indignation  an<l| 
contenijit  the  effort  which  haaheon  made  In  thqij 
House  of  Commons  to  depreciate  tbtir  legiti- 
mate exortions  for  self  defence/* 

that  is  to  say,  legitimate  exertions  tori 
what?     For     what     Mr.     Johnston     ofj 
liallykJlbeg  called  *' lining  the  last  ditckl 
with   riflemen.*'      Well,   I   say,    if    thel 
noble  Marquess  is  prepared  to  listen   to 
that  sort  of  language,  which,  under   thol 
circumstances,    was  a  flat,  or  a  possible, 
incentive  to  revolution,  he  must  not  be^ 
shocked  if  he  finds  that  other  Imhmec 
have  somewhat   eloquent   tongues.     Mjf 
L«>rds,  yon  may  ask  why  IquotetheBc  in* 
stances.  1  quote  them  simply  for  this  purJ 
jK>se :  thatyou  may  mete  uu  t  the  same  mea-| 
sure  to  these  Irishman  as  you  mote  out  to 
your  own  Irishmen,  and  that  what  is  hced-j 
loss  rlietoric  on  one  side  shall  be  heedles 
rhetoric  on  the  other.     But  I    really  do 
not  need    to    extenuate    in    any   degree 
the    utterances  of  Mr.   Parnell  and   his, 
Party  as  set  down  in  the  Rejjort,     Thei 
is  an  operation   in  the    Law  Courts, 
any  rate  in  the  Bankruptcy  Court,  whicl 
is  called  *'  whitewashing."     I  venture 
say  that    Mr.  Parnell  and  his  followers 
have  receiired  a  complete   whitt^washingj 
as  regards  all   their  previous  language,r 
which,  although  it  was  printed  and  pub-- 
lished  and  notorious,   and  perfectly  well- 
known  to  the  noble  Marquess  and    hij 
followers,  did  not  prevent  their  forming 
a  close  political  alliance  with  them  lon§f ' 
after  those  siieeches  were  delivered,  an^  " 
which  did  not  prevent  the   Viceroy 
Ireland,  under  the  auspices  and  with  the" 
cognisance  of  the  noble  Marquess,  from 
seeking  an  interview  with  this  yxry  con^ 
vieted  traitor,  Mr.  Parnell,  to  ask  for  liis 
assistmce  in  the  government  of  Ireland 
My  Lords,  I  behove  that  when  you  come  I 
consider  what  these  Irishmen  have  done  j 
when  yon  consider  that  they  have  had 
fight  against  the  whole  force  and  fleet 
and  armies  of  the  Empire  ;    that   thc| 
have  hiid  to  fight  for  the   liberation 
their   country   ixgainst   a   nation   so   in 
finitely  stronger  than  their  own,   whe 
yon    think    of    all   the  forces    arrayed 
against  them,  and  when  you  reflect  on 
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what  they  have  accomplished,  yon  will 
not  blame  tliem  for  having  united  so  far 
as  might  be  the  scattered  branches  of  the 
Irish  race,  and  for  having  accepted 
money  without  too  closely  inspecting 
its  origin.  After  all,  the  Emperor 
Vespasian  did  very  much  the  same 
thing.  If  you  could  prove  that  this 
association  of  what  you  call  dangerous 
persons  in  America  had  won  over  the 
Parliamentary  Party  to  the  party  of 
violence,  I  should  say  that  you  would 
have  made  a  stronger  point  than  is  made 
in  the  whole  Report ;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  you  have  evidence  of  exactly  the 
opposite  description.  You  have  the  evi- 
dence— you  may  not  trust  it,  but  I 
believe  that  Mr.  Davitt,  whatever  his 
faults  may  be,  is  frank  and  outspoken 
enough — ^you  have  evidence  at  least  that 
Mr.  Davitt  believes  that  he  has  converted 
Mr.  Ford,  the  bete  noire  of  the  whole 
agitation,  and  you  have,  at  any  rate,  this 
further  evidence,  that  since  Mr.  Pamell 
has  been  able  to  control  all  the  scattered 
branches  of  the  Irish  Party,  wherever 
they  be,  violence  in  the  acute  form 
in  which  it  existed  during  the  Tithes 
war  and  the  previous  insurrectionary 
movements  of  the  present  century  has 
very  largely  diminished.  My  Lords,  I 
do  not  want  to  dwell  for  another 
moment  on  what  I  may  call  the  political 
,  charges,  because  they  are  not  the  essential 
charges.  They  would  not  have  justified 
the  inquisition  that  you  set  up.  They 
were  all  in  print  when  you  set  up  that 
inquisition,  and  though  they  come  as  a 
novelty  to  the  noble  Marquess  they 
came  as  a  novelty  to  nobody  else. 
What  you  did  set  up  this  extriordinaiy 
tribunal  for  was  this  :  to  investigate 
grave  moral  crimes,  crimes  which  would 
have  made  the  Irish  Members  unfit  to 
sit  in  the  House,  and  unfit  to  associate 
with  gentlemen.  Now,  I  venture  to  say 
this,  and  I  am  only  imitating  Mr. 
Chamberlain  i^i  siying  it — that  if  it  had 
not  •  been  for  the  attention  excited  by 
the  forged  letters  there  would  have  been 
no  Commission  at  all.  And  what  I  will 
sxy  further  is  this :  that  if  the  charges 
had  been  originally  formulated  in  the 
way  in  which  they  are  placed  in  the 
Commission  Report  it  is  very  likely  that 
public  ophiion  would  not  have  been  sp 
much  attracted  to  them  as  to  compel  a. 
tribunal  of  this  description.  But,  my 
liords,    how    was    it     thatii  they    were 
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formulated? — and  this  is  rather  im- 
portant. I  will  give  an  extract,  not  from 
the  Irish  Woi'ld-  or  the  Irishman,  but 
from  the  Times,     The  Times  says — 

*'  The  whole  conspiracy,  whether  carried  on 
by  mealy-mouthed  gentlemen  who  sit  at  Lon- 
don dinner  tables,  or  by  the  fiends  who 
orgranise  arson  and  murder,  is  one  and  indivi- 
sible." 

These  are  the  charges  that  the  noble 
Earl  has  hardly  thought  it  worth  while 
to  allude  to — 

**It  is  paid  out  of  the  six  me  purse;  it  is 
worked  by  the  same  raon ;  it  is  directed  to  the 
eame  end« ;  it  is  inspired  by  one  universal  spirit 
of  haired  to  tliis  country  and  determination,  if 
possible,  to  bring  about  complete  separation." 

Again — 

**  Rebellion  is  stcn  no  longer  in  the  eyes  of 
Irish  Archliirthops.  or  crime  in  tho  judgment  of 
Hadical  8talfs«inrn  ;  but  no  Prelate  has  ycii 
dared  to  blens  tht;  deeds  which  stand  proved 
against  the  I*and  LeHgue.  No  mystic  philo- 
sopher has  named  the  natural  horror  of 
humanity  fi»r  ihe  inevitable  accidents  of  the 
Irish  rebellion.  Murder  still  startles  tho 
ambitions  and  the  doctrinaire,  and  we  charge 
that  the  Land  League  chiefs  based  their  move- 
mentB  on  a  scheme  of  assassination." 

I  must  ask  your  Lordships'  attention  to 
that;  that  is  a  charge  which,  oddly 
enough,  has  been  omitted  from  the  speecli 
of  my  noble  Friend  below  me  (Lord 
Campsrdown),  and  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Selborne). 

**  A  scheme  of  assassination,  carefully  calcu- 
lated and  coolly  applied.  Be  the  ultimate  goal 
of  these  men  what  it  will,  they  are  content  to 
march  towards  it  in  company  with  murderers. 
Murderers  provide  their  funds ;  murderers  share 
their  inmost  council:  murderers  have  g^nn 
forth  from  the  League  office  to  set  their  bloody 
work  afoot,  and  have  presently  returned  to 
consult  the  *  Constitutional  leaders  *  on  the  ad- 
vancement of  the  cause." 

These  are  the  charges  which  obtain  little 
or  no  notice  in  the  Report,  and  much  less 
notice  in  the  speeches  of  noble  Lords 
who  are  against  us  to-night.  I  will  only 
trouble  your  Lordships  with  one  last 
extract.  This  is  also  from  the  Times. 
You  are  shocked  by  the  language  of  the 
Irish  World,  and  therefore  I  am  almost 
afraid  to  read  you  this  extract  from  the 
Tim£s — 

"We  havo  seen  how  Mr.  O'Donnell's  Con- 
stitutional organisation  was  planned  by  Feaian 
brains,  founded  ou  a  Fenian  loan,  and  reared 
by  Feuiaii  hands  ;  bow  the  infern'il  fabric  rose 
like  an  exhalation  to  tho  sound  of  mardorons 
oratory ;  how  assassins  guarded  it  about,  and 
enforced  the  hi^rh  decrees  of  the  secret  con- 
clave within  by  the  ballet  and  the  knife.    Of 
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that  eonolftve  todfty,  three  membori  »*i  m  the 
Imperial  F&Hiament,  four  ure  fuirU.ivi'S  from 
the  law  }  Bgainst  on»^  a  true  !>it1  for  raurder 
Btands  recordod  ;  nil  the  chiles  coD'^it  with 
profeurd  a^iasiiriH  sincn  tb*ir  fl^i^-^kt." 

The  only  exilo  I  havt*  tr!i/i:ed  since  ]ii« 
flight  is  now  appoliitetl  by  the  United 
States T  which  i^*  not  a  pnrticiiliirly 
prejudif^d  country,  its  Ambassador  to 
Chili.  I  do  not  know  whether  that  is 
what  was  eont?mpluted  b}-  tht!  'ft7ti*>i<, 
but  it  certainly  is  a  somewhat  nnftjrtiinatu 
repression.  Well,  my  Loixls,  I  say  that 
when  yon  \enve  out  a!l  referemic*  to  the 
charges  prefern*d  in  that  hvugung.*  which 
made  that  CommiHsiim  almost  necessary, 
it  seems  to  me  t*iat  yon  ar^  acting  in  a 
way  unwoi'thy  of  yourselves.  The  noble 
Marqiies>  said  to  (iii*'lvt  that  he  could  not 
understjiiul  that  In  criminal  tribunals 
it  was  u filial  t*"*  iwld  an  apolo^ry  to  convicts 
who  happened  bn  be  fonnd  not  ^nilty 
uf  somt?  jiarticnlar  charge.  I  do  not 
think  that  that  is  a  fair  statement  of  the 
case  as  it  ?j.p[Tlit?B  to  rhcse  Gentlemen. 
You  havj'  hal  chfirgrs  brouii^ht  a^inst 
them  in  the  ^^rfiss -st,  the  foulest,  and  the 
most  Venomous  language,  all  of  them 
emphatically  disproved.  What  you  have 
had  proved  are  the  minor  charges  of 
political  o&nce.  But  let  us  taJce 
the  fact.s  as  they  occurred,  and  try  to 
apply  them  to  any  Member  of  this  House, 
to  any  Member  of  the  Conservative  Partj^ 
if  such  a  thing  bj  possible.  A  certain 
newspaper  brings  a  char^  against  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  it  brings  it  with 
the  avowed  object  intlueming  a  Division 
in  Parliament  ;  it  is  based  on  gross 
perjury  and  forgery,  accepted  without 
examination  ns  to  its  authenticity  or  its 
source,  but  all  this  is  never  discovered 
until  after  tlie  forgery  has  done  its  work 
iu  Parliament.  Well,  ray  Lords,  if  ever 
there  was  n  breneh  of  the  privilege  of 
Parliaments  tliat  wns  a  breach  of  privilege. 
What  does  '*  privilege  "  mean  if  tliat  is  not 
breach  of  privilege  ?  And  yet  this  breach 
of  privilege  having  been  committed,  and 
proved  to  the  hist  ay  liable,  the  Govern- 
ment think  it  worthy  of  them- 
selves, worthy  of  their  majority  in 
the  other  House  and  worthy  of  the 
majority  of  this  House  not  to  state  by  a 
single  sentence  their  reprobation  of  this 
wound  of  the  honour  and  the  privi- 
leges of  Parliament,  My  Ixn*ds,  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  Prass  in  tliis  count ly  has 
unbounded  freedom,  and  we  rejoice  that 
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it    has    unbounded    freedom,    but     it 
resyjonsibility  is  co  existent  and  co-equa 
with  its  freedom,  and  I  venture  to  saj 
that  the   7 -jm^d  newspaper,  with  all  it 
great   traditions,  was  well  aware  of  the'] 
res[jonsibility   that    it  incurr^d  in  pul 
lishing  this  matter,  and  I  venture  to  fiajj 
that  if  the  truth  be  told,  the  managera  i 
the  2'inH's  newspaper  themselves  are  nc 
a  bit  less  surprised  than  we  are  that  ye 
have  not  thought  it  well  to  vindicate  H 
any    way    the  outrage  that  they  ther 
selves,  perliaps   unwittingly,  comraitte 
upon  the  privileges  of  Parliament.     Bui 
my  Lords,  what  makes  the  action  of  ihi 
(fovernment   a  little  more  suspicious 
this  :  That  at  an   earlier  monient    thejj 
were    extremely    solicitous    alnrnt     tin 
privileges  of  Parliament.     They  offer 
the    services   of  the  Attorney    General 
they  offered  a  prosecution  at  the  publifl 
expense.     AU  this  was  presumably  whi?i 
they  beheved  t)ie  charges  to  be  true  ;  bul 
siui^L?  the  charges  have  Ijeen  absolutelj 
atui    wholly    disproved,  there  is    not 
Word  or  an    •ffer  on  behalf  of  the  privS 
leges  nf  Parliament,   no  pmsecution,  nc 
a  farthing   of  money,  not  a   whisper 
all  the    thunders    that     they    formerlj 
promised,  it  is  all  allowed  to  rela[>se  int 
silence,    because    the    charge   has    beeil 
proved  to  be  emphatically  untrue .     Tbet' 
my     Lords,    how    dnes    the  trauaaotic 
altogether    sum    up  T     1    apologise    fo 
alluding    to  it,  but   it  has  been  so  Httl 
alluded     to    this    evening    that     it 
necessary    to  remind  you  what  the  re 
issue  is.     You  attack  an  iunot^ent  mafl 
you  try  him   by  a  tribunal  — 1  will  sajj 
nothing  about  the  trilmnal,  but,  at  anj 
nite,    it'  is  one   w  liich  you  choose  you 
selves,  it  is  one  as  to  the  methods  anj 
as   to   the    selection   of   which  you 
not     allow     him     the     slightest    voic 
bec^iuse  the    House    had  hardly    beg 
to    discuss     that    tribunal    when     ye 
closured  every  clause  of  the   Bill.     Yo 
take  him,  the  tribunal  finds  him  innocen^ 
and  you  fine  him  £10,000  of  expense  fo 
having  been  found  innocent  by  your  o'v 
tribunal.     That  is  the  net  result  of  estal 
lishing  innocence    under  Her   Majesty^ 
present  advisers.     Do  you    believe   tha 
that   would  have  been  the  result  of  i 
transaction  if  he  had  been  one  of 
Lordshiix^— if  he   had  been  a  Conserva- 
tive politician — if  he  had  been  even  that 
rarer  and  more  cherished   specimen  thfl 
Liberal  Unionist?     Da  you  suppose  thftf 
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under  any  circumstances,  he  would  have 
been     allowed     to    leave     that    Court, 
innocent  of  these  gross  and  foul  charges, 
at  a  loss  of  £40,000  to  himself?  I  venture 
to  say,  whatever  your.belief  may  be  on 
that   point,  the  b3lief  in  the  country  is 
tolerably    unanimous.     Then    I    would 
venture  to  ask  you   one  question  more. 
It  is  not  now  a  question  of  refunding   to 
Mr.   Parnell  the  expense  to   which  you 
have  put  him,  but  have  you  no   apology 
to  offer  to  him  for  the  treatment  to  which 
he  has  been  subjected.     I  t'ake  it  in  no 
respect   offensively,   but  I  will  ask  for  a 
moment  the  noble  Marqu3S8  to  place  him- 
self   in    that    position.     We    have    on 
former  occasions  charged  the  noble  Mar- 
quess  with  what  we  considered  political 
offences  of  a  grave    kind.     I  remember 
when  he  chose  to  embark  us   on  a  war 
with  Afghanistan  we   charged  him — we 
all    charged   him  then — some    eloquent 
voices  on  this  side,  which  are  now  dumb, 
and  which  are  the  first   to   support  his 
policy,  arraigned  him  in  eloquent  terms 
for  a  gross  political   offence  in  making 
war   on  Afghanistan.      I  still   consider 
that  that  was  a  great  political  offence ; 
but  suppose  we  had  charged  the  noble 
Marquess    with  some    moral    crime   in 
addition  ;  suppose  we  had  produced  some 
forged     document,     some      sugar-loaf 
memorandum  or  something  of  that  sort ; 
suppose    we   had    produced    that    with 
the   object  of    influencing    Parliament, 
against  him  and  then  we  had  discovered 
tliat  the  document  was  forged.      I  will 
give  no  such  disparagement  to  any  Peer 
on  this  side  of   the   House,  whether  he 
agrees  with  us  on  the  Irish  Question  or 
not,  as  to  suppose    that  we   should  not 
have    offered   just   reparation,    and  the 
amplest    reparation  that   it   was  in  our 
power  to  offer.      We   should    have   con- 
tinued to  consider,  as  we  do  still  consider, 
the  Afghanistan  War  as  a  grave  political 
offence,  but   we   should   have  been   the 
first    to  delight   in    clearing  the    noble 
Marquess  of  any  moral  crime  with  which 
we  had  unjustly  associated  him.     I  have 
always  understood  that  any  high-minded 
man  would  feel   a  pleasure  in   such  an 
atonement  as  I  propose,  and  which  ought 
to  b^  added  to  your  Resolution  to-night. 
There  is   a   sense  of    honour,  I   believe, 
inherent  in  every  man  which  is  tortured 
as  long  as  any  such   reparation  is  with- 
held.     But   if  the    noble  Marquess   is 
determined  to  withhold  that  apology,  I 


can  only  say  that  he  is  making  a  mistake, 
as  I  think,  from  his  own  point  of  view. 
He  will  find  the  mistake — he  has  already 
found  the  mistake  in  the  elections  which 
have  occurred  since    the   debates   upon 
this  matter  in  the   House   of   Commons. 
I   do  not  appeal   to  you   opposite  now 
either  as   Peers   or  as   politicians,  or  as 
statesmen,   if  you   like ;  but   there  is  a 
higher   name,    a   morj   universal   name 
than   any   of   thosj  : .  t'le    name   of   an 
English  gentleman ;  and  I  should  appeal 
to  you  as  English  gentlemen,  if  you  think 
you      have     done     your    duty,    having 
fathered  andfostered  and  sanctioned  these 
charges  against  the  Irish  Party — ["  No, 
no ''] — by  the  employment  of  the  Attor- 
ney    General — ["No,     no  "] — ^yes,     you 
have  allowed   the  Attorney  General  to 
sanction,  and  you   have  sanctioned   the 
charges     constantly      since      by     your 
language.     The   noble    Marquess  spoke 
to-day  of  the  Irish  Members  as  a  branch 
of  a  criminal  profession.       If  you  chose 
to  sanction  thesj  charges  by  your  voice, 
retrospectively  or    prospectively,  I    say 
that  when  you  find  they  are   absolutely 
false  you  owe,  as  English  gentlemen,  if 
as  nothing  else,  a  reparation  to   the  man 
you  have  wronged.  My  Lords,  I  have  only 
one  more  objection  to  urge,  and  it  is  this 
— this  is  no  matter  for  this  House  at  all. 
So  far  as  it  affects  Parliament  it  is  a 
matter  for  the  House  of  Commons.     But 
I  do  not   think  it  affects  Parliament  at 
all.     In  its  inception,  in  its  conception, 
in  its  execution,  the    whole  glory   and 
credit    of    this    transaction   belongs   to 
Her  Majesty's   Government,    and    Her 
Majesty's  Government  alone.       I  cannot 
help  observing  how  extremely  anxious 
they   are — how  generously,  how  unself- 
ishly anxious  they  are  to   share    their 
triumph  with  others.  They  have  ab'eady 
associated  the  House  of  Com'uons  with 
it,  and  they  now  ask  your  Lordships  to 
be  associated  with  it.     It  reminds  me  of 
a  story  which   was  once  told  me  by  a 
friend  of  mine  who  was  contesting  one 
of  the  last  of  the  p  »cket  boroughs.     He 
was  contesting  it  against  the  nominee  of 
the    proprietor   of    the    borough.      The 
nominee  was  the  unpopular  candidate — 
my  friend  was  the   popular    candidate. 
Of  course,  the  nominee  got  in,  and  at  the 
declaration  of  the  poll  my  friend  and  the 
nominee  being  inside  the  Court  House 
heard  the  shouts  of  the  populace  outside 
for  the  blood  of  the  successful  candidate. 
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and  tlie  sontid  of  the  stones  and  brick- 
bats that  were  prepared  to  sal  ate  his 
exit.  The  nominee  said  to  my  friend, 
the  popular  candidate,  with  an  ex- 
ceedingly pale  face,  "Do  you  not  think 
it  would  produce  a  very  happy  efPeet  if 
we  showed  that  there  was  nn  ilUfeelin^ 
and  walked  out  ann-iri-firm  togetlier  1 " 
**  No/*  said  my  friend,  **  I  would  not  roll 
yon  of  a  particle  of  your  well-earned 
triumph."  I  cannot  help  tliinkino;  that 
that  is  rather  the  position  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  the  present 
occasion.  They  wish  to  shift  the  respon- 
sibility  they  rAshly  and  foolishly  assumed 
on  to  the  shoulders  of  Parliament. 
If  it  was  a  question  of  printing  only  one 
paragraph  on  the  Journals,  I  myself 
would  agree  to  it — that  paragraph  which 
clears  thi^  House  *\i  all  rei^nsibi li ty  in 
the  rejection  of  th  ^  Compensation  for 
Disturbmce  Bill  and  for  the  suhsequeut 
increase  of  Irish  crime.  I  would  gladly 
see  that  put  upon  the  Journals  as  a 
possible  whitewashing  of  this  House 
which  I  only  hope  that  history  will  con- 
firm. But  yon  wish  to  have  the  whole 
of  it.  Well,  1  venture  to  say  that  yon 
ai*e  making  a  great  mistake.  You  are 
wantonly  and  unadvisedly  constituting 
yourselves  judges  of  what  only  aifects  the 
House  of  Commons.  Suppose  a  Peer 
were  to  have  been  brought  up  in  this 
manner  before  the  tribunals  of  the 
country,  should  you  be  pleased  that  the 
House  of  Commons  graciously  stepped 
forward  and  said  that  they  were  willing 
bo  adopt  the  Report  regarding  that  Peer 
and  to  ontc^r  it  on  the  Journals  of  their 
House  t  I  venture  to  say  that  one -half 
of  those  I  see  before  me  would  say  that 
that  was  an  outrageous  breach  of  their 
privileges.  But  here  there  is  no  Peer 
implicated — ^I  wish  to  GikI  tliere  were  a 
Peer  implicated  in  this  transaetion  !  It 
would  be  better  for  Ireland  and  better 
for  the  Irish  Peemge  if  some  of  that 
Peerage  were  found  among  the  defendants 
this  evening.  [A  lauff/i.]  Yes,  you 
laugh,  but  the  facts  remain  the  same 
whether  you  smile  or  not — that  on  one 
side  stand  the  Irisli  people,  headed  by 
the  defendants,  and  on  the  other  side 
stand  the  Irish  Peerai>"e.  It  may  he  j>er- 
fectly  true  that  the  Irish  Peerage  ai*e 
right  and  the  nation  wrong — that  makes 
i  t  no  be t te r  for  t  hn  t  ari s t oc  racy ,  B .' can  s e, 
if  thet^  be  one  truth  more  strictly  and 
universally  written  than  another  by 
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history,  it  is  this:  that  an  aristocnacj 
divorced  from  a  nation  is  a  dooinea 
aristocracy.  I  regret  it  with  all  mjj 
heart,  but  it  is  a  truth  written  on  thi 
ruined  Palaces  of  Venice  and  of  Versailles  J 
It  is  a  lesson  written  in  every  page 
history ;  and  however  ranch  we  majf 
regret  it,  we  cannot  avoid  the  inevita\^l^ 
conclusion  that  an  aristocracy  sev^ro< 
from  the  nation  is  a  doomed  arist<X!racyJ 
I  regret  that  the  Irish  nobility  have  noH 
imt:{^  mor^*  S3en  their  way  Ui  guide  ^ni 
control  and  to  lead  the  national  move-! 
ment.  When  I  first  mentioned  mjj 
regret  nt  that  want  of  asswiation, 
thought  I  heard  a  laugh  on  the  othel 
side  ;  and  yet  it  is  not  a  hundred  year 
ago  since  we  had  your  Charleraonts  and 
Cloncurries  and  Fitzgeralds— Cliarle^ 
monts  who  were  not  ashamed  to  lea  " 
the  Irish  Volunteers,  Cloncurries 
Pi  tzge raids  who  were  not  ashame 
to  share  the  aspirations  of  Ireland 
even  to  prison  and  the  grave.  There 
no  such  Peer  now.  There  were  Peer 
a  little  later  who  were  not  ashamed  ta  J 
sii^n  a  protest  against  the  Union,  as 
which  I  will  make  no  apology  for  readic 
a  single  sentence  from  it — 

**  Because   the  argumoot  made   use    of    in 
fftvoiir  of  the  Union — rmmely,  that  the  sense  oi 
the  people  of   Ireland   ia   in     ito    fnvoiir — we 
know  to  be  untrue,  and  aa  the  Miniaters  have 
declared  that  they  \»ould  not  press  the  meaaurfij 
againat  the  senae   of  the   people,  and   as  Uio' 
people  hav»'  pronounced  decidedly  and  under 
all  difficultioa  their  judgement  aj^ainst   it,    we 
have,  together  with  the  sensa  of  the  country,  thai 
authority  of  the  Alinisterii  to  enter  our  proleatl 
against  the  prujoct  of  Union,  against  the  yoke 
which  it  imposes,  the  dishonour  which  it  inflict 
the  disqTitiUfieatioQ   pj^fwed   upon  tho  reerage,! 
the  stigma  thereby   branded  on    the  Itealni,  the 
disproportionate    piinciple     of     expense^     the  J 
means  employed   to  ©fleet   it,   the  discontent  [ 
which  it  excites  and  must  continue  to  exciti5— ^ 
against  all  these  and  the  fatal  con^quencea  theyf 
may  produce  we  have  oadeavoured  lo  interposa  f 
our  votes,  and,  failing,  we  transniit  to  after  tiTnei| 
our  names  in  solemn  protest  on  behalf  of   the 
Parliamentary  constitution  of  this  realm,   th« 
lib^jrty  which  it  secured^  the  trade  which   i^ 
protected,   the  connection  which  it  preaervedJ 
and  the   CoD8titiition    which   it   supplied  and! 
fortified:  thiB  wg  feel  ourselves  called  upon  tel 
do  tn  support  of  our  characters,  our  honourJ 
and  whatever  is  left    to  us  worthy  to  be  Iraos^ 
m  i  t ted  to  our  posterl  ty . '  * 

That  posterity  liave  no  nhare  in   those 
aspu'ationH,    and    yet    that    paper    wa 
signed  by  such  names  as    the   Dnke  ol 
Ijcicester,  Lords  Arrjiu,   Mount  Cashell, 
Famham,   Massy,    Strangford,    Granard,. 
Ludlow,  Moira,  Wm.  Down  and  Connor/ 


1481      Special  Cominission         {Mabch  21,  1890}  (1888)  BeporL  1482 

R.  Waterford  and  Lismore,  Powerscourt, 
De  Vesci,  Charlemont,  Kingston,  Meath, 
Lismore,  Sunderlin,  Belmore,  and 
Riversdale.  That  protest  was  signed  in 
the  year  1800.  Probably  those  great 
Peers,  the  greatest  of  their  country,  did 
not  think  that  in  the  time  to  come  the 
national  movement  would  have  lost 
altogether  the  guidance,  the  help,  and 
the  leadership  of  that  posterity  to  which 
they  appealed.  But  I  do  not  think  it 
is  only  the  Irish  Peers  who  have  lost 
their  opportunity  on  this  occasion.' 
I  am  afraid  that  Government  and  Par- 
liament have  both  lost  their  opportunity. 
No  one,  I  venture  to  say,  can  calculate 
what  would  have  been  the  efFect  on  a 
generous  and  high-spirited  people  if  the 
Government,  when  these  transactions 
were  closed,  had  thought  fit  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  a  Resolution  de- 
claring its  unfeigned  regret  for  the 
charges  which  have  been  disproved  and 
which  were  founded  on  fraud  and  on 
forgery.  There  never,  in  my  opinion, 
was  so  gracious  a  chance  vouchsafed  to 
any  Government.  They  have  disdained 
it.  They  have  prefeiTed  to  complete 
their  full  tale  of  years  of  what  they  are 
pleased  to  call  "  resolute  government." 
They  might  have  sent  a  message  of 
peace ;  they  have  preferred  to  send  a 
message  of  scorn.  It  is  a  disastrous  mis- 
take, which  will  be  felt,  not  only  here, 
and  not  only  in  Ireland,  but  will  tingle 
to  the  farthest  corners  of  the  Empire. 
From  Queensland  to  Vancouver's  Island 
it  will  be  known — in  our  old  colonies,  in 
the  colonies  which  are  still  ours,  and  in 
those  colonies  which  were  once  ours  — 
through  all  the  scattered  habitations  of 
the  Irish  race,  that  you  placed  their 
leader  in  judgment — that  you  brought 
gross  calumnies  to  bear  upon  him,  that 
you  inflicted  an  enormous  fine  upon  him, 
and  that,  when  it  was  found  the  charges 
were  based  on  forgery  and  were  abso- 
lutely untme,  you  declined  to  give  him 
the  apology  which  you  would  have  given 
to  any  private  person.  Your  message 
will  be  appreciated  as  it  deserves,  but  I 
shall  be  greatly  mistaken  if  it  conduces 
to  the  safety,  honour,  and  welfare  of  our 
Sovereign  and  her  dominions. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  Before 
saying  a  word  or  two  in  reply  to  the 
speech  your  Lordships  have  just  heard,  I 
should  like  to  put  myself  right  in 
reference  to  the    somewhat    grotesque 


'  caricature  of  what  I  said  on  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Commission  by  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  Lord  Herschell.  My 
Lords,  I  never  said  anything  so  ridicu- 
lous as  that  attributed  to  me  by  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  or  anything  to 
that  purport  or  effect.  1  was  endeavour- 
ing to  show,  when  I  was  interrupted  by 
a  noble  Lord,  that  the  question  of  the 
accusation  was  not  one  which  came  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government  at  all,  but 
that  Mr.  Pamell  and  his  friends  had 
themselves  desired  an  investigation  into 
grave  charges  affecting  the  public 
character  of  public  men.  The  passage 
which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
quoted  from  my  speech  stops  short  at  an 
important  point.  What  I  was  saying 
was  this — 

"Here  is  a  case  in  which  a  newspaper  of  high 
authority  and  great  respectahility " 

Then  I  was  interrupted  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Earl  of  Kimbjrley — 

"No,  not  more  so  than  others.** 
and  I  proceed 

"My  noble  Friend  says  *No.*  I  cannot 
ag^ee  with  him.  I  think  there  are  some  news- 
papers io  this  Metropolis  which  are  an  absolute 
disgrace  to  journalism,  and  with  respect  to 
whom  I  should  not  condescend  even  to  notice 
the  abuse  which  from  time  to  time  they  level 
at  public  men.  I  think  the  Times  and  many 
other  papers  are  of  such  a  character  of 
respectability  that  no  public  man  can  afford  to 
disregard  such  grave  charges  as  are  made  in 
this  case." 

There  my  noble  Friend  stopped,  and  your 
Lordships  would  suppose  that  what  I 
meant  to  imply  was  that  if  they  do  dis- 
regard those  grave  charges  they  musit  be 
supposed  to  be  guilty.  But  what  I  did  go 
on  to  say  was  this — 

"•If  Mr.  Parnell  would  not  bring  an  action, 
he  ought  not  to  complain  if  an  effort  was  made, 
even  by  his  political  opponents,  to  give  him  the 
opportunity  of  clearing  his  character." 

Anything  more  unlike  what  I  did  say 
than  the  version  of  it  given  by  Lord 
Herschell  I  can  hardly  imagine.  And 
this  point  is  not  altogether  irrelevant  to 
what  has  been  said  by  the  noble  Vj&tI 
who  has  just  addressed  your  Lordships. 
It  seems  to  be  assumed  by  him  that  the 
accusation  is  the  accusation  of  the 
Government.  The  sole  ground  for  that, 
so  far  as  I  heard,  was  that  the  Attorney 
General  was  conducting  the  case.  I 
cannot  do  the  noble  Earl  the  injustice  of 
supposing  that  he  does  not  know  that  in 
conducting  the   case  for  the  Times  the 
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Attorney  General  had  no  more  to  do 
with  the  Government  than  the  noble 
Earl  himself.  He  was  appearing  as  a 
privat3  couns3l  for  a  private  client,  both 
in  the  original  matter  out  of  which  the 
Commission  arose  and  before  tha  Com- 
mission itself.  I  observe  that  throughout 
the  noble  Earl's  speech  he  refers  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Government.  He  says, 
"  You  have  made  the  foulest  accusations.'* 
"  You  have  done  this  or  the  other." 
Throughout  his  sp3ech  h3  assumes  as  the 
st:ite  of  facts  that  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  making  the  accusation  on 
tluir  own  bahalf,  and  that,  the  accusation 
having  been  disproved,  apology  was  due 
from  them  to  the  parsons  supposed  to  be 
acquitted.  I  have  a  word  to  say  pre- 
sently as  to  the  extent  and  degree  of  the 
acquittal,  but  I  wish  first  to  meet  that 
entirely  erroneous  assumption  that  the 
Government  had  anything  to  do  with 
the  matter  except  to  find  a  tribunal  which 
could  impartially  try  the  questions,  and 
give  the  accused  persons  full  and  ample 
opportunity  of  clearing  their  characters, 
if  possible,  of  all  the  imputations  levelled 
against  them.  Now,  in  the  course  of 
this  debate  we  have  wandered  a  con- 
siderable distance;  indeed,  the  noble 
Earl,  in  a  p3roration  which  certainly 
seems  to  have  caussd  him  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  and  time,  took  us  back  over  the 
history  of  the  last  90  years  of  Irish 
politics.  But  what  we  have  to  do  with 
is  the  Report  now  before  your  Lordships. 
In  the  first  place,  we  have  to  consider 
what  is  the  course  which  we  are  to  take. 
We  are,  in  the  first  place,  to  thank  the 
Judges.  I  observe  a  somewhat  minuts 
criticism  of  my  noble  Friend's  phraseo- 
logy in  the  introduction  of  the  Motion  to 
your  Lordships — that  he  did  not  exactly 
follow  the  words  of  the  Motion  in  the 
qualities  which  he  attributed  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Judges.  But  the  substance 
of  tlie  matter  is  this.  The  three  Judges 
havo  b:'(Mi  sebcted  b}"  your  L-^rdships 
and  thj  othjr  Housj  of  Parliament. 
They  did  not  ask  to  be  employed.  The 
very  last  thing  they  would  have  dcsirjd 
Would  ba  to  hav<j  placed  upon  them  the 
great  burden  which  Parliament  entrusted 
them  with.  But  the  will  of  Parliamont 
placed  upon  them  that  grjat  burden, 
and,  by  concession  of  all  sides,  they  ex- 
hibited patience,  industry,  courage,  and 
impartiality,  worthy  of  all  y)raise,  and  yet 
the  J)aragraph  of  the  Motion  thanking 
T/t  e  Lord  Chancellor 


the  Judges  is  found  fault  with.  It 
appears  to  me  that  the  noble  Earl,  Lord 
Derby,  has  sufficiently  answered  that 
argument  when  he  pointed  out  that  Par- 
liament frequently  thanked  people  for 
the  exhibition  of  qualities  which,  never- 
theless, they  are  supposed  to  possess. 
But  now  let  me  say  one  word  mor3  upon 
the  appointment  of  this  Commia&ion.  I 
confess  I  should  have  thought  that  the 
more  rational  course  would  have  been  to 
treat  the  results  of  the  Commission  and 
y\'liat  has  happened  in  the  course  of  the 
inquiry  as  thn  proper  subject  of  del)ate, 
rather  than  its  origin,  but  two  noble 
Lords — my  noble  Friend  who  introduced 
this  discussion  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
late  Viceroy  of  Ireland — have  thought 
proper  to  refer  to  that  question.  That 
is,  I  cannot  help  thinking,  the  resurrec- 
tion of  a  former  debate  and  it  necessarily 
involves  also  the  reiteration  of  the  very- 
class  of  observations  by  which  that  debate 
was  distinguished.  The  first  thing  that 
occurs  to  me  is  that  the  noble  Earl  is 
the  porson  who  is  so  utterly  shocked  at  the 
un-Constitutional  nature  of  the  tribunal. 
Well,  one  ought  not,  I  suppose  in  politi- 
cal life  to  ba  surprised  at  anything ; 
but  this  was  a  tribunal  which  had  no  ex- 
ecutive powers,  and  no  result  beyond  the 
finding  of  facts  and  leaving  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  to  deal  with  them  as  they 
pleased.  It  is  contended  that  it  is  un- 
constitutional for  Parliament  to  refer  the 
questions  to  the  decision  of  three 
Judges,  because  they  might  have  political 
opinions  of  their  own.  All  the  people  of 
this  country,  happily,  I  believe,  have 
political  opinions  of  their  own.  But  the 
Judges  are  removed  from  the  atmosphere 
of  politics  in  the  sense  that  their  office 
precludes  them  from  intervening  in  hot 
political  debates.  What  the  Judges 
have  done  there  is  no  doubt  they  have, 
by  confession  of  all,  done  with  great 
patience,  and  assiduity,  and  impartialit}. 
Did  the  noble  Earl  never  hear  before  of 
a  tribunal  consisting  of  Judges  alone 
whose  judgment  was  to  result  in  doatli  1 

A  noble  Lord  :  A  Court  Martial. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  No,  not 
a  Court  Martial,  but  a  tribunal  erected 
by  the  law.  Did  ha  never  hear  of  a 
tribunal  being  appointed  for  the  trial  of 
murderers  in  Ireland  to  take  the  place  of 
juries,  the  absence  of  which  the  noble 
Earl  was  so  desperately  shocked  at?  It 
is  also  said  to  be  very  shocking  that  no 
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apology  is  to  be  tendered  to  Mr,  Pamell 
by  Her  Majesty? 's  Government  for  an 
accusation  they  did  not  make,  and  in  re- 
spect of  whicli  they  obtained  a  tribunal 
fur  Mr*  Parnell  to  prove  his  innocence 
before,  if  he  con  Id.  The  noble  Earl  who 
last  addressed  the  House  drew  a  touch- 
ing pictnre*of  Mr,  Parnell  sitting  at  hia 
prison  window,  Bnt  who  pnt  him  in 
prison '?  WTiat  for  1  Well,  he  ia  ont 
again,  bnt  I  quite  expected  we  should 

.ve  heard  fix>m  the  noble  Earl  some 

lurteoualy  couched  apolc^  for  having 
pnt  him  there.  That  was  the  act  of  the 
Government,  and  by  their  Irish  Attorney 
G©iiei*al,  speaking,  not  in  his  character 
as  private  counsel,  but  £us  the  representa- 
tive of  the  Government,  saying  that  Mr, 
Parnell  and  liis  Colleagues  were  steeped 
to  the  lips  in  treason.  When  this  sort 
of  observation  is  made  it  ia  impijsslble 
not  to  recur  to  these  events  which  seem 
to  be  so  very  relevant  when  yon  are  dis- 
cussing the  excuses  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, or  attacking  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
ment,  but  which  seem  to  be  quite 
'  relevant  when  you  are  talking  of  the 

-ta  Government,  Then  there  is  another 
[uaation  which  was  raised,  and  which 

e  noble  Earl,  I  think,  omitted  to 
iwer,     I  really   thought    there    was 

ing  to  be  an  apology — I  thought  some- 
ng  like  the  canonisation  of  the  Land 

ague  was  to  be  entered  upon.     A  very 

levant  question  was  asked  across  the 
Table  to  which  I  heard  no  answer — 
**  Why  was  the  League  suppressed  ?  *' 
That  is  a  question  we  should  like  to  hear 
a  little  more  about,  esijecially  when  yon 
talk  of  the  country  forming  ita  own 
judgment  on  this  matter.  Why  was  it 
suppressed"?  Was  it  guilty  of  crime?  The 
only  word  the  noble  Earl  permitted  him- 
self to  use  with  regard  to  it  was  that  it 
was  a  dangerous  association.  Dangerous 
in  what?  Was  it  only  in  ma-king  violent 
and  eloquent  speeches,  or  did  it  do  some- 
thing else   whiub    led    to  outrage   and 

ime?     If  it  did,  who  were  those  who 

ere  associated  with  it  ?  It  is  impossible 
to  go  minutely  through  the  Report.  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend  alternately 
said  that  the  Report  ia  unsatisfactory 
and  unsupported  by  the  evidence,  and 
then  that  he  has  not  seen  the  evidence, 
and  therefore  could  not  form  a  judgment 
ujKJn  it,  I  do  not  quite  follow  those  two 
propositions, 

VOL.  CCCXUI,    [thied  sebms.] 


LoKiv  HERSCHELL:  I  said,  in  the 
absence  of  the  complete  evidence,  that  I 
assumed  that  the  Judges  had  put  forward 
in  the  Report  the  strongest  evidence  they 
could  in  support  of  their  conclusions. 

The  lord  CHAT^CELLOR  :  I  did  not 
quite  80  understood  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  hut  I,  of  course,  accept  what  he 
says.  I  observe  there  is  an  attempt  to 
minimke  the  effect  of  the  statements 
hostile  to  the  Irish  Members.  When 
noble  Lords  talk  about  boycotting  they 
say,  "Oh,  it  is  not  confined  to  Ireland.'* 
I  believe  "  boycotting "  is  one  of  those 
elastic  phrases  by  which  it  is  possible  to 
conceal  very  wicked  crimes  or  to  describe 
Yery  trivial  and  venial  ones.  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  denounce  boycotting,  not  in 
the  gentle  and  tender  language  of  some 
persons  who  "  disapprove  of  it,'*  and 
**  dislike  it,"  but  I  denounce  boycotting 
as  an  abominable  and  wicked  crime, 
whether  it  occurs  in  England  or  Ireland, 
The  difference  between  us  is  this  :  that 
whereas  some  persons,  when  it  occurs  in 
Ireland,  are  disposed  to  treat  it  in  tender 
and  courteous  phraseology,  although  they 
would  denounce  it  in  England,  I  uncom-. 
promisingly  denounce  it  wherever  it  occurs. 
Again,  the  question  is,  whether  it  is  true> 
to  say  that  boycotting  exists  in  England,, 
I  have  not  heard  any  politician,  at  least 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  defend  for  » 
single  moment,  any  one  of  those  things . 
which  in  Ireland  are  included  under  the 
term  **  boycotting.'*  Now,  let  me  come 
to  the  particular  example  which  my^ 
noble  and  learned  Friend  has  given  ae. 
indicating  tbe  imperfect  character  of  the 
findings  of  the  Special  Commission,  and 
that  is  the  question  of  giving  people 
money  after  they  have  suffered  injnry 
in  the  cause  of  some  illegal  practice.  It 
IB  said  to  rest  on  one  letter. 

Lobi)  HERSCHELL :  My  jwint  was 
not  that  it  rested  on  one  letter,  bnt  that 
whether  it  rested  on  one  letter,  or 
whether  there  were  other  insta-nces,  as 
was  suggested  to  be  possible,  there  was 
no  evidence  that  the  64  persons  charged 
were  cognisant  of  or  had  anything  to  do 
with  it. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  It  k. 
impossible,  of  course,  to  conduct  the  dis- 
cussion in  dialogue  ;  but  I  understood, 
and  I  think  most  of  your  Lordships, 
understood,  that  the  commentary  was 
this:  that  this  was  a  single  example,^ 
3  H 
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and    tliat    the    OommisaionerB    Lad   no 
right  U}  assame,  and  that  it  showed  the 
anjudicial  character  of  their  determina- 
tion in  assuming,  that  this  was  only  one 
of   a  set    of  examples.      Ab  to  tracing 
the  act  of  the  Land  League  to  the  64 
persons^  I  need  not  say  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  discuss  that  qnt  stion  with- 
out going  into  the  whole  of  the  evidence. 
But  what  the  Commissioners  set  out  is 
this — **  Here  is  a  distinct  example  which, 
although  it  is   one   instance,  shows  not 
that  one  instance  only,  but  a  system,  be- 
cause by  the  nature  of  the  evidence  which 
we  had  before  us  we  inferred  from  it  n  ot  a 
single  and  isolated  instance,  but  a  system.'* 
Now  the  nature  of  the  evidence  is  this  : 
Fortunately    it    is   comparatively  short, 
and  therefore  need   nnt  def-ain   us  long. 
The  question,  your  Lordships  will  remem- 
ber, is    the    payment  of  money  by  this 
oi^ganisation  to  a  person  who  has  suffered 
by  reason  of  having  been  injured  in  the 
course  of  committing  some  crime.     I  say 
nothing   alxjut    the  quantity    of  letters 
destroyed  too  successfully,  and  one  letter 
and  a  few  other  documents  by  accident 
preserved,   but  this  is  the  letter.     The 
misfortune  of  discussing  a  subject  like 
this  upon  casual  obserrations  is  tJiat  you 
have  not  before  you  the  full  effect   of 
the  evidence  in  it8  cx)mbination,  wliich 
16  therefore  entirely  lost.     The  letter  is 
written  by   a  person  who  is  asking  for 
agsistance  ;  and  to  whom  is  it  written? 
I  pray   your   Lordships'  attention  to  the 
name  of  the  person  and  the   position  he 
held.     It  is  addressed  to  Mr.  J.  P.  Quinn, 
Secretary  of  the  Xtfmd  League  in  Dublin — 
**  SiH,— I  beg  to  direct  your  atteolion  to  a 
nmti«r    of    a     private     charac'er,    which     I 
attempted   to  explnin  to  you  when  I  was  in 
Dublin  lit  the  Convention.'  The  fact  i«,  that  one 
of  the  men  from  a  shock  lost  the  use  oJf  his  eye. 
It  coeit  him  £4  to  go  to  Cork  for  modical  attend- 
ance^ &c*       Another  man  rectived  a  wound  in 
the  thigh,  «nd  was  laid  up  for  a  month.     No 
one  knowa  tho  persons  but  the  doctor  and  my- 
self, and  the  members  of  that  society.     I  may 
mfitm  you  that  the  said  parties  cannot  afford  to 
auffor.  If  it  were  a  public  aSair^  a  subscription 
list  would  be  open e a  at  once  for  them,  a^  they 
proved  to  be  heroes.     One  other  man  e«cap^'a 
■botj  but  got  his  jaws   grazed.       Hopini^  you 
will,    at    your  discretion,    see    your    way   to 
miking  a  grant«  which  yoi}  tan   atoid  through 
me  or  the  Rev*  John  O'Callaglian;  t'.C, 

*^  Yours  truly,  ' 

•TrkoTiit  Hoaisr.*' 
On   the  back  of    this    letter    wf*s   thia 
endoi^sementv  and   it  is  this  which  has 
been  referred  to  to-night  as  the  doubtful 
T/te  Lord  Cftancellor 
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signature 
J.F:' 

Upon  this  the  Commissioners  saj- 

**We  hflve  DO  doubt  that  the   appUcatio 
made  in  thta  letter  was  for  compeoRation 
persons  injured  whilst   in    the  commission 
some  criminal  act. 

**Tt  Mas  proved  before  us  that  the  Intt 
J,F.  were  those  oJf  Mr.  John  Ferguson »  of 
Glasgow,  who  tells  us  that  he  was  one  of  those 
who  origicatod  the  Land  League,  and  was 
Chairman  of  the  Executi%'e  Oommittee  upon 
October  12,1881, 

*'  It  was  also  proved  that  the  application  wai 
entertained  at  a  Land  Leajyue  mating  of  thfl 
executive  in  Dublin  on  October  12,  1881,  ani^ 
that  tho  £6  upplitd  for  in  the  letter  W4 
granted,  and  whji  afterwards  paid  to  T,  Horam^ 
by  a  cheque  of  Dr.  J,  E.  Kenny,  M.P,, 
treUBurerof  the  T.»aTid  LeRgtje  in  Dublin.  It 
was  said  that  thia  was  an  iS'jlated  caae,  done  at 
a  time  when  the  leadera  of  the  Land  League 
were  io  prison  and  unable  to  coodutt  its  busi- 
nea*r, 

**  This  latter  Gxcuse  cannot  bo  accepted,  for' 
on  October  12,  188 1,  many  leaders  and  oSicials 
of  the  Land  L^^ue  were  still  fttiarge,  and  thoi 
Eiecutive  Committee  then  met. 

"  With  regard  to  its  being  an  isolated  act,  w^^ 
have  notbet^n  afforded  tho  merinsof  arriving  at 
tncb  a  conclusion.  The  corrospondeoce  of  the 
l^nd  League  with  itd  bninohea  has  not  beeq 
produced,  nor  ha^  the  uon^-production  boeaj 
accounted  for/* 

I  think  I  heard  some  one  eaj  th^t  tl 
correspondenoe  might  h^ve  been  desij 
troyed  by  accident.  If  so,  that^cotildj 
have  been  proved,  and  it  was  nofc,  And! 
the  Cc»mniissipners  tell  us  npon  theirn 
rfjsponsihility  that  "its  absence  has  not 
been  accounted  for*''  Then  the  ComL- 
missioners  proce^ed— 

**  The  transaction,  as  it  appHarw  in  the  book 
which  was  produced,  would,  on  the  face  of  it, 
neem  to  be  regular,  and  it  was  only  by  the 
Bccideotal  preeervation  of  the  l*-tter  by  Phillips 
that  its  real  character  was  made  manifest. 

**Idr.  Ferguson,  in  croH»*exain)nation,  statediJ 
that  they  bad  had  eeveral  eimilur  tipplicatians,,' 
that  some  were  gran  ted  and  some  refusF  d.but  none 
were  ever  fisaented  to  without  the  permission  of 
the  Executive  Committee,  and  that  each  case 
was  considered  as  it  arose;  anit  I!^tr.    BiggaTi 
M.Pv  says  that  in  the  coujree  of  their  buainesa,^ 
such   an  appli<"Mion   would  certainly  be  con- ' 
aidered  by  tho  executive  and  dealt  wkh.  ^ 

•'  Mr.  Fergufon  stated  that,  in  hia  view,  the ' 
men  for  whom  the  £6   were  aaked,  had   beeni| 
carryings  out  some  of  the  piirpii«es   which  thje| 
League  would  require  them  to  carry  out :  that 
ia  to   say,  some  of  those  purpoMes  that  cftthe' 
within  their  rules,  but  which  the  police  would  ( 
baton  them  for,  a^id  that  in  Ireland  they  .word^^ 
bound  to  eympathiso  with  men  whg  were  doiagi 
things  that  under  a  Constitution  ally  governed 
country  they  dare  not  and  would  not  aympa- 
thise   with,   and   he  added  that  personally  be  ^ 
would  assist  them,   even  if    lYmy    h;^.  bo 
,ongag^   ill    crim^  _t9  modical  asai^touci^' 


Adfl 
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make  this  Report.  With  what  object  J? 
Suppose  it  had  been  an  entire  acquittal. 
One  is  a  little  sarprised  to  find  that  it  is 
not,  after  what  has  been  said  elsewhere. 
If  the  Report  is  really  of  the  character 
which  we  have  heard  ascribed  to  it,  on* 
might  have  supposed  that  there  wonld 
have  been  an  ea^er  desire  that  it  should 
find  a  permanent  place  on  the  records  of 
the  House.  But  suppose  it  had,  in  fact,  re- 
presented an  entire  acquittal — whatmore 
graceful  or  proper  act  could  there  have 
been  than  that  this  House  should  record 
that  acquittal  upon  its  Journals  ?  Why- 
is  it  that  objection  is  taken  to  placing  it 
there?  It  is  because,  when  one  reads 
the  Report,  it  turns  out  that  a  great 
many  of  the  charges  are  established. 
Upon  that  subject  we  were  told  by  one 
noble  Lord  that  the '  other  charges  and 
the  "other 'persons"  were  introduced 
into  the  Bill  at  a  time  when  it  was  sup- 
posed that  the  letters  might  break  down. 
It  is  a  very  delightful  thing  to  be  able 
to  speak  in  that  vague  and  general  way, 
because  you  are  perhaps  not  susceptible  at 
the  moment  of  being  refuted.  But  I 
should  like  to  ask  that  noble  Lord, -when 
does  he  mean  to  say  that  it  was  suspected 
or  ascertained  by  Her  Majesty's  Gbvem- 
ment  that  the  charges  about  the  letters 
were  expected  to  break  down  ?  In  the 
discussions,  I  think  in  the  early  part  of 
July,  effort  was  made  in  the  House  of 
Commons  to  confine  the  question  to  the 
letters,  and  it  was  refused  then  after 
full  discussion.  It  was  pointed  out  that 
the  letters  only  formed  evidence,  and 
comparatively  a  small  part  of  the  evidence, 
to  establish  that  which  was  imputed  to 
the  Irish  Members.  When  was  it,  I 
should  like  to  know  from  the  noble  Lord, 
that  he  suggests  that  the  Government 
began  to  suspect  ?  Because  the  sort  of 
picture  he  drew  was  this :  that  at  one  time 
the  Government  thoroughly  believed  in 
the  genuineness  of  the  letters,  and  that 
they  considered  they  were  a  weapon  that 
might  be  used  against  their  political 
opponents^ — not  a  very  handsome  sugges- 
tion, I  must  say,  but  that  was  the 
suggestion  made — and  that  then  at  some 
time"  or  other,  which  the  noble  Lord 
did  not  think  proper  to  conde- 
scend upon,  they  began  to  suspect 
the  letters  were  forged ;  and  that  then 
they  fell  back  upon  the  other  charges. 
I  really  do  not  understand  what  inoideilt 
in  the  course  of  those  discussions  the 
3  H  2 


DO  other  could  be  g^t,  and  that  he  ithould  do  it 
•agaili  except  for  the  matter  of  implicating  the 
.League. 

"Timothy  Horan  was  dead,  but  neither 
Mr.  Quinn,  who  had  been  in  Court,  nor  the 
Rev.  Mr.  0*Callaghan,  were  called  before 
«?." 

1  have  thought  it  right  to  quote  this  at 
^length,  because  that  is  the  singrle  ex- 
'4imple  selected  as  a  proof  how  rashly  the 
Commissioners  have  come  to  the-  con- 
<clusion  that  it  is  a  System  as  distinguished 
from  an  isolated  act ;  and  your  Lord- 
flhips  will  see  with  What  justice  that 
action  is  made  against  the  Commissioners 
when  the  whole  transaction  from  th^ 
beginning  to  the  end  begins  by  an  appli- 
cation to  the  regular  and  proper  auljiori- 
ties  of  the  Land  League,  the  Land  League 
assenting,  and  the  money  being  paid  by 
the  treasurer.'  of ^i-  the  League;  it 
being  admitted  by  Mr.  Ferguson 
"«nid  Mr.  Biggar  that  those  were 
applications  that  would  be  made,  that 
were  made,  and  treated  on  their  merits ; 
and  yet  that  is  supposed  to  be  an  isolated 
instance,  and  not  depending  on  the 
regular  system  under  which  the  moneys 
of  the  Land  League  were  administered. 
It  is  important,  because  it  is  the  only 
instance  fixed  on  ;  and  therefore  I  have 
thought  it  right  to  go  at  some  length  into 
the  case  in  order  to  show  how  entirely 
inaccurate  is  the  supposition  which  I 
had  supposed  (it  appears  in  mistake)  that 
tny  noble  Friend  had  made  that  the 
Commissioners  had  proceeded  without 
suflBicient  evidence  to  show  that  the  pay- 
ment made  was  not  made  as  a  question 
of  isolated  relief,  but  as  part  of  a  system. 
Now,  my  Lords,  what  are  we  asked 
to  do?  I  will  say  nothing  about  the 
apology.  I  think  that  once  we  have 
ascertained  with  suflBicient  precision  who 
the  persons  making  the  accusations 
were,  and  the  relation  of  Her 
Majesty'ri  Government  to  the  ac- 
cusation, w©  shall  hear  no  more 
of  that  eloquent  appeal  to  make  an 
apology,  upon  which  the  character  of  this 
House,  the  stability  of  the  Government, 
the  existence  of  an  aristocracy,  were  all 
«aid  to  depend.  But,  having  ascertained 
that^  what  is  it  that  we  are  asked  to  do  T 
It  is  said  we  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
House  of  Comittions.  That  might  have 
been  an  argument  against  passing « the 
Act ;  but  both  Houses  assented  ta  the 
Act  which*  created  the  Commifisiciki,  and 
both  Houses  requested    the  Judges  to 
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noble  Lord  is  re fe ring  to.  The  history  of 
them  I  shuuld  have  thought  was  Buffi- 
eiontly  recent — although  it  is,  I  admit, 
more  than  a  year  and  a  half  ago  now — to 
have  negatived  any  such  suggestion.  The 
allegations  made  iu  Parnetlis^m  ami  Crime 
had  begun  before  ihe./ae  ftimUe  letter »  as 
it  is  called,  wad  published.  It  wa8  not 
confined  to  those  particular  letters. 
The  accusations  wertj  of  a  far  wider 
charact-er,  embracing  those  that  have 
been  found  to  be  truly  stated,  and  some 
that,  happily  for  the  Irish  Members, 
have  been  found  to  be  unfounded.  But 
that  was  the  state  of  thiugul  No  doubt 
it  was-the  desire  of  Mr.  Parnell  and  his 
friends  to  confine  the  charges  to  the 
alleged  letters.  They  knew — Mr. 
Pamell  knew — no  one  better^ — that  the 
letters  were  forged,  and  that  there  must 
be  a  triumphant  acquittal  if  the  inquiry 
was  confined  to  that  charge,  but  that  was 
not  the  charge  alone  that  was  made. 
The  charges  which  were  made  were 
charges  which  went  beyond  and  outside 
that,  and  of  which  these  letters  or  that 
particular  letter  formed  perhaps  no  un- 
important part,  but  not,  I  think,  the 
chief  part.  Now  the  condition  of 
things  at  which  we  have  arrived  is  this  : 
that  the  letters  have  been  proved  to  be 
forgeries  ;  they  have  been  proved  to  be 
utterly  unworthy  of  credence.  Be  it  so. 
But  the  Commission  have  found  grave 
charges  proved,  in  fact,  against  the 
persons  against  whom  tho83  charges  were 
alleged.  I  dismiss  for  the  moment  now 
the  question  whether  those  findings  are 
justified  by  the  evidence.  I  have 
endeavoured  to  show  that  as  to  some  of 
that — ^with  all  respect  to  my  noble 
Friends,  I  was  going  to  say — nibbling 
criticism  against  the  mode  in  which 
they  have  been  found,  it  is  with- 
out foundation ;  and  1  shall  assume  that 
the  charges  have  been  found  on  good 
and  satlicient  evidence.  Then,  if  they 
are,  and  if  Parliament  has  invited  the 
Judges  to  enter  up)n  that  investigation, 
why  is  not  our  House  of  Parliament 
to  place  upon  its  ri^cords  the  Report, 
which  is  equally  made  to  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  ?  Why  is  this  House  not  to 
liavo  cognisance  of  this  matter,  which 
this  House  sent  to  the  Judges  equally 
with  the  other  House  of  Parliament  1 
My  Lords,  I  lielieve  that  the  question  is 
a  comparatively  narrow  one.  Although 
27i€  Lard  Chancellm* 


some  noble  Lords  have  thought  it  right 
to  wander  over  the  whole  field  of  Irish 
politics,  as  if  the  question  was  one  to  be 
decided  by  one's  political  ideas  one  way 
or  the  other,  and  not  upon  the  questioii 
of  fact  whether  certain  facts  have  beeal 
establis^hed   upon    certain    evidence,    it 
seems  to  me  that  when  once    one  has 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the  thing" 
that  the  Judges  were  asked  to  do  they 
have  done,  as  I  say  ably  and  well,  and 
coura^ously  and  impartially,  then    the 
question  whether  or    not,  when    those 
facts  are  found,  we  should  place   them^ 
upon  our  records  is  a  very  narrow  on»  ' 
indeed,  and  is  not  afEected  by  the  ques- 
tion whether    or  not    that   tribunal,  so 
completely  removed  from  political   ani- 
mosities and  divergencies,  ought  origin, 
ally    to    have     been     created.       I    am 
convinced  that  the  feeling  of  the  country,  ^ 
which    the    noble    Earl    tliinks    is 
conclusively  established  by  the  election  I 
at  St.  Pancras,  and  one  or  two  other%| 
will  not  be  guided  either  by  the  decisioi 
in  the  other  House  or  the  decision  her 
to-night.     So  far  I  agree  with  the  noble! 
Ijord ;  but  when  this  Report  comes  to  be  * 
known,  and  it  comes  to  be  seen  what  are 
the  methods  by  which  the  animosity  of 
the  Irish  people  is  kept  up  and  stimu- 
lati'd  and  pampered  by  such  an  organi*^ 
sat  ion  as  is  found  tcy  liave  existed,  and  the 
methods    by     which    that    organisatioi 
proceeds,  I  have  very  little  doubt  whicl 
way  the  verdict  of  the  country  will  go 
It    will    certainly   not  be    one   that   ii 
likely   to    imperil   this    House    or    th 
British  aristoci-acy. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  There  is  somi 
advantage  in  haWng  a  character,  and 
claim  that  advantage  now,  for  I  believe 
that  when  I  say  that  I  shall  be  short  your 
Lordships  will  have  confidence  that  I 
sliall  not  be  very  long.  And  it  is  the 
easier  for  me  to  give  this  pledge,  first, 
because  the  discussion  has  been  very 
much  threshed  out;  and, secondly^ becaus 
I  am  spared  from  having  to  make  anj 
rejoinder  to  the  speech  Uy  which  we  hav 
just  listened — a  speech  that  did  no 
make  any  answer  to  the  remarkabU 
speech  of  my  noble  Friend  Lord  Rofl6 
bery.  My  noble  Friend  pointed  out  a 
pecuUarity  of  this  debate^and  it  is  cer 
tainly  a  little  remarkable — that  during 
this  long  and  interesting  discussion  no 
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t>iie  single  Member  of  the  great  Conser- 
vative Party  supporting  the  noble 
Marqness  has  come  to  his  assistance.  The 
-whole  burden  of  the  day  has  been  left  to 
my  personal  and  late  political  friends.  I 
daresay  your  Lordships  will  remember 
'an  episode  in  a  great  Continental  battle 
•when  certain  of  the  Gaards  of  Louis 
XlVth  could  not  resist  breaking  into  a 
loud  cheer  when  they  saw  their  fellow- 
countrymen,  though  fighting  in  a  different 
cause  and  under  a  different  flag,  making 
a  particularly  heroic  charge.  I  own  that 
I  felt  rather  an  impulse  to  break  into 
similar  cheering  when  I  heard  my  late 
noble  Friends,  not  only  with  great  ability 
l>ut  with  a  chivalrous  self-sacrifice, 
■one  after  another,  without  the  help  of 
their  new  allies,  defending  one  of  the 
most  indefensible  measures  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  connected  with 
Ireland.  We  have  been  told  of  the  most 
grave  and  serious  charges  made  against 
Mr.  Parnell  and  his  Colleagues  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  We  know  how 
i/hey  demanded  an  inquiry  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  we  know  Her  Majesty's 
Government  refused  that  inquiry.  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend  Lord  Herschell 
fiaid  that  he  believed  that  refusal  to  be 
-contrary  to  precedent,  and  contrary  to 
what  would  have  been  the  case  if  the 
idemand  had  been  made  by  an  English 
or  a  Scotch  Member.  No  assurance  to 
the  contrary  has  been  given  this  evening, 
tind  from  my  own  personal  experience  I 
nm  able  to  justify  that  assertion.  I  had 
once  a  very  grave  charge  brought 
-against  me  of  peculation  and  falsification 
of  public  accounts.  It  was  open  to  me 
to  bring  an  action  at  law  against  the 
libeller,  but  I  demanded  an  inquiry,  and 
a  Committee,  as  a  matter  of  course,  was 
]given  to  me,  and  I  hope  your  Lordships 
will  not  be  surprised  to  hear  1  was 
acquitted  of  the  charge.  The  objection 
that  was  made  to  that  Committee  appears 
to  me,  notwithstanding  all  that  has  been 
said  this  evening,  perfectly  fotal  to  the 
oonstitution  of  the  tribunal  which  was 
created.  It  is  said  that  this  was  a 
tribunal  composed  of  Judges  whose 
political  feelings  were  not  in  sympathy 
with  those  of  the  persons  accused ;  and 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  this  Bench 
has  been  taken  severely  to  task  for  in- 
sinuating that  the  Judges  were  capable 
of  being  influenced  by  political  feeling, 


I  speak  not  as  having  any  legal 
knowledge,  but  as  an  ignorant  layman, 
and  I  believe  that  Judges  as  we  know 
them,  and  especially  these  three  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  constituted  this  tribunal, 
are  perfectly  incapable  of  doing  anything 
contrary  to  their  honest  opinion ;  but  I 
do  say  that  Judges,  like  others,  are 
liable,  when  considering  allegations 
mixed  up  with  every  sort  of  political 
consideration,  unknowingly  to  them- 
selves to  be  swayed  by  political  feeling. 
Is  there  anybody  in  this  House  who  will 
say  that  men  like  Lord  Ellenborough, 
Lord  Kenyon,  and  even  Lord  Mansfield 
were  not  influenced  by  political  feeling  ? 
Take  the  great  trial  of  O'Connell.  I 
never  heard  any  imputation  against  the 
Law  Lords,  and  I  believe  they  voted  con- 
scientiously according  to  their  convic- 
tions; but  it  is  a  singular  coincidence  that 
they  were  divided  very  nearly  equally 
exactly  according  as  they  were  supporters 
or  opponents  of  the  Government  of  the 
day.  Take  a  more  modern  instance. 
There  are  no  two  men  in  this  House  for 
whom  I  have  a  greater  regard  and  res- 
pect than  Lord  Herschell,  who  is  a 
political  and  personal  friend,  and  Loid 
Selbome,  who  was  a  political  friend,  and 
is  still,  I  hope,  a  personal  friend  of  mine. 
I  believe  no  two  men  to  be  so  incapable 
of  doing  anything  which  they  do  not 
think  conscientiously  to  be  right.  You 
have  heard  their  speeches;  and  could 
any  speeches  be  more  diametrically 
opposed  ?  and  did  not  this  result  from 
their  being  influenced  by  their  political 
sympathies  and  opinions  ?  Why  should 
not  a  similar  observation  apply  to  the 
three  Judges  ?  If  former  political  trials 
had  been  carried  on  by  Judges,  would 
our  liberties  have  been  in  exactly  the 
position  they  are  in  now,  seeing  that  ver- 
dicts against  the  summing  up  of  Judge 
after  Judge  have  been  secured 
entirely  by  the  good  sense  of  juries? 
I  can  understand  that  English  Mem- 
bers in  the  other  House  found 
it  exceedingly  difficult  to  vote  against 
this  inquiry.  We,  however,  certainly 
expressed  our  objection  to  the  course 
that  the  Government  proposed  to  adopt 
in  the  matter,  and  we  were  not  the 
only  ones  who  did  so.  Three  noble 
and  learned  Lords  have  spoken  in 
favour  of  this  tribunal,  but  I  have  the 
greatest     possible     doubt    as     to    the 
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opinion  whioh  was  entertained  on  the 
subject  by  the  nmjority  of  the  I^iW 
Lords  aa  to  whether  the  appointment  of 
tiiiB  tribnnal  was  a  wise,  a  politic,  and  a 
just  act.  I  liave  the  greatest  doubt 
also  as  to  what  is  the  real  opinion  of 
noble  hotds  opposite.  Liird  Herschell 
baa  alluded  to  a  remarkable  paper 
written  by  Loid  liandi>lph  Chnrcbill  as 
to  both  the  policy  and  tbo  jastiue  of 
afjpointing  the  Commission.  I  am  per- 
fectly aware  that  Loijd  Randolph 
Churchill  at  this  moment  is  not  con- 
sidered an  orthodox  CoDservative  ;  but  I 
am  certain  that  many  noble  Lortis  two 
years  ago  did  agree  with  Lord  Rand»  1  >h 
Chnrch ill  on  the  point  My  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Herschell)  argued  that  it  was  a 
monstrous  thing  that  anybody,  in  con- 
sequence of  an  anonymous  aocusation 
against  his  political  chars cter,  should  be 
obliged  to  go  into  a  Court  of  Law ;  and 
the  noble  and  learned  Ijord  on  the 
Woolsack  said  that  he  did  not  go  as  far 
,as  that,  but  that  he  contended  that  when 
a  respectable  paper  like  the  Tinges  made 
tlie  accusation  the  person  must  expect  to 
suffer  unless  he  took  that  course* 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  My 
noble  Friend  is  quite  wrong. 

Earl  GRAITVILLE :  Then  I  really 
must  inflict  upon  your  Lordships  a  quota- 
tion from  Hansard.  On  the  10  th 
August,  1888,  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  said — 

**  It  would  have  been  iaid  *  You  will  not 
allow  these  chargpea  to  be  iuvesti gated  by  the 
tribuxial  we  aiik  for,  and  yoy  Bul^kstitute  no 
otheri  limiting  us  to  bringing  an  action  ai^ainiit 
the  Hfm*^  and  BubniiittiDg  ouraeivea  to  the 
judgment  of  the  jury.*  I  will  not  advance  the 
propoeition  that  ever>"body  who  is  abused  in 
the  newspapers  abonUl  bring  an  action  for  libel, 
Bere  ia  a  case  in  which  a  newspaper  of  high 
authority  and  great  respectability /' 

Then  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  was 
interrupted  by  the  noble  Earl  (Kim- 
berley),  who  «aid  "  Ko,  not  raore  so  than 
others  ; "  and  h©  proceeded — 

*•  My  noble  Friend  Bays  *  No.*  I  cannot 
agree  with  him.  I  think  there  are  some  newi- 
papera  in  this  Metropoha  whicli  are  an  absolute 
disgrace  to  journalism,  and  with  respect  to 
%vhom  I  ihoQld  not  condescend  even  to  notice 
the  abuf^  which  from  lime  to  time  they  level  at 
public  men.  I  think  the  Tr'/^iM  and  many  other 
papers  are  of  such  a  character  of  respectability 
that  DO  public  man  ean  afford  to  disregard 
such  grave  charges  as  are  made  tn  this  c^ise/' 

That  is  exactly  a  oonJSrmation  cxf  what 
Earl  Granville 


my  noble  Friend  has  said.  I  do  not 
think  that  anyone  will  sa^  that,,  if  Mr. 
ParneU  had  been  prematurely  drive 
into  a  Court  of  Law  by  the  taunts  whicS 
were  levelled  at  kim^  he  woujd  in  all 
probability  have  then  secured  a  perfectly 
satisfactory  verdict  on  the  question  o£ 
the  forged  letters.  I  should  like  toknoii 
how  many  people  approve  of  this  Con 
mission  now.  1  should  like  to  know  i 
opinion  of  the  Judges  as  to  the  wiadoix^ 
of  tbe  policy  which  lias  been  pursued,  ~ 
should  like  to  know  what  Her  Majesty'^ 
Government  themselves  really  think,  and 
what  the  Attorney  General  and  Sir  Henry 
James  and  the  other  counsel  on  that  aidie^ 
tliink  of  this  |x>licy.  I  really  am  not 
sure  that  the  general  verdict  would  no 
be  that  it  is  the  most  injudicious  actio 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  hav 
appointed  this  Commission.  Is  it  per 
fectly  certain  that  the  Motion  of  to-day 
is  not  an  after- thought  ?  Is  it  perfectly 
certain  that  the  honours  of  this  most 
interesting  discussion  do  not  lie  with  mj 
noble  Relative  Lord  Beaucliamp,  wL 
asked  the  noble  Marqness  what  he 
going  to  do  in  reference  to  this  Report! 
The  noble  Marquess  replied  somewh 
vaguely  that  i1  would  be  best  to  wait  i 
see  what  the  House  of  Commons  did.  In 
a  question  of  legislation  this  is,  of  coursefc 
t!ie  usual  practice.  But  in  the  case  of  I 
Motion  for  a  vote  of  thanks,  it  is  ccr 
tainly  the  practice  of  the  two  House*  1 
entertain  the  Motion  simultaneously 
When  the  noble  Marquess  gave  notice  < 
this  Motion,  he  did  not  give  the  whole  i 
the  Motion  as  it  now  appears.  Whether 
this  is  to  be  accounted  for  by  an 
omission  in  the  first  place,  or  an  addition 
afterwards,  of  eonrst?  I  cannot  say^" 
The  noble  Marquess,  as  has  beei 
observed  by  my  noble  Friend ,  pro- 
poses to  thank  the  Judges.  I  object  to 
thanking  tbera  at  all.  It  is  establishing 
a  new  precedent.  Can  the  noble  Mar*^ 
quess  bring  forward  any  instance  of  Pai| 
liament  thanking  civilians  for  purelj 
civilian  sendees  ?  I  doubt  it  e^trt^mel} 
Both  Houses  of  Parliament  are  perfectljj 
ready  to  vote  thrmks  t>o  those  bmvf 
soldiers  and  sailors  whu  peril  their  livei 
in  defence  of  tlie  interests  and  honour 
the  country,  and  it  sometimes  happec 
that  civilians,  like  a  Goveruor,  having 
shared  in  those  miUtaiy  ojie rations, 
included   in  the  vote  of  thanks ;  but 
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ofaailengetthe'  noble  Me^qnesa  to  tell  ue 
dne  dln^  "precedent,  and.  if  there  ia  no 
precedent  what  is  the  use  of  creating 
one,  where  a  eivilian  thas  been  thankt^d 
for  purely  civilian  services.  I  do  not 
object*  to  die  right  of  this  House  to  dis- 
cuss great-qnestions  ;  but  this  is  a  matter 
which  ooneems  the  honour  of  a. Member 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  it  is  for 
the  House  of  Commons  to  deal  with  it, 
unless  you  go  much  further,  and  unite  in 
some  definite  course  of  action  against  the 
persons  accused.  When  the  noble  Mar- 
quess and  the  Gk>Temment  two  years  ago 
introduced  this  tribunal  it  was  spoken  of  as 
an  act  of  justice  to  Mr.  Pamell,  but  now 
he  makes  a  speech  which  is  as  strongly 
partisan  as  possible,  ignoring  as  much  as 
possible  the  acquittal,  and  weighing  ^ 
heavily  as  he  possibly  could  everything 
that  condemns  certain  persons.  Does  it 
not  justify  the  belief  that  the  readiness 
with  which  the  Commission  wasappointed 
was  really  in  the  strong  hope  that  the 
charges  would  be  proved,  and  that  the 
political  leaders  in  Ireland  would  be 
sacrificed  in  a  manner  which  would  make 
the  policy  which  they  very  conscien- 
tiously objected  to  impossible  for  the 
present  at  all  events?  I  doubt  very 
much  whether  the  fact  of  this  House 
adopting  the  Report  will  impress  the 
public  with  the  slightest  notion  that  the 
Report  is  of  more  weight  than  if  we  leave 
it  alone.  My  Lords,  I  wish  to  say  but 
these  very  few  words.  Because  we  do  not 
move  any  Amendment  to  this  Motion  it 
must  not  be  taken  that  we  agree  to  it. 
We  do  not  wish  to  put  your  Lordships  to 
the  trouble  of  a  Division,  as  it  would  be 
almost  a  farce  ;  but  we  shall  say  most 
decidedly  "  Not  content"  to  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Marquess. 

On  Question,  resolved  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

Ordered  that  the  said  Report  be 
entered  upon  the  Journals  of  this 
House  • 

Hoose  adjoiinied  at  half -past  Twelve 

,  o'clock  a.m.,  to  Monday  nexe,  a 

quarter  before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Friday,  2\8t  March,   1890. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS, 

MIDLAND    RAILWAY    BILL. 
:  •Me.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras,  N.) ; 
1  rise,  Sir,  for  the  purpose  of  moving,  vfi 
connection  with   the   Midland    Railway 
Bill— 

"  That  it  be  an  los^raotion  to  the  Commit- 
tee to  whom  the  Midland  Railway  Bill  has  been, 
referred  to  consider  the  propriety  of  requiring 
the  Midland  Railway  Company  to  provide,  by 
meansof  a  viadact,  a  public  thorooghfare  across 
their  Railway  and  works  in  North  St.  Panens, 
from  Leigbton  Road  to  Queen's  Crescent ;  and 
if  the  Committee  should  be  of  opinion  that  it. 
would  be  reasonable  and  proper  to  require  the 
said  Railway  Company  to  provide  such 
ithoronghfare,  to  insert  the  necessaiy  provi- 
sions in  the  s<ud  Bill." 

In  North  St.  Pancras  the  Midland  Rail- 
way Company  have  a  ctonsiderable  area 
of  ground  which  lies  between  Kentish 
Town  Road,  near  a  street  known 
as  the  Leighton  Road  and  Queen's 
Crescent.  This  area  is  occupied  by  the 
Midland  Company  as  a  cattle  station, 
and  by  railway  sheds  and  general 
buildings  of  a  similar  character.  But  a 
great  portion  of  it  is  vacant.  The  land 
comes  up  to  the  main  street  of  Kentish 
Town,  opposite  to  the  Leighton  Road, 
il  wish  to  connect  Leighton  Road  with 
Queen's  Crescent.  If  there  be  any 
engineering  difficulties  of  a  serious 
character,  or  of  insurmountable  nature, 
which  I  think  there  are  not,  it  will, ,  of 
course,  be  within  the  competence  of  the 
Committee  upstairs  to  consider  them, 
and  if  they  are  found  to  be  of  sufficient 
importance,  the  Committee  can  decline 
to  sanction  this  proposal.  At  this 
moment  the  Midland  Company  have  in 
Parliament  a  Bill  to  confer  upon  them 
additional  powers,  and  in  that  Bill  the 
Company  propose  to  acquire  compulsorily 
certain  lands  and  houses  in  the  parish ; 
to  make  a  new  street  in  connection  with 
the  alteration  of  another  street;  and 
further  to  widen  by  about  33  feet,  or  as 
shown  in  deposited  plan,  80  feet —  the 
bridge  at  St.  Pancras  which  carries  the 
St.  Panoras  Junction  line  over 
the  St.   Pancras    Road.      The    Midland 
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Railway  Company,  therefore,  are  asking 
to  widen  an  already  wide  bridge  by  80  ft., 
which   practically  means   converting  the 
road  below  into  a  tunnel.   They  also  seek 
to  appropriate  for  the  purposes  of  their 
railway,    Middlesex    Street,  Harpenden 
Street,    Brill    Street,   Stminore    Street, 
Aldenham  Street,  and  Goldington  Street, 
together     with     certain     other    pkces 
extending     to    some    5,833    superficial 
mquare  yards.  The  Midland  Company  are 
asking   Parliament   to  sanction  a    very 
^considerable  interference  with  the  parish 
of   St.  Pancras,  and  as  they  are  coming 
here  for  these  advantages,  at  the  expense 
*«f   St,    Pancras,    it  is   not   unreasonable 
that  the    people    of  St.  Pancras  should 
ask  at  the  hands  of   the   company  for 
.^omo  conveniences  in  other  parts  of  the 
parish  as  a  qnul  pro  quo  for  the  advan* 
tages  which  the  company  are  seeking  to 
acquire.      The    Vestry   of    St.    Pancras 
have  pstltioned  against  the  preamble  of 
the    Midland    Company's    Bill,    urging, 
among  otlier  objections,  that  they  do  not 
know  what  the  company  propose  to  do  with 
tho    land   which     they  seek   to  acquire 
under  the  Bill ;  that  there  is  no  necessity 
for  taking  a  good  deal  of   it ;  and  that 
if  they  are  permitted  to  have  this  hind 
they  ought  to  submit  to  certain  require- 
ruionts  in  the  interests  of  the  parish.     I 
admit  that    the  petition   of   the    Vestry 
'does  not   distinctly  raise  the  particular 
question  which  I  am  now  bringing  before 
<the  Hous:?.     Had  tbat  l>een  the  c:ise  it 
would  not  have  been  necessary  for  me  to 
have  ti'oubled  the  Housj  at  all  with  this 
matter.      I    may   mention   that   I  have 
been  obliged  to  postpone  this  Motion  in 
consequence  of  the  serious  illness  of   the 
chief  executive   officer   of   St.    Pancras, 
which  has  prevented  me  from  obtaining 
all  the   material   I   wanted.      I   would 
venture    to  submit    to  the    House,    as 
Member  of   Parliament  for  this  part  of 
St.  Pancras,  that  I  oui^ht  not  to  be  pre- 
cluded owing  to  any  oversight  or  negli- 
gence on  the   part  of  the  Vestry  from 
raising  now  the  interests  of  tlie  public 
in  the  district  which  I  represent.  Perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  remind  the   House 
that  the  Midland  Railway  Company  have 
taken  a  very  considerable  portion  of  public 
land  in  the  parish  of  St.  Pancras,  and  a 
considerable  portion  also  of  private  pro- 
perty  for  the  convenience  of   their  line. 
Part  of  that  land  has  been  vacant  for 
many  years  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
Mr,  T.  If.  BoUon 


general  public.  The  least,  then,  that  the 
Midland  Railway  Company  can  do  is  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  parish,  who  ask  for  a  return 
for  the  advantages  which  the  Company 
propose  to  secure  for  themselves  under 
the  provisions  of  tbe  present  Bill.  I 
need  scarcely  say  that  the  works  of  th© 
Midland  Railway  Company  have  not 
added  to  the  attractive  character  of  St*  | 
Pancras,  as  any  hon.  Member  will  find 
who  goes  up  the  St.  Pancras  Road,  or 
comes  in  contact  with  tbo  works  of  the 
company  elsewhere  in  St.  Pancras,  ex* 
cept,  of  course,  in  the  case  of  the  largo  , 
terminal  station,  which  is  andoubtedly  a 
very  fine  building.  In  moving  this  In- 
struction, I  only  ask  that  the  question 
of  making  this  road — a  road  which  will 
be  of  great  convenience  to  the  public — 
shall  be  referred  to  the  Committee  up- 
stairs. A  viaduct  from  Leighton  RciadT 
to  Queen's  Crescent  will  be  of  great  con- 
venience to  the  persons  who  live  on  both 
sides  of  the  line.  There  is  a  large  in- 
dustrious artisan  population  in  Kentiskj 
Town,  but  in  consequence  of  not  having 
a  continuation  of  Queen's  Crescent  to 
Leighton  Road,  they  are  obliged  to  go 
round  by  Mansfield  R*md  and  Gordon  1 
House  Road  for  near  a  mile,  or  round 
by  the  Prince  of  Wales'  Road,  or  to  walk 
through  some  very  narrow  and  awkward 
streets  intervening.  I  am  not  asking  the 
House  to  make  an  Ordt^r  at  once,  or  to  deal 
with  the  Midland  Railway  Company  in 
any  arbitrary  way,  but  only  to  refers 
the  matter  to  the  Committee  upstairs. 
In  that  case,  if  what  I  ask  is  reasonable 
and  practicable,  it  will  receive  the  sane-  , 
tion  of  the  Committee,  and  if  unreason-  \ 
able  or  impracticable,  it  will  bo 
rejected.  I  may  add  that  I  have 
brought  this  matter  forward  without  any 
ill-feeling  towards  the  Midlund  Railway 
Company,  but  solely  in  the  intereatfi  of 
the  public,  and,  at  the  same  time,  with 
a  full  desire  to  give  the  company  all^ 
reasonable  fttpilities  for  the  development 
of  their  line.  I  beg  to  move  the  In- 
struction which  I  have  already  read. 

Mr.  K.  G.  WEBSTER  (St,  Pancni£» 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  second  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,^ 
"That  it  bo  an  TnatTuclion  to  the  Coramitteo  < 
to  whum  the   Midlaricl  Itailway    Bill  haa  been 
referred  to  consider  the  propriety  uf  n-qairing 
the  aiidland  Uailway  Company  to  provide,  by 
means  of  a  viadact,  a  public  thoroughfare  a 
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their  railway  and  works  in  North  St.  Pancras, 
from  Leighton  Road  to  Queen's  Crescent :  and, 
if  the  Committee  should  be  of  opinion  that  it 
would  be  reasonable  and  proper  to  require 
the  said  Railway  Company  to  provide  such 
thorouf^hfare,  to  insert  the  necessary  provisions 
in  the  said  BUI."— (ifr.  T.  H,  Bolton,) 

The  chairman  of  WAYS  and 
MEA.NS  (Mr.  Courtney,  Cornwall, 
Bodmin)  :  I  do  not  rise  for  the  purpose 
-of  denying  the  public  convenience  which 
wonld  result  from  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  St.  Pancras  (Mr. 
Bolton)  if  it  were  carried  out.  I  have 
no  doubt  the  bridge  which  he  proposes 
would  bs  extremelj  seryiceable  to  those 
who  live  on  both  sides  of  the  railway, 
but  the  question  is,  by  whom  is  the 
bridge  to  be  made,  and  at  whose  cost  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  St.  Pancras 
oomes  before  us  with  an  Instruction  to 
the  Committee  to  consider  the  propriety 
of  requiring  the  Midland  Railway  Com- 
pany to  provide,  by  means  of  a  viaduct, 
a  public  thoroughfare  across  their  rail- 
way from  Leighton  Road  to  Queen's 
Crescent ;  but,  as  he  himself  has  said, 
he  comes  before  the  House  rather  late. 
The  Committee  upstairs  have  already 
been  engaged  in  considering  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  comes  here  without 
taking  any  of  the  usual  Parliamentary 
steps,  and  without  being  backed  up  by 
the  Road  Authority  of  the  District.  The 
Midland  Railway  Company  are  proposing 
to  make  some  changes  in  one  part  of  St. 
Pancras  quite  apart  from  the  particular 
area  which  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to 
protect.  If  the  Vestry  of  St.  Pancras, 
when  presenting  their  petition  against 
the  pioposed  works,  had  raised  this  ob- 
jection, they  might  possibly  have  entered 
into  negotiations  with  the  company  and 
•ecured  some  beneficial  results.  But  the 
petition  does  not  refer  to  this  matter  at 
all.  It  relates  exclusively  to  works  in 
South  St.  Pancras,  where  the  Midland 
Railway  Company  wish  to  make  some 
alteration  in  regard  to  the  streets  of  the 
neighbourhood.  The  Vestry  of  St.  Pan- 
cras have  not  asked  to  be  heard  upon 
the  question  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  brought  before  the  House,  and  we 
are  placed  in  this  position  —  that 
the  Midland  Railway  Company  propose 
to  do  something  in  one  part  of  the  parish, 
whereas  the  local  representatives  object 
to  something  which  has  reference  entirely 
to  another  part,  and  he  is  not  backed  up 


by  the  Local  Authority.  Nevertheless, 
he  asks  the  House  to  adopt  this  Instruc- 
tion,  and  to  compel  the  Midland  Railway 
Company  really  to  make  a  bridge  in 
another  part  of  the  parish.  The  Mid- 
land Company  have  not  been  consulted  in 
the  matter,  nor  did  they  see  the  plans 
until  this  afternoon.  The  Committee 
upstairs  have  already  been  engaged  in 
the  consideration  of  the  Bill,  and  it 
would  be  an  innovation  of  a  startling 
character  for  the  House,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, to  adopt  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member.  As  I  said  at  starting, 
the  bridge  would  undoubtedly  be  a  great 
public  convenience,  and  possibly  ^t  some 
future  time  it  will  be  made,  and  the  Mid- 
land Company  may  be  got  to  contribute 
towards  the  cost  of  making  it.  The 
Midland  Railway  Company  is  a  company 
of  great  activity ;  its  works  are  not  likely 
to  finish  this  year,  and  probably  they 
may  have  something  to  do  in  connection 
with  St.  Pancras  in  future  years.  If 
this  Instruction  were  sanctioned  and 
were  to  become  the  general  rule  it  would 
probably  have  serious  consequences. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER:  Before  the 
House  goes  to  a  Division  I  hope  I  may, 
as  one  of  the  Members  for  St.  Pancras, 
be  permitted  to  make  one  or  two  remarks, 
I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  St.  Pancras  that  a  bridge  from 
Leighton  Road  to  Queen's  Crescent 
would  be  of  great  advantage  to  a  large 
number  of  the  inhabitants  of  that  part 
of  the  borough  ;  more  especially  because 
I  think  the  proposals  now  made  by  the 
Midland  Railway  Company  will,  to  some 
extent,  isolate  one  portion  of  the  borough 
of  St.  Pancras  from  the  other,  and  will 
be  of  great  inconvenience  to  the  public 
gienerally.  I  therefore  think  the  Instruc- 
tion ought  to  go  before  the  Committee 
upon  the  Bill  to  see  whether  the  existing 
evil  can  be  remedied.  At  the  same  time, 
I  quite  agree  with  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  that  it  is  somewhat 
unprecedented  to  ask  for  power  to  enable 
a  Committee  to  consider  a  question  which 
the  Local  lAuthorities  in  their  Petition 
against  the  Bill  have  not  raised.  I  ven- 
ture to  hope,  however,  that  the  House 
will  allow  the  question  to  go  before  the 
Committee  upstairs. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  67 ;  Noes 
59._(Div.  List,  No.  34.) 
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PRICES  OF  CATTLE. 
MR,MAHONY(Meath,:R,):  Ibegtoask 
the  Minister  for  Agriculture  whether  he 
will  take  steps  to  collect  stiitistics  of  prices 
realised  bjr  actual  sales  of  cattle  by  live 
weight  iu  the  chief  cattle  markets  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  to  furnish 
the  same  tri  Meniljcrs  of  Parliament  as  a 
quarterly  Eetarn  ? 

The  PEESLDEFT  of  the  BOARP 
OF  AGRICULTORE  (Mr.  Chaplis,  Lin- 
colnshire, Sleaford) :  The  proposal  to  ob- 
tain st:itistic-5  of  the  prices  of  cattle  as  as- 
cert:iined  by  sales  effttcfced  on  the  basis  of 
live  weight  is  one  which  I  am  not  indis- 
posed to  view  with  favour.  But  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  has  at  present  no 
machinery  which  cx)uld  be  mide  imme- 
diately available  for  the  collection  of 
such  information  in  Great  Britain,  and 
it  has  not  been  entiTistcd  with  any 
powers  for  the  collection  of  statistics  in 
Ireland.  We  are,  however,  considering 
if  it  may  not  be  possible  to  devise  a 
scheme  for  the  purpose,  in  concert  witli 
ether  Departments,  or  otherwise,  I 
uaderstrind  that  the  Commission  now 
sitting  on  market  rights  and  tolls  has 
taken  evidence  on  the  subject,  and  ha^ 
procured  RDporte:  from  foreign  countries 
as  to  their  practice  in  this  matter,  and  it 
would  be  well  perhaps  ti5  await  their 
recommendations  before  giving  a  moi-e 
definite  answer  to  the  question. 

Me.  BRADIAUGH  (Northampton): 
Is  the  ritrhl  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
in  the  evidence  before  the  Markets  Com- 
mission  it  was  shown  that  weigh  bridges 
have  seldom  been  used  either  in  Eng- 
land, Ireland,  or  Wales  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  No;  I  was  not  aware 
of  that  j  and  that  is  one  of  the  reasons 
why  I  am  desirous  of  waiting  for  the 
Report. 

THE  LABOURERS'  (IRELAND)  ACT. 

Mr.  MAHONY  I  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  up  to 
September,  1869,  a  sum  of  £065,150  has 
been  issued  as  a  loan  under  the 
Labourers'  (Ireland)  Act,  and  that  since 
that  data  further  large  sums  have  been 
sanctioned  as  loans  under  the  same  Act ; 


whether   there    has    been    considerable 
deky  in  the  issue  of  instalments  caused 
by  the  insufficient  number  of  Inspecting 
Engineers  employed  by  the  Local  Govem*- 
roenfc  Board  ;  wliether  this  deficiency  ha 
in  many  cases  led  to  a  very  incomplete" 
and  unsatisfactory  inspection  ;  whether 
in  many  cases  tlie  Inspectors  have  found 
it   impossible    properly   io  control    the 
works    in    progress,    and    that,    conse- 
quently, ntany  of  the  houses  have  been 
badly  built,  in  some  cases  mud  mortar 
only  having  been  used  ;  and  whether  he 
wiU    take    steps  to  secure  that   public  , 
money  shall  not  be  used  for  the  erection  1 
of  inferior  buildings  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  H 
LAND  (Mr,  A.  J.  Balfouk,  Manchester^^ 
K.) ;  The  facts  are  subetantiallj  aa 
stated  in  the  first  paragraph.  The  Ijocal 
Government  Board  are  not  responsible 
for  any  delay  which  may  have  occurred 
in  the  issue  of  instalments.  The  prin-^ 
cipal  cause  of  any  sxicli  delay  has  been  i 
remissness  on  the  part  of  the  architects'*^ 
of  the  Sanitary  Authority  in  not  getting 
defects  remedied  when  pointed  out  by 
the  Local  Government  Inspectors.  There 
is  no  information  to  show  that  in  any 
cose  an  incomplete  and  unsatisfactory  in-  I 
spection  has  been  made.  On  the  con- 
ti-ary,  it  is  believed  that  all  the  inspec- 
tions have  been  made  in  a  thorough 
manner,  and  that  full  time  has  been 
given  to  each  case.  The  control  or 
supervision  of  the  works  in  progress  is 
not  in  the  hands  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Inspectors,  but  of  the  architect  or 
clerk  of  works  of  the  Sanitary  Authority. 
It  is  the  ca.se  that  in  one  union  it  was 
found  that  improper  mortar  had  been 
used,  but  the  Local  Government  Bc>ard 
forthwith  required  tlie  work  to  be  pulled 
down  and  i*ebuilt.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Inspectors  exercise  due  diligence  in 
their  inspections,  but  the  respon {nihility 
of  closely  watching  the  work  while  it  is 
being  carried  on  rests  with  the  officers  of 
the  Sanitary  Authority. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co,  Mid)  :  Is  ilt 
not  the  fact  that  many  of  the  houses  h^ve 
been  found  to  be  practico-lly  uninhabit- 
able owing  to  the  w^ay  in  whicli  they 
have  been  handed  over  to  the  labourers  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALPOITR:  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  vrill  put  the  question  on  the 
Paper,  I  will  ask  for  a  Report 
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.    0UT-t)0OR"  iE^ilEP  IN  IRELAND. 

De.  TAinirtlE-  (Cork";  Mid) :  1  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  fi)rd 
tiieutenani  o^  Jreland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  th^  hlipd  man,  named  James 
Madden,  who  was  recently  deprived  of 
btit-door  relief,  was,  when  formerly  in 
the  workhouse,  granted  a  pass  every 
second  day  to  visit  Dr.  ^andford,  an 
ophthalmic  specialist  in  Cork ;  whether 
the  treatment  was  suoceMfnl,  and 
whether  Madden  is  now  granted  the 
same  opportunity ;  and  whether  the 
Vice  Guardians  had  received  any  medical 
expression  of  opinion  on  Madden's  case 
prior  to  depriving  him,  his  wife,  and  six 
children  of  their  allowance  of  six  shillings 
a  T^eek  ? 

Mb.  a;  J.  BALFOURV  '  The  Vice 
Guardians  have  no  information  as  to  the 
extern  medical  aid  Madden  may  have 
sought  when  a  former  inmate  of  the 
workhouse.  Any  inmate  can  obtain  a 
pass  for  the  purpose  of  visiting  a  medical 
specialist.  Madden  has  not  re-entered  the 
workhouse.  The  Vice  Gu^qrdians'  action 
in  ordering  that  Madden  should  be  ad- 
mitted into  the  workhouse,  with  a  view 
to  his  receiving  treatment  in  the  hospital, 
was  supported  by  a  medical  certificate 
to  the  effect  that  he  would  be  better 
there  than  at  home. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  this  man  was  sent  to  a  specialist  by 
the  order  of  the  Guardians,  and  was 
advised  to  enter  the  workhouse  so  that 
he  might  receive  medical  treatment 
there  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  no  in- 
formation  as  to  what  medical  advice  this 
man  received. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Was  he  not  sent  to 
J)r.  Sandford  by  the  order  of  the  Board 
of  Guardians  ou  the  recommendation  of 
the  medical  staff  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  That  is  a 
matter  upon  which  I  have  no  informa- 
tion. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Then  I  will  put  down 
the  Question  for  another  day. 

CRIHE  IN  WATBRFORD. 
Mb.  WEBB  (Waterford,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  fact,  as  re- 
ported, that  Lord  Chief  Justice  O'Brien 
was,,  at  Waterford,  on  Tuesday,  presented 


with  a  pair  of  white  gloves,  ithere  being 
zko'  criminal  business  forihe  whole  Coimfy 
of  Watei€ord  to  go  -  'before  4iim ;  and 
whether,  under  these  circumstances^  the 
Government  propose  cancelling  any  appli- 
cation they  have  made  to  the  county  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :.  I  am  infoipmed 
that  it  is  the  case  that  at  the  opening  of 
the  Waterford  Assizes  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  was  presented  with  a  pair  of 
white  gloves  in  consequence  of  there 
being  no  cases  for  trial.  This,  however, 
does  not  represent  the  true  condition  of 
that  county,  and  the  learned  Judge,  bi 
his  address  to  the  Grand  Jury,  had  to 
refer  to  a  recent  deUberate  murder  com- 
mitted in  the  county  and  to  the  pre- 
valence of  the  crimes  of  boycotting  and 
intimidation.  The  authorities  responsible 
for  the  peace  of  the  county  report  thai 
they  are  unable  at  the  present  time  to 
recommend  the  withdrawal  of  the  oppli^ 
cation  of  the  provisions  of  the  Crimea 
Act  in  force  therein. 

•Mr.  WEBB:  Did  not  the  leajmed 
Judge  speak  of  boycotting  as  a  orime 
well-known  to  the  Common  Law ;  and,  if 
BO,  is  not  the  Common  Law  sufficient  to 
meet  cases  of  boycotting  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Every  crime 
is  capable  of  being  dealt  with  by  the 
Common  Law. 

EVICTION  AT  FERMOY. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Sacretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  dt 
Ireland  if  it  is  a  fact,  in  connection  with 
the  recent  eviction  of  Mr.  P.  Shinnick> 
P.L.G.,  near  Fermoy,  County  Cork,  that 
a  sub-tenant  *  named  Leahy  was  also 
evicted,  no  notice  of  eviction  having 
been  served  either  on  Leahy  or  the 
relieving  officer;  and  if  it  is  true,  aB 
stated,  that  Mrs.  Shinnick  and  her  five 
young  children  were  turned  out  upon  the 
roadside,  wliere  they  remained  all  night, 
without  shelter ;  and  whether  an  investi- 
gation will  be  made  into  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  ;  and,  if  so,  by  whom 
will  it  be  conducted  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  appears  to 
be  the  fact  that  on  the  occasion  of  the 
eviction  referred  to  in  the  question 
Leahy,  who  was  a  labourer  occupying  a 
house  on  the  farm,  was  evicted.  I  am 
informed  that  the  statements  in  the  first 
paragraph  are  not  accurate  in  relation  to 
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Mi*s,  Shiunick  and  her  cliildrc^n^  but  are 
true  with  reference  tc:)  Mrs.  Leuhj. 
Leahy  and  his  family  appear  to  have 
been  allowed,  on  the  following  day,  to 
re-enter  the  house  from  which  they  had 
been  evicted,  as  csaretakers, 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W  )  ' 
Is  not  the  right  hon.  Gentlemfin  the 
liead  of  the  Local  Governroent  Board  in 
Ireland '/ 

Me.  a.  J.  BALPOUH  :  Yes ;  but  the 
Local  Government  Board  have  nothing 
to  do  with  cases  of  this  kind. 

SERIOUS  CHARGE  AGAINST  AN  IRISH 
MAGISTRATE. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  report  of  certain  proceedings 
At  the  Kerry  Assizes  on  the  appeal  of 
Mary  Quinlan  against  Mr.  George  Sandes 
Irom  the  decision  of  a  County  Court,  for 
the  maintenance  of  his  illegitimate  child, 
in  which  it  was  admitted  hy  Mr.  Sandes 
that,  in  1882,  he  was  a  land  agent  for 
several  estates,  and  that  some  disputes 
having  arisen  which  led  to  litigation,  in 
a  place  where  he  frequently  acted  as 
presiding  Justice,  he  sent  for  Mary 
Quinlan,  one  of  the  parties  to  the 
litigation,  and  seduced  her;  and  that, 
although  frequently  applied  to  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  child  that  was  the 
result  of  this  iuteroourse,  he  bad  refused 
to  make  such  mainte nance  ;  and  that  he 
further  would  not  deny  that,  when 
acting  as  land  atrent,  ho  had  had  inter- 
course with  many  tenants'  widows  :  and 
whether  the  attentiiju  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  will  be  called  to  the  conduct 
of  Mr.  Sandes  in  this  case  'if 

Thi:  ATIXDRNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maih»ek,  University  of 
Dublin) :  The  only  sources  open  to  me  on 
the  subject  of  this  question  are  the 
reports  which  have  appeared  in  the 
public  Press,  The  matters  of  fact 
referred  to  in  the  question  (which 
appear  to  have  occurred  some  eight  years 
ago)  came  out  in  evidence  on  the  hearing 
•of  an  appeal  recently  tried  before  Mr. 
Justice  Andrews,  If  the  matter,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Judge  who  lieard  the 
appeal,  was  one  calling  for  the  attention 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  he 
would,  I  have  no  doubt,  have  communi- 
cated with  him  in  reference  to  it. 
Mr.  A,  J,  Baljmtr 


Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.)  : 
May  I  ask  whether  there  were  not  in 
Court  affidavits  of  Mr.  Sandes^s  sister 
alleging  misconduct,  and  wdiether  the 
Lis  towel  Workhouse,  of  which  Mr,  Sandes 
was  Chairman,  was  not  used  as  the  nursery 
for  his  illegitimate  children  ?  Is  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  also  aware 
that  all  the  newspapers  which  report  the 
case  state  that  the  learned  Judge  in  giving 
his  decision  was  not  aiidible  to  the  re- 
porters ?  And,  further,  that  this  man 
seduced  a  servant  girl  in  his  own  house. 
At  any  rate,  will  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  consider  the  propriety 
of  asking  that  J^lr.  Sandes  should  not 
be  allowed  to  sit  upon  the  Bench  of 
Magistrates  ? 

•Mr.  M^VDDEN  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  see  that  these  are  matters  which 
do  not  arise  out  of  the  question  upon  the 
Paper.  He  must  be  aware  that  I  have 
no  power  to  exercise  a  general  censorship 
over  the  moral  conduct  of  Magistrates. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  for  further 
information  I  will  make  inquiry. 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON:  Is  it  not 
the  fact,  admitted  by  Sandes  himself, 
that  the  seduction  of  this  girl  took  place 
in  his  own  house,  upon  an  occasion  of  her 
going  to  him,  upon  receiving  an  intima- 
tion from  him  that  he  was  to  preside  cm 
the  Bench  when  a  case  concerning  her 
was  to  be  brought  on  *\ 

♦Mr.  ^LiDDEN :  No  doubt  there  were 
certain  discreditiible  matters  brought  to 
light  in  the  course  of  a  civil  trial ;  but  it 
is  no  part  of  the  functions  or  duty  of  the 
Attorney  General  to  interpose  in  such 
cases. 

Mb.  SEXl^ON  (Belfast,  W.)  :  I 
venture  to  think  that  the  House  will 
expect  some  further  reply.  This  person, 
who  is  still  a  Magistrate,  has  made  grave 
admissions  of  systematic  seduction.  WiU 
the  Government  continue  to  ignore  these 
fa-cts,  or  will  they  call  the  attention  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  to  them  ?  The  fact 
that  this  man  is  still  a  Magistrate  is  a 
scandal. 

♦Mr.  WEBB :  Did  not  Sandes  swear 
that  he  had  not  seduced  20  girls,  but 
that  he  would  not  swear  thtit  he  had  not 
seduced  1 2  f 

♦Mr.  MADDEN:  I  have  no  doubt  that 
if  the  Jndg-e  thinks  it  necessivry  the  facts 
will  be  laid  before  the  Lord  Chancellor,  il 
they  have  not  already  reached  him. 
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Mb.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tjme):  This  is  clearly  a  matter  not  nn- 
connected  with  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
I  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  whether  he  will 
call  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
to  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  question 
was  not  put  to  me,  and  I  never  heard  of 
this  matter  before.  As  the  right  hon. 
Q^ntleman  knows,  the  jurisdiction  does 
not  rest  with  me,  but  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Lreland. 
I  shall,  however,  be  glad  to  call  his 
attention  to  the  matter,  if  that  has  not 
already  been  done. 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON:  Is  not  this 
one  of  the  three  persons  who  are  alleged 
to  have  been  boycotted  in  Kerry  ? 

•Mb.     speaker  :      Order,     order  ! 
That  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  question. 

WEIGHBRIDGES  FOR  CATTLE. 

Mb.  MAHONY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  weighbridge  in  the  Glas- 
gow Cattle  Market  is  so  situated  that 
cattle,  in  order  to  be  weighed,  have  to  be 
driven  through  that  portion  of  the  market 
allocated  to  horses  exposed  for  sale  ;  and 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  inconvenience 
and  danger  consequent  is  so  great  that 
many  persons  desirous  of  having  their 
cattle  weighed  are  unable  to  do  so, 
would  he  consider  what  means  there  are 
of  enforcing  the  law  which  requires  that 
suitable  weighing  machines  should  be 
provided  ? 

A  LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Sir 
H.  Maxwell,  Wigton):  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  situation  of  the  weigh- 
bridge in  Glasgow  Cattle  Market  is  as 
described  in  the  question.  No  complaints 
have  ever  been  made  to  the  oflficer  in  at- 
tendance at  the  Market.  If  representa- 
tions are  made  to  the  Market  Authority  by 
any  persons  who  are  inconvenienced  l^ 
the  present  situation  I  have  no  doubt 
they  will  receive  consideration. 

EFFECTS  OF  IMPRISONMENT. 
Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bothnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  case 
mentioned  in  the  last  Report  of  the 
Prison  Commissioners  (Part  1,  page  45), 
viz.,  the  case  of  T.  D.,  who  was  sentenced 
to  "  two  years  and  one  year  hard  labour," 
and  after  serving  over  25  months  of  his 


sentence  was  released  upon  a  medical 
certificate  of  "  general  debiliiy,"  origin- 
ating after  his  reception  into  prison ;  by 
whom,  at  what  Court,  under  what  dr- 
cumstances,  and  for  what  ofEence  was 
this  sentence  imposed  ;  and  has  he  taken, 
or  will  he  take,  any  steps  in  th& 
matter? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob  thr 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  MirrHEWs; 
Birmingham,  E.) :  It  is  the  practice  of 
the  Home  Office,  after  a  prisoner  has  been 
two  years  in  prison,  to  call  for  a  full 
Medical  Report  as  to  his  condition,  and 
the  probable  effect  of  the  imprisonment 
upon  him.  In  the  present  case  the 
Home  Office  called  for  a  second  Medical 
Report,  and  upon  that  Report  released 
the  prisoner. 

SCOTTISH  PAROOHIA.L  BOARDS. 

Mb.  HOZIEJl  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  :  I  beg- 
to  ask  whether,  with  reference  to  Section 
78,  Sub-section  (1),  of  "The  Local 
Government  (Scotland)  Act,  1889,"  it  is 
necessary  for  the  representative  of  a 
Pai^ochial  Board  on  a  District  Committee 
to  be  a  member  of  that  Parochial  Board  ? 

Sib  H.  maxwell  :  In  reply  to  thig 
question,  I  have  to  inform  the  hon. 
Member  that,  according  to  the  Lord 
Advocate's  construction  of  the  clause 
referred  to,  the  representative  need  not 
necessarily  be  a  member  of  the  Parochia) 
Board. 

HONG  KONG. 
Mb.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintehire): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  some  Ordinancea 
recently  promulgated  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Hong  Kong  for  the  regulation 
of  prostitutes,  especially  to  Sections  30 
and  31,  which  make  it  the  duty  of  the 
Registrar  General  of  the  colony  to  keep 
a  permanent  record  of  immoral  houses 
and  of  their  female  inmates,  in  the  same 
manner  as  marriages  are  registered,  and 
that  his  office  must  be  furnished  with  a 
photograph  of  each ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  anyone  daring  to  open  an  unlicensed 
house  is  liable  to  severe  penalties,  and 
whether  Section  56  of  this  Ordinance 
actually  empowers  the  "Governor  in 
Council  "  to  take  steps  to  provide  for  the 
safety  and  escape  of  inmates  in  immoral 
houses  "in  case  of  fire; "  whether  women, 
are  given  to  understand  that  they  are 
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expected  by  the  officers  of  the  law  to  go 
up  as  usual  for  periodical  inspection,  and 
that  they  do  §o  ;  iind,  whether  the  officers 
uiider  the  new  Ordinance  are  the  same 
as  those  under  its  predecessor  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  X't)LONIES  (Baron  H. 
de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Tuxteth)  : 
An  Ordinance  has  heen  passed  by  the 
Government  of  Hong-  Kong,  containing 
the  provisions  referred  to  in  the  Ist  and 
2iid  pai'iisrraphs  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question,  but  the  Secrettiry  of  State  has 
directed  that  it  should  be  amended  in 
respect  of  several  of  its  provisions.  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  de4:ided  that  the 
system  of  registration  and  supervision  of 
brothels  shoo  Id  be  maintained  in  lloug 
Kong  (as  in  the  Straits  Settlements), 
because  it  is  regarded  as  a  valuable 
means  of  checking  the  too  g^eneral 
practicehof  kidnapping  girls,  and  brothel 
slavery.  *  The  Ordinanne  repeals  the  law 
relating  to  the  compulsory  medical 
examination  of  women,  and  it  has  been 
clearly  explained  to  the  women  tliat  they 
need -not  attend  for  examination  unless 
they  wish  to  do  so.  Some  women  do 
voluntarily  so  att^jnd  from  time  to 
time,  but  not  at  fixed  iutervals,  or  on 
any  specified  days.  Some  of  the  officers 
under  this  Ordinance  are  the  same  as 
unde^  the  repaaled  Contagious  Diseases 
Ordinance,  but  their  duties  are  differently 
defined. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  :  la  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  owing 
to  the  intense  heat  of  Hong  Kong,  and 
the  mode  in  which  the  houses  are  con- 
structed, fii'ea  often  spread  with  terrible 
rapidity,  and  result  in  considerable  loss 
of  life  J  and  if  it  is  not  desirable  that 
steps  should  be  taken  in  the  shape  of 
issuing  an  Ordinance,  or  otherwise,  to 
pi^vent  the  inhabitants  from  being 
soasted  alive  ? 

^  Baron  H,  pe  WORMS :  The  latter 
part  of  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member 
i%  self-evident,  and  in  regard  to  the 
fonner  part  I  have  no  information,  I 
will  inquire  if  the  hon.  Member  will  put 
the  question  on  the  Papen 

♦Mr.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester)  ;  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  answered  that  part,  of  the  question 
iriiich  relates  t»-^  photographs.  la  it  true, 
4s  suggested  in  the  question,  that  photo- 
gvaphB  of  all  unfortunates  are  required 
compulsorily  to  be  sent  to  the  officials  ? 
Mr*  Samuel  Smith 


Bard?*  H,  de  W^ORMS  :  I  have  no 
information  on  tliat  point. 

THE  SHOPKEEPERS'  HALF-HOUDAY 
BILL. 
Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London 
University)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  with 
reference  to  his  reply  to  the  deputation  . 
which  waited  on  him  last  week,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  could  give  an 
opportunity  for  the  discussion  of  the 
Shopkeepers'  Half-Holiday  Bill,  and 
whether  he  will  support  the  Second 
Reading  ? 

Mr.  MA.TTHEWS:  The  only  assistance 
that  the  Government  are  able  to  give  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  is  to  suggest 
to  jny  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Camberwell  that  he  would  do  well  to 
allow  the  discussion  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  to  take  place  on  any 
evening  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
can  bring  it  on,  and  to  continue  without 
objection  after  12  o'clock.  The  question 
raised  by  the  Bill  is  one  which  the 
Government  think  should  be  left  to 
Members  on  all  sides  of  the  House  to 
decide  for  themselves  without  any 
interference  of  Party  influences. 
♦Mr.  J.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  :  The 
right  hon,  Gentleman  means  the  Member 
for  Dulwiuh  (Mr.  Blundell  Maple)  and 
not  the  Member  for  CamberwelL 

THE  DEER  AT  HAMPTON  COURT. 

Dr.  TAira'ER  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Woiks  if  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  500  deer  which  Lave  for  years 
past  been  maintained  in  the  Home  Park, 
Hampton  Court,  are  being  ;removed; 
whether  the  allegation  is  correct  **  that 
the  authorities  are  actuated  in  this  step 
by  economical  reasons,  and  that  cattle 
are  for  the  future  to  be  reared  in  these 
beautiful  pastures,"  and  what  other 
reasons  have  occasioned  the  change  % 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Pliinket,  University  of 
Dublin):  The  deer  which  have  been 
heretofore  maintained  in  Hampton  Court 
Park  are  being  removed,  some  of  them 
to  Bushy  Park  and  some  to  Richmond 
Park,  The  grazings  will  continue  to  be 
let  to  the  Master  of  the  Horse,  as  at 
present,  but  at  an  increased  rent.  There 
will  be  a  net  gain  to  the  Exchequer  of 
about  £600  a  year. 
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D^.  TANNER:  Is  that   in    the    in- 
terests of  economy  ? 

NEWFOUNDLAND  FISHERIES.  ^ 
Mr.  GOURLEY  (SanderWd)':  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  an  arrangement 
has  been  concluded  between  the  French 
and  British  Governinents  relative  \iot^\\e 
Newfoundland  lobster  fishery  disputes ; 
if  so,  will  he  be  good  enough  to  state  the 
nature  of  the  modus  vivendiy  and  wliether 
permanent  or  temporary  ?  '   ; 

The  UNDER  SEGRETARr  OP  STAtE 
FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  J^r- 
GUsaoN,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  I  stated 
yesterday  that  an  arrangement  in  the 
nature  of  b,  modus  vivendi  ih^ad  Jxien 
^rived  ^at;  also  that  it  was  f6r  ^this 
Reason  only.  It  proyides  *  that»  such 
lobster  factories  as  ^ere^n  existence  last 
year  may  be  continued  for  the  present, 
the  Naval  Commanders  being  arJaiiteBS  in 
case  of  disputes .:  in  other  wora%  it 
maintains  the  atattia  qua,  q^uestions  of 
principle  and  of  respective  ligWs  being 
entirely  reserved.  New  lobstei'  riSsheries 
can  only  be  established  by  joint  coiisent 
of  the  British  and  French  NavtiLl-  Com- 
manders, and  for  each  new  fishery  sd 
permitted  to  one  nation, .  peirmissiou  is 
to  be .  granted  for  a  new  fishery  to  the 
other. 

REV.  J.  DOBIE»S  IMPRfSONMENT. 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  hik 
attention.,  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing passage  in  the  Scof^mgkn  of  18th 
March  : — 

**Weare  informed  by  an  Aden  correspon- 
dent that  the  Reverend  J.  Doble,  Army 
ChapUiin  of  the  Chnroh  of  Scotland  in  India, 
on  returning  to  tlie  coast  frx)m'a  recent  tour  of 
philolof^dBl  resethrch  in  the(  inteHor  of  Arabia, 
wasv  withtMit  cause  or  explanation;  throw:^  iato 
prieon-  in  -Hodeidah^ ,  on. '  ^le-.  .H«d  S^^,  and 
detained^  there- .1^  ord^\of  the  Turkish 
Authorities 'until  measerf  by  the  Bn^i^jh  Coqp 
8ul.  Wt^  utiderstaiid  that  to  red?e««  th^  iwton  ^ 
done  totb^  ro^r«tid'g<dBt^eDUiTi  th^  General 
commaDd|Dg  at  Aden  instantly  diBpatchH  the 
gunboat  Reindeer  to  support  the  Consul  at 
iTod^idah  in  demanding  the,  immedieLte  dis- 
mfssitlof  the  Governor  who  ;llad' Ordered  Mr. 
Oobie's  imprisonment."  '     *  . 

Whether  ke  can  state  the  reasons,  ^i 
Dpljie  was  thrown,  into  prison  y.  hcKir^liDKDg 
He  was  shut  np,  an^  what.  His.  t^eatijaenii 
was  while  SQ  ^jLcaroe^tej^ ;  ^HcMbl^r  ii»  lif 
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entitled  to  compensatiun  for  the  i^d 
imprisonment ;  and  whether,  he  can  state 
whore  Mr.  Doble  now  is  ?  "    •). 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  f  We  have  not 
yet  received  information  of  the  occur- 
rences mantionecL  My  hon.  Friend  will 
see  by  the  dates  that  no  letters  could 
haye  reached  ua^  and  as  the  British 
Aathorities  on  the  spot  appeal*  te  haye 
done  what  was  necessary  there  was  no 
oocaaion  to  refers  heme  hy  telegraph. 

Mr.  MAEJOEIBANKS  :  I  beg  to  give 
notico  that  I  will  put  another  question 
on  the  subject  an  this  day  week. 

NOKCQNFORMTST  FUNERALS. 
Mr.  BOIilTHO  (Oomwall,  Si  Ives) :  I 
beg  tovask  the  Secretarj  of  Si^tefpr  the 
Home  Depni'tmeut  whether  hjs itttention 
has  been  called  to  the  refii  sal  <jf  the  Vicar 
of  Madron  to  permit  a  funeral  to  be  con- 
ducted by  a  Nonconform  fst  minister  in 
the  eUurcliyard  on  a  Sunday,  and  to  the 
language  (deprQciatopy  of  Nonconfor- 
mists) alleged  to  have  been  employed; 
and  whethGr  tuch  ^^fuaal  was  legal?. 

Mic.  MATTHEWS :  Yes,  Sir,  my  atten- 
tifen  has  beeji  called  to  this  matter.  The 
Yicar  denies  that  .tie  refused  to  peri^it 

the  buriai  Qu  ; Sunday.  ..Tho  son  of -tbQ 
deceased  proposed  ^i^t  ati,  hour  which 
wa^  not  within-  thp  statutory  limit  of 
time,  and  n^^i  ai  honr  which  interfered 
with  the  a|teruooTi  service,  and  the  Vicar 
objected  ia  writing  for  that  reason,  as  he 
wafi  entitle4  tQ*do  under  the  3rd  section 
of  th^  Bnriail  Act.  Judging  from  the 
facte,  as  |  have  aseertained  them,  the 
Vicar  does  419^  appear  to  have  acted 
illegally.      ^^ 

THE  EDUCAnON  CODE. 

Mr.  SUlVytrERS  (Hnddersfield)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  tWYice  President  of.  the  Com- 
mittee of  f)cmucil  pn  Educ^tipn  when  thjei 
Edncafci^n'prjde,  which  Y?i\^  lajid.upon  ^he 
Table  in^^ummy  on  IMi  March,  will  bet 
in  the  hands  of  Members  ;,  and  whether 
tbo  dg^j-^^  which  bare  alr^y  pun,  will 
form  part  of  the  statutory  period  during 
which  it  must  lie  upon  the  Tabt^  bdEpre 
it  Bcqxiitea  the  force  of  Jaw  ir       . . '  '      . 

The  PRESIDElsrr  of  th-e  CQUIJCU;^ 
I  (Sir  W/HARrDYKH;  j^enfc,  I)artf prd). ; 
The  (fade  will,  I  hope,  be  ready;  fot  disr 
tiibntion  before  tiie  Houfle  pses, -for 
Eaaten     It  ia  not  proposed,  to  't^f8|..W\^ 
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action  thereon  until  Parliament  and  the 
country  have  had  sufficient  time  to  study 
and  discuea  its  provisions. 

LOWER  DIVISION  CLERKS. 

Mb,  JOHN  KELLY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he  would 
state  in  which  Government  offices  the 
Lower  Division  Clerks  still  remain  on  the 
six -hour  system  ;  and  whether  those  De- 
partments  have  already  submitted,  or 
will  be  at  once  invited  to  submit,  schemes 
for  placing  those  Lower  Division  Clerks 
on  tLie  seven-hours  sysfcem,  bo  that  all 
such  cferks  may,  in  accordance  with  the 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com  mis- 
sion ^  stand  on  the  same  basis  ? 

The  SECRETART  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr,  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  It  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  apply  the 
seven-hours  system  to  all  Departments 
as  opportunity  offers. 

THE  LIVERPOOL  STRIKE, 
Mb.  PfflLIFPS  (Lanark,  Mid)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  action  of  the 
Liverpool  magistrates  in  calling  troojjs 
into  the  town,  and  thereby  running  the 
ritk  of  provoking  a  collision  witji  the 
strikers  ]  and,  whether  there  have  been 
any  disturbances  in  connection  ^vith  tbe 
strike  to  render  such  a  step  necessary  1 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Yes,  Sir.  I  was 
informed  by  the  Mayor  of  Liverpool  on 
the  17th  inst.  that  the  Chief  Constable 
had  reported  to  him  that  it  was  possible 
that  acts  of  violence  might  occur  which 
oould  not  be  met  by  the  force  under  his 
command ;  and  that  the  ilayor,  after  a 
personal  investigation  of  the  matter, 
having  arrived  at  the  same  conclusion, 
had  summoned  a  meeting  of  the  City 
Justices,  who  passed  a  resolution  to  the 
effect  that  it  would  be  desirable  to  have 
a  force  of  infantry  near  at  hand,  and  a 
force  was  accordingly  requisitioned  by  the 
Mayor.  According  to  the  last  informa- 
tion  which  I  have  received,  everything 
is  quiet  at  Liverpool, 

Me.  COBB  (Warwick,  S,E.,  Rugby) : 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  saj 
whether  it  is  true,  as  reported  in  the 
newspapers,  that  before  calling  out 
the  military,  the  Mayor  consulted  Her 
Majesty  8  Judges  who  happened  to  be  on 
circuit  at  Liverpool^  and  if  it  is  part  of 
Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke 


their  duty  to  advise  magistrates  on  such 
an  occasion  1 

Mr,  MATTKEWS  :  I  only  know  the 
fact  from  what  I  have  seen  in  the  news- 
papers. I  have  received  no  informatioD. 
upon  it. 

THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  DALY. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  I  bog  to  ask  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  has  yet  any  informa- 
tion to  communicate  with  respect  to  the 
inquiry  into  the  case  of  the  treatment  o~ 
the  prisoner  John  Daly  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  received  a  letter 
from  the  visitors  on  the  17th  inst.,  in 
which  they  informed  me  that  they  had 
already  held  three  sittings  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inquiring  into  the  medical  and 
general  treatment  of  John  Daly  and 
other  prisoners  in  Chatham  Prison.  The 
vi&it«3rs  find  it  neoeas&ry  to  examine  a 
large  number  of  the  prison  officials,  and 
they  will  proliably  have  to  hold  three  or 
four  more  sittings  in  order  to  complete 
their  inquiry  and  prepare  their  repoH^I 
and  as  their  other  duties  render  it  im- 
possible for  them  to  sit  de  die  in  dimn^ 
some  little  time  mnst  necessarily  elapse 
before  the  inquiry  is  concluded,  but  they 
trust  that  their  rep>rt,  and  the  evidence 
on  which  it  is  based,  will  be  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  Home  Office  before  the 
House  re-assembles  after  the  Easter 
Recess. 

Me.  SEXTON  :  Who  are  the  visit3rs? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  County  Courts 
Judge  of  the  district.  Sir  John  Lennard, 
and  two  other  gentlemen  whose  namea 
I  do  not  remember. 
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THE  BAREACOUTA, 
Mr.     HERBERT     KNATCHBULL 

HUGESSEN  (Kent,  Faversham)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  sufferers  in 
the  recent  accident  to  the  Barrac&uta 
were  first  landed  at  Sheemess,  and  from 
thence  sent  to  Chatham,  although  there 
are  plenty  of  doctors  and  ample  hospital 
accommodation  at  Sheerness  ;  and 
whether  this  is  the  common  practice  in 
case  of  accidents  at  Sheerness ;  and,  if  so^ 
whether  he  will  at  once  take  steps 
prevent  such  unnecessary  s offering  ? 

*The  FHiST  LORD  op  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  One  man,  in  too  Critical  a  con- 
dition to  bear  removal  to  Chatham, 
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admitted  into  the  Infirmary  of  the  Naval 
Barracks  at  Sheerness.  The  other  nine 
men  were  not  landed  at  Sheerness  ;  bat, 
after  being  fully  attended  to  and  their 
injuries  properly  dressed,  were  conveyed 
to  Chatham  Hospital  by  special  steamer 
Hnder  the  immediate  care  of  two  medical 
officers.  It  is  not  customary  to  send 
Kaval  patients  to  the  Military  Hospital 
at  Sheerness,  as  it  only  contains  36  beds, 
and  there  were  only  11  vacant  on  the 
day  of  the  accident  to  meet  the  Army 
requirements.  In  the  case  of  accident 
occurring  in  the  Dockyard  at  Sheerness, 
it  is  usual  in  the  first  instance  to  send 
patients  to  the  Naval  Barracks  Infirmary ; 
but  in  the  case  of  accidents  on  board 
ship  the  patients  are  sent  to  Chatham 
Hospital  when  their  condition  permits 
removal. 

THE  TITHES  BILL. 
Mr.  CORNWALLIS  WEST  (Denbigh, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  consider  the  desirability,  in 
view  of  the  extreme  complexity  of  the 
question,  of  proceeding  only  with  those 
portions  of  the  Tithe  Bill  which  relate  to 
the  substitution  of  County  Court  process 
for  the  existing  remedy  by  distraint,  and 
will  consent  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  and 
report  upon  the  necessity  for  the  re- 
valuation of  the  tithe  in  any,  and  what, 
districts  in  England  and  Wales  ? 

♦The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, Westminster) : 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  given 
careful  consideration  to  the  many  sug- 
gestions made  to  them  on  this  vexed 
question,  and  they  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  is  necessary  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  as  It  has  been  submitted  to 
the  House. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  When  will  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Tithe  Bill  be 
taken? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  that  it 
will  be  taken  on  Thursday  next. 

THE    ALLOTMENTS    BILL. 

Mr.  WINTERBOTHAM  :  Will  the 
Tirst  Lord  of  the  Treasury  give  two  or 
three  days'  notice  before  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  Allotments  Bill  ? 

VOL.  OOCXLn.    [third  series.] 


•Mr,  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope.  Sir,  with 
the  assistance  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  we  shall  be  able  to 
read  this  Bill  a  second  time.  It  is  obvious 
that  Amendments  on  the  Bill  must  be 
proposed  in  Committee.  I  hope  it  will 
be  possible  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time 
before  Easter;  but,  having  regard  to  the 
introduction  of  the  Insh  Land  Bill  on 
Monday,  and  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Tithes  Bill  on  Thursday,  I  am  not  able 
to  say  precisely  when  it  will  be  possible 
to  take  the  Allotments  Bill.  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  will  not  object  to  its  being 
taken  as  the  Second  Order  on  any  day 
on  which  it  may  occupy  that  place. 

Mr.  COBB :  Does  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman mean  that  it  will  not  be  taken  on 
Monday  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  No,  Sir ;  I  do  not 
mean  that.  If  there  is  no  prolonged 
debate  on  the  Land  Bill  I  trust  it  may 
be  taken  on  Monday  as  the  second 
Order 

Mr.  COBB :  I  think  it  would  be  satis- 
factory to  hon.  Members  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  say  that  it  will  not  be 
taken  after  10  o'clock  on  Monday. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  would  be  a 
great  convenience  if  the  hon.  Member 
could  assure  me  that  the  debate  on  the 
introduction  of  the  Land  Bill  will  be 
concluded  before  10  o'clock  on  Monday. 
In  that'case  I  could  give  him  the  assur- 
ance he  desires. 

THE  EASTER  HOLIDAYS. 
Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) :  On 
the  part  of  hon.  Members  who  come 
from  a  distance,  I  wish  to  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  state  when 
the  Easter  holidays  will  begin  and  end  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  must  depend 
on  the  duration  of  the  debate  on  the 
Tithe  Bill.  We  cannot  adjourn  until 
that  Bill  has  been  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT :  Then  if  the  Bill 
has  not  passed  that  stage  before,  are  we 
to  sit  on  Good  Friday  and  over  Easter 
Monday  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  know  the  im- 
portance  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
attaches  to  Good  Friday,  and  I  should  be 
sorry  to  keep  him  at  the  Houss  on  that 
occasion.  I  cannot  believe  that  the 
debate  will  be  so  protracted  as  to  require 
the  House  to  sit  on  Good  Friday. 
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EMIGRATION  AND  IMMIGRATION. 

Copy  ordered — 

"  Of  SUtietical  Tables  relating  toEmignttian 
and  Immigration  from  and  into  the  United 
Kingdom  in  the  year  1 8S9,  and  R^-port  t«>  the 
Board  of  Trade  thereon/' — {Sir  Michml  Hick* 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed- 
[Ko.  103.] 

INDIAN  COUNCILS  BILL    [LORDS.] 
Bill  road  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 

Beoond  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to 

be  printed,     [Bill  197.] 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  DAY, 
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Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr,  Speaker  do  now  leav^e  the 
Chair." 

HEREDITARY    LEGISLATORS. 

(4.10.)  Mu,  LABOUCHERE.  on 
rising  to  move — 

*'  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thii  House ^  it  ia 
contrary  to  the  true  principles  of  representa- 
tive Govern Tuent,  and  injorious  to  their  e ffi cl- 
one v,  that  uny  person  should  sit  and  vot'?  in 
Parliament  by  right  of  birth ;  it  is  therefpre 
denrable  to  put  an  end  to  any  6uoh  exiating 
right*,"* 

said  :  I  may  remind  the  House  that  I 
have  brought  this  question  before  the 
House  on  foui*  occasions.  On  the  first 
occasion  I  was  counted  out,  la  1885,  I 
brought  it  forward  again,  and  on  that 
occasion  the  Motion  was  adopted  by  a 
cx)nsiderable  number  of  Members  on  my 
side  of  the  House,  but  the  leaders  of  the 
Liberal  Party  held  aloof  from  it,  and,  if 
I  i*emember  rightly^  voted  against  it.  I 
again  brought  it  forward  in  1888,  when 
I  was  more  fortunate,  for  not  only  wa^s 
the  Motion  adopted  by  the  entire  Liberal 
Party,  but  it  was  voted  for  by  our  official 
leaders  in  this  House.  In  1889  I  again 
brought  it  forwai-d,  and  the  Resolution 
was  ratified  by  the  adherence  of  the 
Idberal  Party  and  its  leaders.  Of  course, 
I  can  hardly  think  that  the  leaders 
would  vote  for  a  Resolution  in  Opposition 
which  they  would  not  suppc*rt  when 
they  hold  the  responsibility  of  office.  I 
therefore  take  it  that  this  incubus  will 
disappear  with  the  disappearance  of  the 
Tory  majority  which  now  restrains  all 
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legitimate  and  proper  Liberal  action  in^ 
this  House.     I  have  been  told  that  my 
Resolution   is    not   within    the   area  oif% 
practical  politics,  and   that    the  discus 
sions     t*^     which     it     gives     rise 
academic.      Considering     the 
the  Motion    has  made,   I  do 
it    can    be    called    academic, 
it  be  said  that  the  question 
the  area  of  practical  politics, 
to   the   question    why,    being 
do  I  continue  year  after  yeai-  to  slay  th€ 
slain,  and  that  it   might  be  as  Jwell 
wait  until  we  have  a  majority,  knov 
that  the  majority  would  then  know  hov 
to   deal  with   the    question,    I  say  fir 
that,  altliough  I  have  the  greatest  confi-] 
dence  in  my  leaders,  I  think  in  a  maite^ 
like  this  it  is  just  a^  well  to  keep  theii 
memory  green,  and  in  the  second  place 
I  wish   to  convey  to  the  constituencies 
the  tidings  of  great  joy  that  in  voting  for 
a   Libi.vral  Party  they  are  voting  against 
the  House  of  Lords.     This,  I  think,  will! 
stimulate    their    zeal    and   increase    tb 
majority  at  the  next  General  Election. 
I  have    always   thought   that    our   pr 
gnunme  has  not  been  sufficiently  thorough  J 
and  I  have  endeavoured  as  far  as  I  could 
to  accentuate  the   di-ffcrences  politically 
between  ourselves  and  the  Party  oppo-l 
site.     I  have   been  greatly  struck  witkJ 
the  poverty  of  the  arguments  against  mjl 
Resolution,     Some  Gentlemen  have  hel(i| 
that  hereditary  legislators  make  so  per- 
fect  a   second   brancli    of   the   Legislor-I 
ture  that  it  is  impossible  to  conceive  any^ 
thing  better  in  this  fallible  world.     The 
arguments  are  of  that  fetish  kind  onlj 
worthy  of  an  African  savage  defending^ 
his    false   gods.      I   found   on    the    lasjj 
occasion    Members   of   the   Governxuent^ 
taking   this   view   of  the    matter.     The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  said  that  be 
objected  to  the  Motion  not  merely  on  its 
merits — he    objected    altogether   to  thq 
alx»lition    of    the    hereditary    principle  J 
Why?      Because,  ho   said,    the  English 
people    had    received     this    inestimable, 
treasure  from  their  ancestors,  and  thej 
would  not  be  guilty  of  the  midsummefi 
madness   of   destroying    it.       Fetitian 
principii.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  : 
not  only  an  eminent  politician,  he  is  an 
eminent  philosopher.  He  has  got  only  one 
follower  as  a  philosopher,  and  I  am  that 
follower.     The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Cranborne),    the     son    of    an     eminent 
Prime  Minister,  and  the  descendant 
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on©  of  the  most  eminent  of  Elizabethan 
statesmen,  went  even  further  in  his 
fetisli-like  admiration  of  the  House  of 
Lords  than  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, He  said  that  society  is  constitnted 
on  the  elementary  principle  of  a  man 
being  the  son  of  his  father.  The  noble 
Lord  declared  this  in  consequence  of  the 
doctrine  that  political  society  ought  to  be 
coastitut:.^d  on  the  principle  of  a  legislator 
being  the  son  of  a  legislator — ^a  principle 
which  he  much  prtiferred  to  the  elective 
system.  The  noble  Lord  did  not  like  the 
elective  system,  under  which  he  said  that 
candidates  give  pledges  which  they  do  not 
understiind,  and  vote  for  measures  in 
which  they  do  not  believe,  Nobody  has 
a  better  right  than  the  noble  Lord  to 
speak  for  the  Conservative  Party,  and  it 
is  interesting  to  leam  the  Conservative 
view  of  the  elective  theory.  This  accounts 
for  a  good  deal  of  what  is  said  and  voted 
on  the  other  side.  Another  proposal  is 
to  qualify  the  hereditary  principle  by 
restricting  the  number  of  Peers  sitting 
in  virtue  of  that  principle  to  those  who 
are  elected  by  their  own  order,  A 
hereditary  right  to  legislate  is  absurd, 
but  a  hereditai-y  right  to  choose  legis- 
lators ia  still  more  absurd.  The  property 
qualification  has  been  done  away  with 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  1  do  not 
believe  the  country  will  have  a  heredi- 
tary qualification  for  the  other  House, 
It  is  argued  that  if  Peers  are  deprived 
of  the  power  of  legislation  they  ought  to 
have  a  quid  pro  quo.  That  suggestion 
reminds  me  of  the  proposal  to  compensate 
the  owners  of  rotten  boroughs  in  a 
former  generation  on  their  abolition. 
To  these  hereditary  Peers  it  is  prop>osed 
to  add  a  number  of  nominated  Peers. 
My  view  is  that  a  system  of  nomination 
would  be  as  pernicious  as  the  hereditary 
principle  itself.  It  is  as  absurd  as  it 
would  be  for  a  plaintiU  or  defendant  to 
nominate  his  own  jury.  It  would  also 
lead  to  the  undesirable  result  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  port  (Mr. 
Curzon)  of  having  two  clp.sses  in  one 
Chamber,  especially  if,  as  has  been  sug- 
gested, the  noniiuafced  members  were  to 
be  dissDntetrs  and  labourers.  Then 
it  is  proposed  that  representatives  of 
the  colonies  should  be  added.  Well, 
I  have  never  discovered  that  any  colony 
wanta  to  be  represented  in  the  Upper 
Chamber;  they  prefer  their  own  au- 
tonomy, to  which  such    representation 
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would  be  inimical.  I 
good  would  come  of 
Cape  of  Good  Hope  or  an  Earl  of  New 
Zealand.  The  most  notable  suggestion 
comes  from  Lord  Biinraven,  who  has 
proposed  a  sort  of  moral  censorship,  ex- 
eluding  the  blfick  sheep.  This  idea  will 
be  famihar  to  Scotch  Members  in  con- 
nection with  the  kirk.  For  myself,  I 
have  never  attached  much  force  to  the 
black  sheep  argument,  though  it  is 
rather  ridiculous  that  a  man  who  has 
been  warned  off  a  racecourse  and 
expelled  from  the  Jockey  Club,  should 
come  down  here  to  legislate  for  the 
people  of  England  by  hereditaj'y  descent. 
I  have  always  thought,  however,  that  the 
private  moral  character  of  the  Peers  is  a 
matter  that  concerns  themselves,  and  that 
we  are  only  concerned  with  the  political 
functions  they  exercise.  There  are 
black  sheep  in  eyery  assembly,  and  tb 
consideration  of  a  man's  private  character 
is  irrelevant.  It  may  seem  to  be  a  paradox, 
but  it  is,  nevertheless,  true  that  a  moat 
dissipated  disreputable  hereditary  scamp 
who  votes  right  di^es  less  miscliief  than  a 
model  of  domestic  virtue  and  moral 
excellence  who  votes  wrong.  My  righi 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Newcast 
(Mr.  J.  Morley),  the  author  of  thai 
excellent  phrase,  *'  We  must  end  or 
mend  the  House  of  Lords/*  has  come 
forward  us  a  reformer  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  advocates  the  giving  to 
a  man  the  option  to  apjjear  in  which 
House  he  should  sit.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  clearly  thinks  that  all  the 
capable  Peers  would  choose  the  Lower 
House,  and  ho  aims,  no  doubt, 
at  making  the  House  of  Lords  the 
House  of  Fools,  so  ridiculous  that  ii 
would  fall  to  pieces  of  itself.  This  plan 
is  too  much  of  the  **  Dilly,  diUy,  come 
and  be  killed  "  character,  and  the  Peers 
would  never  assent  to  it.  I  should 
oppose  any  such  scheme  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  give  too  great  an  advan- 
tage to  Peers,  My  right  hon.  Friend 
will  remember  that  Mirabeau,  who  wi 
a  Peer  of  France,  gained  his  immense 
influence  in  the  early  period  of  the 
French  Revolution  by  electing  to  repre- 
sent the  Third  Estate.  He  gained  an 
immens©  reputation  from  the  mere  fact 
that,  having  been  a  nobleman,  he  pre* 
ferred  and  was  ready  to  come  forward  as 
the  representative  of  the  Third  Estate, 
NOy  Sir,  I  maintain  that  the  right  to  sit 
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here  must  in  voire  tbe  aliaence  of  a  right 
to  8it  in  tho  House  of  Lords.  The  non 
po8itumu8  at^ment  is  frequently  urged 
against  ray  proposal.  It  is  urged  that 
the  House  of  Lords  would  not  consent 
to  the  rautilation  of  its  own  prirtlegc?ft, 
and  to  sign  its  own  death  warmnt.  The 
courge  threatened  at  the  time  of 
the  first  Reform  Bill,  namely,  that  ol 
creating  fresh  Peers,  would,  how- 
ever, be  quite  sufficient  to  overcome  this 
difficulty ;  and  the  threat,  without  its 
performance,  would  probably,  as  then^ 
be  quite  adequate  to  its  purpose.  It  is 
absurd  to  suppose  tliat  the  House  of 
Lords  would  be  able  to  hold  its  own 
against  the  clearly-declared  will  of  the 
people.  Hereditary  legislators  are  an 
absardity*  It  is,  of  course,  said  that  the 
system  works  welK  In  my  opinion  it 
works  exceedingly  ill.  Is  there  a  single 
reform,  and  I  speak  of  those  reforms 
which  have  been  passed  and  which  are 
now  admitted  to  be  useful,  is  there  a 
fiingle  one  of  them  which  the  House 
of  Lords  has  not  opposed?  The 
House  of  Lords  has  opposed  every 
itingle  measure  which  is  considered  useful 
to  tlie  country  at  the  present  moment, 
'The  House  of  Lords  always  acts  unfairly 
4a  its  functions  as  regards  the  two  Parties 
in  the  State.  I  think  it  will  be  admitted 
ihat  the  main  function  of  the  Upper 
House  is  to  bring  about  an  appeal  to  the 
people  if  the  Lower  House  exceeds 
its  mandate,  violates  its  pledges,  or  loses 
the  confidence  of  the  nation.  If  the 
•Upper  Hinise  were  to  fulfil  that  function 
fairly  and  impartially,  there  would  be 
certain  advantages  in  its  existence.  But 
I  believe  it  would  be  beyond  the  wit  of 
man  to  find  a  number  of  men  who  would 
perfectly  fulfil  such  a  duty,  and  I  am 
certain  they  have  not  been  found  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  Suppose  a  Tory  Go  vera - 
onent  loses  the  ronfidenee  of  the  nation. 
As  far  aa  the  Lords  are  concerned  it  can 
do  so  with  absolute  impunity.  When 
tho  Tories  are  in  Power  that  peculiar 
f unctiou  of  the  Lords  is  absolutely  in 
abeyance,  and  it  is  necessarily  in  abey- 
ance because  the  permanent  majority 
there  is  of  the  same  colour  as  the  tem- 
porary majority  here.  Then  lot  us 
fiappose  a  General  Election,  with  the 
Tories  anxious  to  get  in,  and  a  proposal 
being  made  on  the  part  of  the  Liberal 
Government  for  a  Land  Purchase  Scheme 
with  an  Imperial  guarantee.  The  Tories, 
Mr,  Labouchere 


let  us  say,  have  pledged  themselves  ab- 
solutely against  such  a  scheme,  but  the 
election  having  gone  in  their  favour, 
they  at  once  propose  a  Laud  Purchase 
Bill  with  an  imperial  guarantee.  Will 
hon.  Gentlemen  aay  that  the  House  of 
Lords  would  throw  out  such  a  Bill  ?  Not 
at  all.  Again,  let  us  suppose  a  Liberal 
Government  anxious  to  abandon  coercion 
and  to  pass  a  Home  Rule  Bill,  and  the 
Tories  equally  opposed  to  coercion  and 
saying  that  they  would  not  grant  Home 
Rule,  If  the  Tories  succeeded  to  power, 
and  brought  In  a  Home  Rule  Bill  in  this 
House,  would  the  House  of  Lords  throw 
it  outi  Hon.  Members  know  the  Lords 
would  do  no  such  thin^^.  I  will  put  on 
a  third  supposition.  Let  us  suppose  a 
Tory  Ministry  has  been  in  power  three 
years,  that  they  have  associated  them- 
selves with  disreputable  persons  in  cir- 
culating forgeries,  and  when  these  doctt* 
ments  have  been  proved  to  be  forgeries 
have  refused  to  denounce  their  associates; 
let  us  suppose  that  all  the  bye-elections 
have  g*:»ne  against  them  and  that  the 
people  of  England  are  anxious  to 
get  rid  of  the  Government ;  under 
such  circumstances  would  the  House 
of  Lords  say  they  would  do  their  best  to 
promote  an  appeal  to  the  people]  We 
know  perfectly  well  that  the  House  of 
Lords  would  do  no  such  thing.  Any 
hon.  Gentleman  who  doubts  it  has  only 
to  go  into  the  House  of  Lords  at  the 
present  moment,  and  there  he  will  fi.nd  a 
Prime  Minister  engaged  in  bringing 
forward  a  Resolution  which  his  Cktlleagues 
in  this  House  have  already  passed  against 
the  protests  of  the  Lil^eral  Party,  Let 
US  suppose  again  a  great  Liberal  measure 
has  been  put  before  the  people,  that  it 
has  been  discussed  ad  nauaeani  in  the 
Press  for  seven  long  years,  that  an 
election  has  taken  place,  that  the  Liberals 
have  got  a  majority,  and  then  braught 
in  a  Bill  to  give  effect  to  their  promises. 
Would  the  Lords  pass  the  Bill  if  carried 
in  this  House  1  So  far  as  one  can  see 
they  would  at  once  throw  it  out  in  order 
to  force  a  second  election,  in  the  despairing 
hope  that  they  would  weaiy  out  the 
feeling  of  the  entire  country  in  favour  of 
the  measure.  A  Government  requires 
freedom  of  action,  and  ought  to  have  it  so 
long  aa  the  country  is  with  it,  but  the 
Peers  will  not  allow  it.  The  Government 
said  tliat  compensation  for  disturbance 
was  necessary  to  maintain  law  and  order; 
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but  the  House  of  Lords  would  not  haye 
it,  and  the  Government  was  obliged  to 
fall    back    on    coercion.      The    Liberal 
leaders    are    twitted    with  having  had 
recourse  to  coercion,  but  that  is  the  case 
only  when  the  measures  they  project  are 
interfered  with  by  the  House  of  Lords. 
That    interference   is    not    confined    to 
throwing  out  Bills ;  it  is  perpetual  and 
persistent.      In    fact,  the    policy    of    a 
Liberal  Government  has  to  be  a  species 
of  compromise.     When  a  Bill  goes  before 
a  Liberal   Cabinet,  and  it  is   suggested 
that    it    should  be  made  stronger,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  will  at  once  say,  "  Oh, 
no;  for    if    you   do   we   cannot  get    it 
through  the  House  of  Lords."  Whenever 
an  Amendment  is  suggested  in  the  House 
of  Commons  the  answer  of  the  Govern- 
ment is — "  Oh,  pray  do  not  urge  it ;  no 
doubt  the  Bill  would  be  the  better  for  it, 
but  if  you  cariy  it  we  shall  not  be  able 
to  get  it  through  the  House  of  Lords." 
Then  there  is  a  double  watering  down. 
The  Bill  goes  up  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
which    inserts  some   clauses  and  omits 
others.     A  sort  of  bargain  is  therefore 
made.     Some  of    the   Amendments  are 
accepted  by  the  Commons,  and  the  Bill  is 
passed  in  such  a  shape  that  it  can  hardly 
be  called  a  Liberal  Bill  at  all.     If  the 
Lords  were  actuated  by  patriotic  motives 
one  could   not  complain,   but  they    are 
actuated  by  personal  and   class  motives. 
I  know  it  is  frequently   said  that   an 
Upper  House  should  be  Conservative  in 
the   true   sense  of  the   word.     That  I 
fully  admit,   but  I  complain  that   the 
House  of  Lords  is  a  Conservative  House, 
thoroughly  and  essentially,  in  the  Party 
sense  of  the  word.     The  leaders  in  the 
House  of  Lords  are  partisans,  and  when 
they  find  their  opponents  in  power,  they 
seek  to  put  them  out — for  the  good  of  the 
nation  they  say,  and  they  probably  think 
so,  but  they  also  desire   to  put  them- 
selves in  their  opponent's  places.     They 
are  personally  interested,  as  also  are  the 
rank  and  file.      There  are  many  political 
salaries  divided  among  Members  of  the 
House    of  Lords,    and   there    are  also 
social  salaries.     One  noble*  Lord  gets  a 
salary  for  galloping  after  Her  Majesty's 
dogs,  another  receives  £2,000  a  year  for 
walking  about  with  a  stick.      There  are 
six  or  seven  noble  Lords  paid  for  these 
things,  and  they  fight  for  the  places  in  a 
wonderful  manner.     Some  of  them  have 
places  connected  with  the  Bed  Chamber. 


I  think  there  are  a  number  of   these 
offices  which  are  given  for  Party  fidelity. 
If    you   examine   into  the   matter    you 
will    find   that    these  Gentlemen    lukve 
done     nothing     exceptional     for     their 
Party;    they  have  voted  straight,   and 
probably    given   considerable    sums  for 
Party  organisation,  and  yet  they  have 
spread  themselves   over  the  Civil  List 
— and    I    have     always    thought    that 
Ministers  should  not  encourage  the  idea 
that  the  Monarch  expends  all  the  money 
granted  for  the  Civil  List,  but  should 
give  the   public   to  understand   that  a 
large  amount  of  it  goes  to  noble  Lords  in 
this  way.     Last  year  it  was  proposed  to 
give  a  large  sum  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  children  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  and 
it  was  then  suggested  that  that  should 
be   done   by  abolishing   some   of   these 
places — by  taking  away  salaries  given  to 
noble  Lords  for  doing  nothing,  and  devot- 
ing them  to  the  purposes  for  which  they 
were  then  intended.     The  Government, 
opposed  it.    They  knew  the  value  of  their 
hereditary  proposition,  and  they  knew 
they  would  hardly  be  able  to  carry  on- 
the  business  of  the  country  unless  they 
were  able  to  pay  these  Gentlemen  for- 
doing perfunctory  duties.      Then  there 
are  a  great  many  incidental  advantages-^ 
accruing  to  Members  of   the   House  of 
Lords.        There    are    three    Orders    of" 
Knighthood — the  Gkirter,  St.  Patrick,  and 
the  Thistle ;  these  are  distributed  largely 
among  noble  Lords,  not  for  any  merit, 
but  for  Party    support.     Beyond    this, 
there  are  Lord   Lieutenancies,   and    all 
sorts  of  jobs  for  the  benefit  of  friends 
and  relations  of  noble  Lords.     Look  at 
that  [the  Ministerial]  Bench.     1  do  not 
wish  to  make  any  invidious  observations- 
as  to  this  Gentleman  or  that  Gentleman^ 
but  Members  below  the  Gangway  on  the- 
other  side  will  agree  with  me  that  there- 
are  Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Ministerial 
Bench  who  are  there  solely  because  they 
are  relatives  of  great  Magnates  in  the- 
other  House — Gentlemen  receiving,  per- 
haps, £5,000  per  annum,  who,  in   any 
other  walk  of  fife,  would  find  it  difficult 
to  earn  £500.     But  this  is  not  all.     Con- 
cessions are  granted  to  noble  Lords.      A 
concession  in  South  Africa  was  recently 
granted,  the  market  value  of  which  is 
about  £3,000,000,  and  it  is  a  remarkable 
fact  that  the  two  most  prominent  per- 
sons among  those  on  whom  it  was  con- 
ferred, were  a  Liberal  Unionist  Duke 
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and  a  Tory  Duke.  Does  anyone  snppo«e 
that  if  the  Liberal  Party  had  been  in 
power,  these  Gentlemen  would  have 
got  this  concession  ?  It  would  have  been 
given— but  they  would  not  have  got  it, 
When  the  Tories  are  in  ptjwer,  if  a 
member  of  a  Peor*8  family  ia  auspoctod 
of  crimt,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  the  Attorney  Greneral  put 
their  heads  together  to  get  him  out  of  the 
csoantry  in  order  ihat  he  may  not  be  puD- 
ished.  [Crksqf  **  Oh,  oh  I  *']  Yes,  hon, 
Gentleraien  opposite  meet  charges  in  that 
way.  They  meet  them  with  a  direct  denial. 
And  when  a  Member  of  the  Ujiper  House 
makes  a  denial  on  the  subject,  we  in  this 
House  are  not  permitted  to  question  that 
'ddnial.  The  fact  ia  the  House  of  Lords 
play  with  loaded  dice  Bgainst  the 
Lil^ral  Party,  When  the  Liberal  Party 
are  in  office  they  practically  have  to  share 
power  with  a  Committee  of  the  Carlton 
Club,  and  it  is  to  those  gentlemen 
that  we  have  to  submit  our  measures. 
What  would  lion.  Gentlemen  opposite 
think  if,  when  the  Conservative  Party  is 
in  office,  it  should  have  t<:>  submit  its 
measures  to  the  approval  of  a  Committee 
of  the  National  Liberal  Club?  Yet  one 
thing  is  not  more  outrageous  than  the 
other.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
recently  described  the  House  of  Lords  as 
"  a  most  inestimable  treasure."  No  doubt 
it  is  a  most  inestimable  Tory  treasure. 
That  is  why  I  am  opposed  to  it.  We  are 
very  foolish  if  we  aceept  this  tutelage  on 
the  part  of  the  Carlton  Club,  Why  have 
we  done  so  for  so  long  1  It  has  always 
been  a  matter  of  wonderment  to  me,  but 
I  suppose  the  reason  is  that  the  demo- 
cracy has  only  of  recant  years  made 
real  progress,  and  that  formerly  both 
Parties  in  tlie  House  to  a  great  extent 
consisted  of  rival  bands  of  aristocrat* 
%hting  for  power.  Both  sought  profit 
and  power  from  the  House  of  Lords,  In 
those  times  there  were  Gentlemen  in  this 
House  who  called  themselves  Liberals 
who  were  actually  anxious  to  become 
Members  of  the  Housl*  of  Lords.  Of 
course  that  will  never  occur  again.  No 
horn  Gentleman  now  sitting  on  tho  Front 
Opposititon  Bench  vnll  ever  dream  of 
making  one  of  that  body.  All  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  have  aseented  to  the 
principle  embodied  in  this  Resolution, 
and  are  agreed  that  the  hereditary  prin- 
ciple is  iiijurioufi  in  its  effects.  At  the 
prosent  moment  democracy  has  become  a 
Mr.  Lab<fuchere 


power.  The  people  claim  to  rule,  having 
acquired  the  right  to  do  so,  and  they 
have  no  idea  of  allowing  600  persona  to 
interfere  with  their  will,  still  lesa  6U0 
hereditary  Gentlemen  belonging  to  one 
clas3>  actuated  by  strong  personal  in- 
terests, and  many  of  them  receiving 
large  salaries.  The  House  of  Lords  in 
its  essence  is  antagonistic  to  the  prin* 
ciplea  of  democracy.  Its  esdsfcence  ia 
incomjiatiblo  with  the  democracy,  be-* 
cause  the  corner  stone  of  the  democracy 
is  the  principle  that  the  laws  should 
be  made  by  the  representatives  of  the 
people  who  have  to  obey  them.  In 
order  to  see  how  nnch  the  House  of 
Lords  is  out  of  touch  vrith  the  country, 
let  us  consider  wlmt  would  take  place 
if  the  Liberal  Party  was  returned  in  a 
majority  to  this  House  and  proceeded  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  Home  Rule  ? 
How  many  Members  of  the  House  of 
Lords  are  in  favour  of  Home  Rule? 
[*^Hear,  hear^y'rwn  the  Ministerialials^^ 
''  Hear,  hear,"  say  hon.  Gentlemen  op|x>- 
site.  Some  10  or  20,  and  I  am  afraid 
they  would  require  to  have  the  prospect 
of  large  salaries  t<^  be  in  favour  of  it,  so 
til  at  the  result  would  be  tlmt  practically 
one  entire  branch  of  the  Legislature 
would  lie  intriguing  against  and  refusing 
to  legislate  in  accordance  with  the  wishea 
of  the  majority  of  the  House  of  Commons 
and  of  the  country.  Take  another  plank 
of  the  Radical  platform.  How  many 
Peers  are  in  favour  of  Disestablishment 
and  Disendowmeitt  of  the  Church  of 
KngLmd  1  Very  few  I  should  think. 
Take,  again,  the  question  of  an  Amend- 
ment of  the  Land  Laws.  How  many 
Peers  are  in  favour  of  that?  Uncom- 
monly few ;  and  as  years  pass  the 
antajjonism  between  the  House  of  Lords 
and  the  Hi>nse  of  Commons  is  becoming 
more  and  more  accentuated,  for  the  one 
remains  unchanged  and  the  other  pro* 
gresses.  Perhaps  some  horn  Gentlemen, 
even  on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House,  do 
not  appreciate  the  stretigth  of  the  move- 
ment against  hereditary  legislators. 
There  is  not  a  Liberal  Aasociation 
throughout  the  country  that  is  not  ready 
to  paas  a  resolution  in  favour  of  such  a 
Motion  as  this.  There  is  not  a  public 
meeting  of  the  Liberal  Party  at  which  a 
suggestion  to  sweep  away  the  hereditajry 
principle  is  not  ]-eceived  with  acclama- 
tion, and  there  is  not  a  constituency  in 
which  a  man   would  be  accepted  as  ii 
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Liberal  candidate  if  he  refused  to  pledge 
liimself  to  the  abolition  of  that  prinoiple. 
[**No,  no  ■''from  Captain  Verne  Y.]  The 
hon.  Member  4id  not  pledge  himself. 
If  I  have  my  eyes  off  one  of  my  hon. 
Friends,  see  what  follows.  I  am  Chair- 
man of  the  Liberal  Association  at  Olney. 
Everyone  in  that  Association  is  in  favour 
of  this  Resolution,  and  yet  because  I 
trusted  the  hon.  Member  and  regarded 
him  as  a  good  Liberal,  and  did  not  look 
after  him  at  the  election  in  North 
Buckingham,  he  has  deluded  the  Associa- 
tion of  which  I  am  Chairman.  I  hope 
the  hon.  Member  will  amend  at  the  next 
election,  and  express  himself  in  accord- 
ance with  the  views  of  his  own  con- 
stituents, of  whose  Association  I  have  the 
honour  to  be  Chairman.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  will  no  doubt  enjoy  their  "  in- 
estimable treasure"  so  long  as  they 
remain  in  office,  but  they  cannot  hope 
always  to  bask  in  the  sun  of  power,  and 
that  we  shall  always  be  in  the  shade  of 
Opposition,  The  Libaral  Party  is  pledged 
against  this  hereditary  power  of  legisla- 
tion, and  upon  their  return  to  office  will 
certainly  proceed  to  deal  with  the  ques<^ 
tion.  I  bag  to  move  the  Amendment 
of  which  I  have  given  notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  '*  to  the 
<md  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
''*in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoase,  it  is  contrary  to 
the  true  priaciples  of  Representative  Govern- 
ment, and  injurious  to  their  efficiency,  that  any 
person  should  sit  and  vote  in  Parliaiuent  by 
right  of  birth ;  it  is  therefore  desirable  to  put 
an  end  to  any  such  existing  rights,** — (Mr, 
Lahouehere,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

(4.57.)  Mb.  ATHERLEY- JONES 
(Durham,  N.W.)  :  I  am  afraid  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  s  \,t  down  has 
left  very  little  for  me  to  add  in  support 
of  his  Motion.  I  would  remind  hon. 
Members  opposite  that  the  Motion  djes 
not  aim  at  the  abolition  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  but  at  its  modification  by  amplify- 
ing the  system  of  lifd  peerages  which, 
with  the  consent  of  both  parties,  was  im 
innovation  introduced  some  years  ago. 
Up  to  1832  the  two  Houses  were,  no 
doubt,  in  harmony,  owing  to  the  composi* 
tion  of  the  House  of  Commonis  being 
more  or  less  aristocratib,  like  the  Upper 


House,  but  all  that  has  been  clianged. 
Since  the  Reform  Act  of  1832  the  demo- 
cratic elements  have  entered  more  and 
more  into  its  composition  and  have 
become  the  preponderating  elements  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
cannot  do  better  to  show  the  change 
which  has  come  over  the  relations 
between  this  House  and  the  House  of 
Lords  than  to  quote  the  words  of  a  very 
distinguished  writer  on  Constitutional 
history,  who  says  : — 

<<  Since  the  Reform  Bill  of  1832  the  House  of 
Peers  has  ceased  to  be  the  House  of  latenc 
directors  of  our  policy,  and  hss  become  onlft  of 
typical  objectors  and  j^lpable  alterdrs.*' 

It  might  be  argued  by  those  who  view 
this  question  from  an  opposite  point  of 
view  to  myself^-by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Southport^  for  instance,  from  whom  I 
trust  we  shall  have  the  adv^ntagfe  of 
hearing  an  address  of  equal  value 
to  that  we  had  from  him  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion — that  the  House  of 
Commons  possesses  full  and  complete 
power  over  the  House  of  Lords. 
That  has  become  an  established  Consti- 
tutional usage,  and  if  this  House  chooses 
to  insist  upon  the  passage  of  a  measure, 
that  measure,  although  it  may  be  delayed, 
will  be  ultimately  passed.  But  that  is 
not  all,  as  my  hon.  Friend  pointed  out,  f  oif  if 
the  House  of  Lords  should  determiue  to 
resist — as  they  very  nearlydid  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  Reform  Bill  of  1832— if  they 
determine  to  resist  to  the  bittjr  end  the 
passage  of  a  particular  measure,  then 
there  is  power  in  the  Crown  to  appoint 
a  sufficient  number  of  Peers  to  secure 
the  passage  of  the  measure.  But  I 
submit  that  the  mere  act  of  the  House  of 
Lords  eventually  giving  way  in  such 
cases  is  not  a  sufficient  answer,  because 
that  House  often  delays  measures  of 
importance,  and  has  delayed  them  to  an 
extent  which  is  fraught  with  serious 
consequences.  I'  know  the  House  is  not 
fond  of  quotations,  but  I  have  here  a 
few  lines  written  by  a  great  Constitutional 
lawyer,  pointing  out  that,  in  the  discharge 
of  its  onerous  and  important  duti^-S  (to 
wit,  the  r»  sistance  of  useful  legislation), 
the  House  of  Lords  had  maintained 
its  independence  and  vindicated  its 
responsible  position  as  a  branch  of  the 
Legislature  by  successful  defence 
of  the  revenues  of  the  IriSh  church,  and 
its  Amendment  of  the  Munici^l  Cor- 
porations Bill,  a  ad   its    protracted  and 
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spirited  opposition  to  the  repeal  of  the 
Paper  Duty.  A  more  conclusive  indict- 
ment against  the  Hous«  of  Lords  for 
delaying  measures  of  the  first  importance 
could  not  be  quoted,  and  these  words 
might  well  have  l>een  written  in  a  spirit 
of  irony  instead  of  in  a  spirit  of  praise. 
Moreover,  the  House  of  Lords  not 
only  delays,  but  frequently  mutilates 
measut^eSy  and  has  so  mutilated  many 
Bills  passed  hj  the  House  of  Commons 
as  to  destroy  their  aim  and  most  valuable 
character! sties.  I  may  mention  as  in* 
stances  of  this  the  Mnnicipal  Reform  Bill 
and  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill^  the 
Lords  insisting  on  the  retention  in  the 
latter  measure  of  provisions  which  are  a 
source  of  great  danger  to  the  seafaring 
population.  But  my  case  does  not  rest 
here ;  we  have  f ui-ther  to  complain  that 
they  reject  valuable  measures,  which, 
however,  are  not  of  such  importance  as 
to  cause  an  outcry  in  the  country.  A 
valuable  measure  which  has  been  some- 
time before  the  country  would,  I  believe, 
have  been  long  since  passed  into  law  but  for 
the  Bishops  in  the  House  of  Lords — the 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 
Bill,  This  is  one  of  the  most  notable 
instances  of  a  small  measure  being  des- 
troyed by  the  House  of  Lords*  action. 
What  are  the  arguments  urged  in  favour 
of  the  House  of  Lords  ?  It  is  said  that 
that  House  is  a  revising  body^tbat  they 
are  able  to  o^ive  that  care  and  attention 
to  detail  which  the  House  of  Commons, 
with  the  great  legislative  pressure  upon 
it,  cannot  devote  to  a  measure,  and  that 
they  thus  prevent  hasty  and  immar 
turely  considered  legislation^  But  I 
would  point  out  that,  admirably  as  this 
function  is  performed  by  many  able  men 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  this  duty  may  be 
done  with  equal  facility  and  with  equally 
good  results  by  a  small  Committee  of 
specialists  appointed  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  is  urged  that  the  Peers 
stop  hasty  legislation.  I  challenge  hon. 
Members  tr>  mention  one  case  in  which 
a  measure,  hastily  passed  by  this  House, 
has  been  rejected  by  the  House  of  Loi-ds, 
and  in  which  rejection  they  have  been 
ultimately  sustained  by  the  House 
of  Commons.  There  is  no  such  case  ; 
thei-e  is  not  an  instance  in  which 
they  have  prevented  ill  -  considered 
measures  being  passed  into  law. 
Then,  how  do  the  House  of  Lords 
at  present  discharge  their  duties?  I 
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believe  only  three  Peers  are  required  to 
form  a  quorum,  while  the  average 
attendance  is  from  10  to  15  only,  and 
very  often  they  will  dispose  of  questiona  I 
of  vital  importance,  such  as  the  Qucen'» 
Speech,  in  a  great  epoch  of  Constitutional 
historj%  by  a  debate  of  a  few  hours. 
The  only  subjects  to  which  they  appear 
to  give  much  attention  are  those  in 
which  their  own  class  and  personal 
interests  are  involved-  Undoulitedly  tha  j 
standard  of  most  of  the  Members  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  individually,  is  as  high 
as  that  of  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  ;  yet  it  is  a  disgrace  that  men 
are  permitted  to  remain  in  the  House  of 
Lords  wlio  would  be  drummed  out  from 
any  other  Legislative  Assembly-  1 
also  ask  hon.  Members  to  consider  thi? 
Motion  from  the  point  of  view  that  in 
no  other  civilised  country  is  there  a 
purely  Hereditary  Upper  Chamber.  I 
admit  ihat  there  is  an  hereditary  i 
element  in  the  Upper  Chambers  of  other  , 
countries,  but  in  all  of  them  thei^  is  an 
official  and  elective  element  as  well. 
This  Resolution  does  not  go  further  than 
to  propose  that  there  should  l>e  some 
the  House  of  Lctrds  in 
the  Upper  Houses  of 
It  is  not  a  Motion 
the  abolition  of  the 
it  merely  aims  at  a 
the  present  conditions 
that      House      exists. 


attempt  to  place 
conformity  with 
other  countries, 
which  ainos  at 
House  of  Lfirds  ; 
mcxiification  of 
under  which 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Rcjssendale,  whose  absence  we  must  all 
deplore,  said,  in  a  speech  which  he  made 
in  1884,  that  those  who  supported  this 
Motion  had  not  come  forward  with  any^ 
proposals  of  a  practical  character  as  to 
the  body  that  should  take  the  place  of 
the  House  of  Lords  if  it  were  abolished. 
My  answer  to  that  is  that  it  is  quite 
reasonable  for  us  to  condemn  the  present 
condition  of  that  Legislative  Chamber,  and 
that  it  will  be  time  enough,  when  we  have 
obtained  a  vote  of  this  House  declaring 
that  the  Hereditary  Assembly  does  not 
fulfil  the  conditions  required  of  it  to 
address  ourselves  to  the  consideration  of 
wliat  body  should  be  substituted  for  il 
It  is  not  necessary  for  us  to  make  any 
suggestion  of  that  kind.  It  is  true  there- 
are  means  which  have  been  availed  of  in 
other  countries,  and  notably  in  the  con- 
stitution of  the  American  Senate, 
which^  if  applied  to  the  House  of  Lordfl^ 
would  better  enable  it  to  perfomi  ita 
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Unctions  to  the  saidsfaction  of  the  coun- 
try. Undoubtedly  this  question  has 
been  treated  from  an  academical  point  of 
view.  It  has  not  been  treated  with  the 
seriousness  that  it  ought  to  have  been 
by  the  Liberal  Front  Bench,  and  I  deplore 
the  way  in  which  it  has  been  shelved. 
But  I  would  remind  hon.  Members 
opposite  that  the  most  serious  point  they 
li^ve  to  consider  in  the  matter  is  that 
there  is  a  great  cleavage  between  the 
two  Houses.  The  personnel  of  the  House 
of  Commons  is  no  longer  of  the  same 
character  as  it  was  before  the  Beform 
Bill  of  1832;  the  House  is  no  longer 
composed  for  the  most  part  of  Members 
of  the  aristocracy.  This  observation 
applies  to  both  sides  of  the  House,  and 
not  alone  to  the  Back  Benches,  but  also 
to  the  Front  Benches.  Whig  landed 
proprietors  and  representatives  of  Peers, 
who  used  to  govern  the  destinies  of  the 
country,  no  longer  sit  on  the  LiberalFront 
Bench,  and  a  similar  change  has  been  in 
prepress  on  the  Conservative  side  of  the 
House.  Before  long  this  House  will 
have  to  deal  with  some  very  important 
questions,  including  the  reform  of  the 
land  laws,  and,  in  all  probability, 
measures  of  a  very  drastic  and  democra- 
tic character  will  be  passed,  and  it  is 
more  than  likely  that  such  measures  will 
be  treated  in  a  spirit  of  hostility  and 
opposition  by  the  House  of  Lords.  It  is, 
then,  with  the  view  of  avoiding  a  great 
shock  and  of  evading  very  serious 
difficulties  that  may  arise  in  the  future 
that  the  moderate  proposal  of  my  hon. 
Friend  has  been  placed  before  the  House  ; 
and  in  the  hope  that,  by  accepting  and 
endeavouring  to  apply  the  principle  of 
the  Motion, we  may  be  saved  from  results 
of  a  serious  character — results  that  might 
lead  to  something  which,  as  a  noble  Lord 
suggested  the  other  day,  would  involve 
the  sending  of  a  Cromwell  into  the  House 
of  Lords  to  carry  out  the  behests  of 
this  House — ^a  Cromwell  in  the  form  of  a 
body  of  newly  created  Peers — that  I 
truAt  that  both  sides  of  the  House  will 
extend  a  favourable  consideration  to  the 
Resolution  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

(5.16.)  Mr.  C.  W.  R.  COOKE(Newing- 
ton,  W.)  :  I  think  it  would  have  been 
better  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who 
seconded  the  Motion  had  consulted  with 
his  leader  before  he  spoke,  as  he  has 
supported  it  on  different  grounds  from 
those  advanced  by  the  hon.  Member  for 


Northampton,  who  said  nothing  about 
mending,  but  a  great  deal  about  ending, 
the    House    of    Lords.     The   hon.    and 
learned  Member,  on  the  other  hand,  has 
commended  the  Motion  to  the  House  on 
the  ground  that  it  is  a  moderate  one,  and 
does    not    commit    the    House    to    the 
abolition  of  the  House  of  Lords.     If  the 
two    hon.    Members    could   manage    to 
persuade  their  leaders  on  that  point  I  am 
sure  they  would  be  glad  of  the  instruc- 
tion.   The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
delivered  an  admirable  speech  on  this 
subject  on  the  last  occasion  he  brought 
it  before  the  House,  and  to-day  he  has 
expressed  satisfaction  at  the  result  of  the 
debate    which    then   took   place.      But 
while    he    was    speaking   on    this  im- 
portant  subject  t^ay   I    noticed    only 
15     Members      behind     him     and     30 
opposite   him,  while  during   ihe  speech 
of    the     hon.     and      learned     Member 
who    followed    him   the    attendance    of 
Members  was  still  smaller.     If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  is  satisfied  with 
that  condition  of  the  House,  I  must  say 
that  he  is  thankful  for  very  small  mercied 
indeed.      The  object  of  the  hon.  Member 
in  continually  bringing  this  Motion  before 
the  House  cannot  be  to  strengthen  his 
cause ;  and  I  think  that  if  he  will  consult 
his  own  political  friends  they  will  tell  him 
that  while  they  are  desirous  of  effecting 
reforms    in    the  House    of    Lords    his 
conduct  weakens  the  object  which  he 
professes  to  have  in  view.     What  is  that 
object?      The  hon.  Member  is  a  very 
much  misunderstood  man :  he  certainly  ' 
disappointed  the  House  to-night.    He  was 
absent  from  the  House  yesterday, when  he 
might  have  rendered  his  Party  valuable 
service  by  carrying  out  his  views  on  the 
question  of  obstruction;  and  we  might 
have    expected    that     he    would    have 
devoted    himself  in    his  absence   to    » 
study  of  Joe  Miller,  in  order  to  furbish 
up  one  or  two  jokes  for  the  benefit  of  the 
House.     But  he  does  not  seem  to  have 
taken  that  trouble.      What,  then,  is  his 
object  ?    My  opinion  is  that  there  is  no 
stronger    supporter    of    the    House    of 
Lords  than  the  hon.  Member,  who,  as  we 
all  know,  is  the  proprietor  of  a  publica- 
tion which  is  chiefly  concerned  with  the 
doings  of   the    aristocracy,  and    if    the 
House    of    Lords  is  ended  the  income 
from    that    paper    would    probably    be 
considerably  reduced.  Why,  then,  has  he 
come  down  to  make  such  an  extremely 
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UiiU  speech  to  15  of  Lis  friends?  T 
think  it  was  a  rt^markable  piece  of  self- 
denial  on  his  pai't*  and  that  hia  real 
object  was  to  make  out  the  Motion  to  be  so 
ridiculous  and  absurd  es  to  have  the  effect 
of  strengthening:  the  Cliamber  which  be 
professes  to  condemn.  Last  year  yon ng" 
Members  of  the  aristocracy  took  up  the 
time  of  this  House  in  order  to  say  that 
they  preferred  to  stop  in  this  Chamber ; 
bat  if  it  is  desired  to  strengthen  the  Upper 
Charal>er  1  would  willingly  allow  those 
young  Members  t(i  go  to  tiiat  House,  If 
there  i&  anylxxly  about  t*  speak  on  tliis 
subject,  I  hoj>e,  considering  the  cirenm- 
atances  in  which  this  grave  question  lias 
been  brought  before  the  House^  that  no 
one  will  take  the  question  seriously  ;  up 
to  the  present  time  it  hos  hardly  l>eeu 
taken  seriously  even  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  himself. 

♦(5.25.)  Mr.  B.  COLERIDGE  (Sheffield, 
Attercliffe) ;  I  had  expected  to  hear 
Irom  the  hou.  Member  op|x>sittJ  some 
argumentative  defence  of  his  opposition 
to  this  proposal ;  but  all  we  have  beard 
ya  that  some  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Lobby 
told  him  that  the  bringing  of  a  subjeirt 
annually  before  the  Hnu88  has  a 
tendency  to  weaken  it.  But  it  seems 
to  me  that  all  subjects  w  hioh  interest  the 
House  are  brougljt  forward  annually,  and 
that  the  Division  Lists  have  shown  that 
the  interest  taken  by  the  House  in  tliis 
question  is  increasing^  and  will  increase. 
The  hon.  Member  has  appealed  to  us  to 
treat  this  question  seriously.  1  propoee 
to  do  so  as  far  as  I  can.  With  reguttl  to 
the  position  of  the  House  of  Lords,  it 
used  to  be  a  coancil  of  advice  to  the 
Sovereign,  a  very  important  function, 
which  has  long  L>eeu  u.saq>ed  by  the 
Privy  Council,  and  which  the  House  of 
Lords  no  longer  enjoys.  Secondly,  in 
theory  it  is  the  suprt^me  Court  of  Af^al» 
a  most  important  function  for  it  to 
perform.  Hut  whatever  may  be  the 
theory,  in  practice  we  know  that  the 
House  of  Lon^s  lias  abandoned  that 
position  ;  and  I  believe  that  it  waa  the 
opinion  of  the  Ltte  Ltird  Cairns  and  other 
lawyers  of  repute  that»  the  House  of 
Lords  now  hiiviug  allowed  its  rights  to 
fall  into  desuetude  as  a  Court  of  final 
legal  apjieal,  it  would  not  be  permitted 
now  fur  Lords  who  are  not  Law  Lords  to 
take  paj*t  in  any  Division  upon  an  appeal 

which    had    come     before    that    Body. 
Therefore    we   may  aay>  so  for  fts   the 
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House   of  Lords  is   concerned,  that   tbi 
Privy  Council  and  the   Court  of  Appealj 
will    go  on   perfectly  well    without   the 
existence  of  that  House.      Thirdly^  ther 
is   its   existence    as    a    branch    of    tb 
Legislature.     Before  the  Reform  BiU 
D*32  the  House  of  Lords  was  practicallj 
the  dispensing  power  in  this  country  j,^ 
not  only  was  it  a  branch  of  the  Legisla* 
ture  in  itself»  but  it  practically  re  turn  e  " 
directly  or  indirectly,  a  raajurity  of  th€ 
Representatives  in  this  House,     Kow, 
ask  the  Hnuse  what  the  House  of  Lor 
has  dfine  since  1^32  ?     It  has  been  siudl 
tliat  the  House  of  Commons  is  blocked  - 
with   business,  and  hajs  actually  lost  ita 
originating  power.     But  has  the   HonS0_ 
of  Lords  taken  advantage  since   1 832 
the  block  of  business  in   this  House 
Ixfcome  in  any  sense  an  originating  pjwer^ 
Thb  only  thmg  they  originated  was  ai| 
Act   to   make    void    marriage b    witli 
deceased    wife's   sister,   and    ever   sine 
that  was  passed  the  House  of  Gommona  1 
lias  by  consistent  and  re^xjated  majoritie 
desiretl  that  it  should  no  longer   be  thd_ 
law  of  the  land.     Therefoi-e,  that  was  no" 
great  legislative   feat.     The  other  thing 
which  the  House  of  Lords  had  orig^inated 
was  the  instituting   into   our    municipal 
life  a  sort  of  p3or  imitation  of  their  own 
body  in  the  Aldermen  of   Munici^ial  Cor- 
porations.      I  think  we  are    all  on  this 
side  of  the  House  detiirous,  as  we  showed 
in  tlie  debates  on    the  County  Councils 
to  do  aw  ay  with  that  foolish  anachronisi] 
namely,  the  segregation  of  superior  yiei 
sons   aloof   the    Kepresentativts   of   thfl 
people.     Of  course,  it  may  lie  sjiid  thatil 
is  useful  to  have  a  Body  like  the    Hons 
of   Tjords  to  check  h»sty  legislation  ;  but 
I  ask  what  legislation  that  is   hasty  has 
the  House   of   Lords  checked 'f     Lookii 
over  the  last  40  years  I   see  one  piece 
k'gislation  which  indubitably  bears   thfl 
mark  of  haste,    I  allude,  of  course,  to  this 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill,  which  was  pass 
at  a    time   of   ^ligious    bigotry,    whej 
people  were  greatly  excited,  and  whici 
was   passed    mpidly    and    liajstily.     AnJ 
when   the    one   occasion    rose    in 
there  might  have  been  some  sense  in  I 
controlling  Seccjud  Chamber  to  preveu 
the  passing  of  hasty  legislation,  what  di 
the  House  of   Lordi  do?     Why  it 
the  Act  almost  without  dlBcussioD,    Th 
being  sii,  what  is  the  object  of  the  Houso 
of  Lords  ?  Everj'body^  1  suppose,  belierea 
in    the    theory    that    political     instiliti. 
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tions  in  this  country  have  for  their 
object  the  carrying  into  effect  of  the 
will,  matured  if  you  like,  of  the  people 
Suraly  the  best  way  to  effect  that  object 
is  to  make  this  House  as  representative 
as  possible,  and,  in  order  to  obtain  the 
latest  information  as  to  the  views  of .  the 
people,  to  make  the  elections  frequent. 
If  we  made  this  House  thoroughly  repre- 
sentativa,  and  repeatedly  appecded  to  the 
people  for  confirmation  di  its  powers,  what 
hotter  rvjpresentafcion  could  we  have  of 
the  mature  reflections  of  the  people  at 
barge  ?  I  a^k  myself  on  what  basis  we 
would  ,  reform  .our  place,  'ithe  Second 
Ohamber  ?  It  has  b3en  suggested  that 
the  Pt^rs  themselves  should  elect  certain 
d  their  own  Bpdy  by  the  process  of  weed- 
ing out  the  les9  acceptable  Members. 
Well,  all  I  can  say  of  that  suggestion  is, 
^hat  the  Liberal  Peers  in  the  House  of 
Lords  are  few  enough.. already,  and  by 
that  process  they  would  b<i .  weedecl  out 
altogether,  and  they  will  be  in  the  posi- 
tion now  occupied  by  the  .Scotch  Liberal 
Peers,  who  have  not  the  good  luck  to  be 
elected  by  their  own  order  to  serve  in 
the  House  of  Peers.  They  will  be'  out 
of  it  entirely.  It  is  also  said  we  could 
make  a  Second  Ghamberr  based  upon  the  i 
same  suffrage  as  the  House  of  Commons; 
bujb  they  might  have  a  more  prolonged 
tenure,  and,  theref or^,.  this  might  be  in 
some  sense  a  controlling  Chamber  on  the 
action,  of  the  Hou^e  of  Commons.  If  we 
do  that  it  seems  to  me  we  create  two 
Chambers  of  co-ordinate  powers,  basdd 
upon  the  same,  suffrage,  and  we  pit-  the 
two  Chambers  one  against  the  other, 
I  cannot  conceive  why,  if  we  had  one 
Chamber  elected  by  the  people  at  large, 
Ahe  same  people  should  elect  a  Second 
Chamber  to  revise  the  decisions  of  the 
Chamber  they  had  so  elected.  But  it 
has  also  been  suggested  that  we  should 
place  the  suffrage  of  the.  Second  Chamber 
on. a  higher;  basis,  and  allow,  the  suffrage 
to  bj  in  the  hands  of  a. higher  and  more 
wealthy  and:  prosperous  ^lass.  Well,  as 
a  Liberal,  I  protest  egainst  this,  for  it 
seems  to  me  it  would  emphasise  stiU 
moare  strongly  the  distinctiona  between 
property  ai^d  nuQibers,.  which  it  is  the 
earnest  desire  of  every  Liberal  to  destroy. 
In  that  case  we  might  have  a  very 
attractive  Chamber.  We ,  might  have  a 
Chamber  which  would  attract  men  of 
good  social  standing,  men  of  position, 
men^iof.  intdUQct;'   but,  I    protest, :  80 


a  Member  of  this  House,  against 
taking  the  best  men  from  it  and  placing 
them  in  another  Chamber.  If  we  are  to 
conduct  the  business  of  this  great  Empire 
in  the  way  in  which  it  ought  to  be  con- 
ducted we  want  all  the  best  men  which 
.  our  race  can  produce  in  this  House »  We 
do  not  want  mere  political  adventurers ; 
we  want  energy  as  well  as  caution,  and 
we  want  enthusiasm  as  well  as  disci- 
plined experience.  Bui  assuming  for  a 
moment  that  we  have  got  our  Second 
Chamber,  what  is  it  to  do?  If  it  is 
nerveless,  if  it  takes  no  action,  if  it  is  a 
mere  registering  Chamber  of  the  decrees 
of  this  House,  a  mere  lit  de  jtisticej 
there  is  no  object  in  its  creation  and  no 
reason  for  its  existence.  If  we  want,  as 
has  been  said,  a  Second  Chamber  to  re- 
vise and  correct,  apart  from  all  political 
prejudices,  the  decisions  and  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  House,  then  I  ask  how 
we  are  going  to  construct  such  a  Cham- 
ber. It  has  been  Siiid  of  one  great  man 
that  he  was  aloof  from  all  the  sordid 
occurrences  of  this  life. and  unsullied  by 
their  intercourse ;  and  if  we  are  to  have 
a  Second  Chamber  entirely  apart  from 
political  prejudices,  of  completely  and 
absolutely  wise  men,  then  first  of  all  I 
afik  where  are  the  men  to  be  found  ?  Ko 
process  known  to  me  can  ever,  produce 
such  men.  We  cannot  trust  Parties  to 
nominate  them.  Of  course,  Parties  will 
nominate  them  according  to. Party  views 
and  Party  prejudices,  and  no  system  of 
election  ever  can  bo  framed  that  can 
possibly  produce  them.  I  daresay  we 
could  get  by  a  process  of  filtrated 
election,  or  by  a  suffrage  confined  to- 
wealthy  people,  a  Second  Chamber  of 
which  I  may  call  superior  persons.  We 
could  no  doubt  have  a  Second  Chamber 
of  persons  of  the  style,  shall  1  say,  of 
Professor  Tyndall.  We  might  have  per- 
sons of  that  kind,  but  I  say  for  either 
lack  of  political  instinct  and  utter  blind- 
ness of  political  vision  and  for  undiluted 
political  rancour  commend  me  to  the 
superior  person.  Surely  it  will  be  ad- 
mitted at  once  that  we  live  in  a  demo- 
cratic country.  Then  is  it  not  right  smd 
proper  that  we  should  manfully  and 
fearlessly  recognise  the  result  of  what  we 
have  done  in  giving  the  people  at  lai^the 
conduct  of  their  own  affairs  ?  Surely  it 
is  better  we  should  act  up  to  the  prdEes- 
sions  we  make,  and  that  we  should  brush 
aside  all  these  fantastic  Second.  Chambers 
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which  are  the  creation  of  ingenious 
brains,  and  that  we  should  recognise  at 
oneo  that  all  these  Second  Chambers 
which  have  been  suggested  are,  in  reality, 
but  creations  for  the  purpose  of  thwart- 
ing and  hindering  the  carrying  into 
effect  of  the  expression  of  the  will  of  the 
people  at  large  of  this  country. 

♦(5.400  Mr.  CCJRZON  (Lancashire, 
S,W.,  Southport)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  there  is 
an  air  of  unreality  about  this  annual 
debate  on  the  House  of  Lords.  There 
has  been  a  hollowiiess  of  tieclamation  in 
the  speeches  to  wliich  the  House  has  so 
far  listened,  and  there  lias  been  a  listless- 
ness  of  tone  in  the  House  itaelf,  which  do 
not  betray  very  great  interest  in  the 
question.  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  meant 
bis  Motion  seriously,  I  thiak  he  would 
give  us  a  little  more  wisdom  and  a  little 
less  wit  in  his  speeebes;  and  if  hon. 
Memlx^rs  opposite  took  this  Motion 
seriously,  I  doubt  whether  they  would 
bav?  selected  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  as  the  leader  of  their 
crusade.  Then  we  have  had  one  speech 
from  this  side  of  the  House,  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  speech  did  not  con- 
Tince  me  that  the  Motion  was  taken  any 
more  seriously  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Badclfffe  Cooke)  who  made  it.  The  hon. 
Member  seemed  most  anxious  to  disas- 
sociate himself  from  all  aristcxrratic  con- 
nections, and  he  has  no  doubt  himaelf 
been  contributed  to  this  House  liy  the 
untitled  democracy  of  Ne  wingtcm.  WelU 
no  one  knows  better  than  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  that  this 
Motion  is  a  mere  b'tnUum  fuhnen.  It 
is  not  by  Resolution  of  this  House,  but 
by  revolution  that  the  House  of 
Lords,  if  it  falls  at  all,  will  fall. 
\Opposiiion  c/w;er«.]  That  point  of  view, 
I  am  glad  to  see,  is  endorsed  by  the 
cheers  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
I  conceive  that  were  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  be  carried  to-night  by 
as  large  a  majority  as  that  by  which  it  is 
certain  to  be  rejected,  the  House  of 
Lords  would  not  necessarily  be  one  day 
nearer  its  destruction.  I  confess,  Sir, 
that  there  ia  to  me  sometliing  of  imper- 
tinence in  the  spectacle  of  this  House, 
which  ia  so  sensitive  of  its  own  preroga- 
tives, presuming  to  sit  in  annual  judg- 
ment upon  another  Chamber  which  in 
most  of  the  attribute's  of  a  deliberative 
and  legislative  Chamber  is  incompar- 
Mr,  M.  ColeriUge 


ably  its  superior.  And  I  think,  too — and 
I  make  this  reference  only  because  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  has 
anticipated  me  in  doing  so^ — ^that  there 
is  something  comic,  if  not  worse  than 
comic,  in  the  spectacle  of  an  hon 
Member  who  has  lately  been  suspende 
from  the  service  of  one  House  of  Parlilj 
ment  coolly  getting  up  and  proposing 
a  stroke  of  the  pen,  and  for  no  offeno 
to  suspend  four- fifths  of  the  Members  ( 
another.  The  hon.  Member  for  North" 
ampton  has  invited  us  this  evening  to 
condemn  the  hereditary  principle.  It : 
easy  enough  to  make  fun  of  the  her 
ditary  principle.  That  is  a  chea 
rhetoriciil  triumph  which  the  pel  tie 
provincial  Cleon  can  attain.  It 
easy  enough,  too,  to  extol  the  i 
presentative  principle,  more  particu- 
larly in  an  Assembly  in  which  we 
owe  onr  seats  to  the  operation  «»f  that 
principle.  We  are  naturally  disposed 
to  think  that  we  are  the  best  House  ol 
Commons  in  the  world,  and  that  th 
principle  upon  which  we  are  returned  i 
the  best  principle.  As  regards 
hereditary  principle,  no  one  on  thea 
Benches,  so  far  as  I  know,  has  ever 
attempted  to  defend  that  principle  on  thfii 
ground  of  abstract  theory.  I  do  not  <'' 
so  for  one  moment.  Ncj  one  has  evef 
attempted  to  argue  that  the  doctrine  of 
hereditarily  transmitted  ability  is  a 
scientific  induction  sufficiently  sound  to 
supply  us  w4th  a  basis  if  we  were  con- 
structing a  new  Legislative  Chamber, 
I  say  that  no  one  has  ever  said  that,  and 
MO  one  presumes  to  say  so  now.  But 
Houses  of  Parliament  are  not  made  by 
theories  any  more  than  they  are  destrtiyed 
by  Resolutions.  We  have  i/:*  face  this 
fact^that  the  hereditary  principle,  how-j 
ever  unsound  it  may  be  in  theory,  ha 
gradually  but  surely  estabhshed  itself 
in  this  country  as  an  automatic  mode  of 
selection,  not  only  for  the  Members  of  the 
Upper  House  of  Parliament,  but  also  for 
reguliiting  the  succession  to  the  Thron 
— under  the  sanction,  I  admit,  of  thfl 
House  of  Commons^ — and  also  for  thi 
determination  of  the  laws  and  customs  < 
inheritance  in  every-day  life.  And,  Sir, 
we  have  further  to  face  the  fact  which 
the  hon.  Meml}er  for  Northampton  con 
veniently  ignores,  that  this  heredit 
principle  which  it  is  so  easy  to  deride  i^ 
not  only  a  popular  principle  with  ths 
country,   but    one    which    becomes  in- 
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creaaingly  popular  from  year  to  year, 
and  that  it  is  ono  to  whicli  democratic 
peoples,  democratic  GoYemments,  and 
democratic  constituencies,  lose  no  oppor- 
tunity o£  evincing  their  attachment. 
Sir,  1  sec  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr,  H,  Gladstone).  I  am 
•are  he  will  not  think  it  duo  to  any 
impoliteness  on  my  part  if  I  say  that  he 
originally  owed  to  the  operation  of  the 
very  principle  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  derides  that  seat  in 
this  House  which  he  has  since  justified 
by  his  own  ability.  There  sits  next  to 
him  upon  that  Bench  another  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  can  remerabor  the  day 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Meml>er  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Hareourt), 
who  wiU  presumably  follow  his  leader  the 
Member  for  Northampton  Id  to  the  Lobby 
to-night — I  can  remember  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  brought  to  a 
pitch  of  intense  enthusiasm  a  popular 
iiudience  by  assuring  them  that  he,  too, 
was  a  scion  of  the  Royal  stock.  I  am  sorry 
to  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deny  by 
shaking  his  head  that  which  I  have 
always  regarded  i\&  one  of  the  few  redeem- 
ing features  of  his  career.  Then,  Sir,  in 
a  neiiflibouriiig  country,  professedly  the 
most  democratic  in  Europe^  we  have  the 
spectacle  cf  a  statesman  elected  to  the 
Presidency  of  the  French  Republic  on  the 
ground — which  must  be  most  abhorrent 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
— not  that  he  was  the  son  of  his  father, 
but  the  grandson  of  his  grandfather. 
Finally,  Sir,  I  have  always  heard 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Northampton  himself  supplies  an 
illustration  of  the  opemtion  of  the  same 
principle  pushed  to  a  yet  more  remote 
degree,  and  that  he  first  secured  a  seat 
in  Parliament  and  an  entry  into  that 
public  life  which  he  lias  since  adorned, 
because  he  was  not  merely  the  son  of 
his  father  but  the  nephew  of  his  uncle.and 
thatuucloa  Memberof  the  Housoof  Lords. 
Sir,  I  merely  make  these  observations  to 
show  that  the  hereditaiy  principle  in  legis- 
lation, however  vulnerable  and  assailable 
in  theorj%  is  a  somewha*  different  thing 
in  practice.  The  hon.  Member  talkid 
to-night  in  his  speech  about  slaying  the 
slain.  I  venture  to  think  that  when  in 
a  position  of  less  freedom  and  greater 
responsibility  upon  that  Bench  ho  sets 
kimself   to   the   task  ol   destroying  the 


hereditary  element  in  the  House  of 
Lords  he  will  find  it  a  more  difficult 
undertaking  than  he  has  yet  any  idea 
of.  The  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
can  only  have  one  of  two  legitimate 
corollaries.  Either  those  who  vote 
for  it  are  prepared  to  dispense  with  a 
Second  Chamber  altogether  or  they  must 
be  ready  to  construct  a  House  of  Lords  in 
which  the  hereditaiy  principle  plays  no 
part.  As  regards  the  first  alterimtive, 
I  believe  the  feeling  in  favour  of  Single 
Chamber  Government  is  one  that  has 
few  supporters  in  this  House.  ICries  of , 
"  Oh ! "]  It  has  very  f  e  w,  if  any,  supporters, 
in  this  House.  It  is  not  recommended 
to  us  by  the  fact  that  the  only  country  in 
Europe  to  practise  it  is  Greece,  and  the 
example  of  Greece  is  not  rendered  more 
respectable  by  the  fact  that  the  only 
country  in  the  world  to  follow  Greece  is 
Costa  Bica.  Itfist  year  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  Bryco),  who  knows  more  about 
other  countries'  Constitutions  than  any 
other  man  does  about  his  own,  made  a 
speech  from  that  Bench  presumably  on 
behalf  of  the  Official  Members  of  his 
Party ;  and  in  clear  and  unequivocal 
terms  he  threw  over  Single  Chamber 
Government,  and  declared  that  it  was 
incompatible  with  the  equilibrium  of 
Government  in  this  country ;  and,  if  I 
remember  aright,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Cuninghame  Graham) 
was  the  only  man  on  that  occasion 
who  raised  a  despairing  cry  in  favour 
of  the  Single  Chamber  heresy.  If  we 
may  regard  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen 
as  a  more  typical  and  a  fairer  represen- 
tative of  the  Party  opposite  than  the 
Member  for  Ijan  ark  shire,  we  may  oon- 
clnde  that  the  feeling  in  favour  of ^ 
Government  by  a  Single  Chamber  \b  one 
that  haa  no  support  in  this  House,  and 
which  we  may  dismiss  from  consideration. 
Well,  Sir,  I  come  to  the  second  alterna- 
tive. Hon-  Members  oppc^site,  if  they  I 
are  not  prepared  to  dispense  with  a 
Second  Chamber  altogether,  must  clearly 
contemplate  a  House  of  Lords  from  which 
the  hereditary  element  has  been  ox*  I 
eluded.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Durham  (Mr.  Atherley-Jones) 
said  that  you  might  pass  this  Motion,  and 
that  you  would  not,  therefore,  as  a  conse- 
quence, abolish  the  existing  House  of 
Lords.  I  think,  Sir,  he  is  strangely  un- 
aware     of     the     composition     of     the 
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House    of    Lords.     The   only    elements^ 
in    the    Honse    of    Lords    other    than 
its  hereditary  Members  are  the  Bishops, 
the  Law   Lords,    the   Irish   and   Scotch 
Peers,     who    are,      to      some     extent, 
representative,  and  the  Peei-s  who  have 
been  ennobled  tliemselves.     But  I  do  not 
imagine  for  one  moment  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  wonld  tolertito 
a    Honse   of    Lords    composed    of    this 
residnam  ;  and  it  is  therefore  clear  that 
this  Motion,  hy  extinguishing  the  here- 
ditary element  in  the  Honse  of  Lords, 
would   extinguish   the  House   of   Lords 
along  with  it,  and  I  have  no  doubt  this  is 
what  the  hon*  Member  for  Nortliarapton 
has  in  view,     [Cries  f/'*Yes/*]     1   am 
glad  I  have  the  lion.  Members  approval, 
because  it  brings  me  to  my  p>int,  which 
is    this — that    if  yon  propose  by    this 
Motion  to  abolish  the  Honse  of  Lords,  it 
is  quite  clear  that  you  contemplate  in  the 
Dear  future  an  entire  re-construction  of 
tlmt  Chamber  j  and  the  first  thing  you 
ought  to  do  is  to  present  to  us  the  alter- 
native House  of  Lords  which  you  propose 
to  set  up  in  its  place.     Have  we  had  the 
slightest  indication  of  this  new  House  of 
Lords    which    will    be    required?    Are 
there  two  men  on  that  side  of  the  House 
who  are  in  agreement  either  as  to  the 
elements  of  which  it  shotili  be  composed 
or   as   to  the   principles   which    should 
regulate    its    construction  t     Last    year 
the  Member  for  Northampton   was    so 
conscious  of  the   ridiculous    position   in 
wbich  he  was  placed  that  he  came  to 
this  House  with  the  details  of  a  scheme* 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  ;  I  have  always 
been  in  favour  of  one  Chamber,     last 
year  I  did  submit  a  plan  for  a   sort  of 
Chamber    for   weaker   brethren.     They 
did  not  accept  my  propiJial. 
*Mh.  CUBZON  :  I  am  sorry  to  hear  his 
admission  that  his  proposal  of  last  year 
was  not  more  serious  in  its  character. 
I  had  given  the  hon*  Gentleman  credit  for 
being  something  more  than  a  Nihilist,  and 
had  thought  that  occasional  flashes  of  con- 
structive ingenuity  dawned  upon  his  mind* 
Now,  it  appears  that  his  imaginary  House 
of  Lords  which,  if  I   remember  aright, 
was  to  be  elected  by  the  County  Councils, 
to  be^  in  fact,  a  sort  of  glorified  Bumble- 
dom— it  now  appears  that  this  House  of 
Lords  was  but  a  mere  momentary  creation 
— a  jeu  d^ esprit  tossed  off   by  the  hon. 
Member,  not  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
information  to  the  House  of  Comm&ns, 
Mr,  CurzQii 


but  to  afford  some  sustenance  to  a   few^ 
recreant  spirits  on   his  own  side  of  the 
House.     I  am  glad  to  hear  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman   has  since  disowned  his  owti 
offspring,  for  it  will  show  the  Hou^e  of 
Commons    this    evening   that  they  are 
invited  to  pass  a  Resolution  for  abolisl) 
ing    the   House    of   Lords    without 
glimmering  of  an  idea  as  to  anything  1 
which    it    is    to    be    replaced.      I    fe 
tempted  to  ask  a  further  question*  Haf 
we  not  got  quite   enough  Constitntic 
mongering  on  our  hands  alrt'ady  ?     TJiere 
is  the  right  hon*  Gentleman  the  Memli 
for  Mid  Lothian,  who  has  a  scheme,  or  1 
supposed   to  have    a  scheme, — no    ona 
seems  to  know  much  about  it — a  scheme 
for  the  construction  of  two  new  Legisla^ 
tive   Chambers   for   Ireland.     Then  wa 
have  had  faint  prophetic  jvdumbrations  of 
two  other  new  Legislative  Chambers  for 
Scotland   and   for   Wales.     That  means 
four  ships  already  on  the  stocks,  and  no 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  com^ 
here  and  proposes  a  Motion    which, 
carried,    would    involve,    as    a    logic 
corollary,  the  setting  up  of  the  timbei 
of  a  fifth*     It  is  preposterous  that  at  tl 
period  of  the  nineteenth  century,  in  thj 
House,  where  there  is  more  work  prea  _ 
ing  upon  us  than  the  House  can  possibly 
get  through,  when  great  social  probler 
whose  dimensions  we  scarcely  at  presei 
realise,  are  appearing  above  the  horizois 
that  at  such  a  time  the   hon*  Meml 
should  come  down  and  propose  to  tofis  ih 
whole  Constitution  into  the  melting  pot 
simply  because  it  does  not  conform 
some  abstract  ide^  of  uniformity  which  ha 
has  formed  in  his  own  mind  ?     I  am  one 
of  those  who  think  it  would  be  wiser  to 
take   things   somewhat  as  they  are,  to 
admit  imperfections,  and  do  our  best  to 
remedy  them.     We  must  remember  that 
we  are  not  starting,  and  that  we  cannot 
start,  with   a   clean  slate.     We  cannc 
wipe  our  sponge  over  the  history  of  thi 
past.     We  have  a  House  of  Lords  which, 
in  my  humble  judgment^  has  played  a 
great    and    distinguished    part    in    the 
history  of  this  country,  which  has  certain 
merits  which  it  would  be  difficult  to  fit 
elsewhere,  and,  perhaps,  still  more  diifii 
cult  to  create*     But  that  House  is  dia-ti 
figured  by  imperfections  and  drawback 
which  impair  its  efficacy  for  good- 
have   on   previous    occasions  trespaased^ 
upon   the   indulgence  of  the  House  by 
stating  what  I  believe  those  objection^ 
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to  be,  fmd  I  will  not  on  the  present  occa- 
sion do  more  tban  recapitulate  them  in  a 
few  sentences.     The  existing  House  of 
Lords  is  too  exclusively   hereditary  in 
its  character.     There  are  large  groups  of 
interests  and  sections  of  opinion  which 
are  entirely  unrepresented  in  that  House. 
The   working   bees    in    the    House    of 
Lords    are    too    few    and    the    drones 
are     too     many.       As      long       as      a 
Peer,    after    accepting   bis    patent    of 
creation,  can  only  become  a  hereditary 
Peer,  you  restrict  entry  into  that  House, 
and  you  render  it  impossible  for  tbere  to 
be  that  stream  of  constant  re-invigora- 
tion  from  the  people  which  is  necessary 
to  keep   the  House    of    Lords,  or  any 
Chamber,  in  barmonious  touch  with  the 
country  at  large.      These    are  obvious 
and  conspicuous  defects  in  the  existing 
House  of  Lords.      But  there  are  others 
which  are  less  commonly  noticed,   and 
which  are  submitted  to  with  a  patience 
that,  to  my  mind,  is  perfectly  amazing. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  are  in  the  habit 
of  speaking  of  the  House  of  Lords  as  if 
it  were  a  nest  of  privileges  and  exemp- 
tions.    To  my  mind  membership  of  the 
House  of  Lonls  entails  disabilities  more 
cruel  and  severe  than  those  which  are 
imposed  on  any   other  body  of    public 
men.     You  compel  a  man  who  is  the  son 
of  a  Peer,  and  who  succeeds  to  the  Peer- 
age,   to    enter    the    House    of    Lords, 
whether  be  will  or  not.      You  compel 
bim  to  remain  there;    you  debar  hiim 
from     resigning.      You    give    him    no 
facilities  for  quitting  that  House.      It  is 
as  impossible  to  get  out  of  the  House  of 
Lords  when  once  you  are  in  as  it  is  to 
jump  out  of  your  own  skin.      Members 
of  the  House  of  Lords  are  debarred  from 
playing  the  part  of  active  citizens  in  this 
House.     They  are  not  even  allowed  the 
privilege  of  voting  at  the  polls — and  yet, 
while     you    consent    to    impose    these 
disabilities  upon  this  body  of  men,  you 
have     hon.    Members,    like     the     hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  coolly  coming 
down   here  and  protesting    that   these 
legislators,  who  cannot  help  being  legis^ 
lators,   are  incompetent  and  unworthy 
men,   and    do    not   suit  the    theory  of 
Government  he  has  in  his  own  mind.     It 
would  be  a  mucb  more  reasonable  thing 
if,   instead    of    proposing   this  Motion, 
the    bon.   Member   had    devised   some 
machinery    by    wbich    the    indiriduals 
of  whom  he  speaks  might  in  this  House 


bo6ome  legislators,  worthy  and  com*, 
petent  legislators,  which  they  h%ve  not^ 
always  the  chance  of  becoming  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  I  know  that  my  -views 
upon  the  subjecfc  of  the  House  of  Lords 
are  not  acceptable  to  all  sections  of  my  - 
own  Party.  I  know  there  are  some  who 
are  disposed  to  argue  that  to  touch  ilie 
Bx)use  of  Lords  is  to  shatter  it.  To  them- 
I  reply  that  if  the  House  of  Lords  is  not 
strong  enough  to  stand  handling  of  any 
description,  it  is  not  strong  enough  toforia- 
an  integral  part  of  our  Constitution.  T^ere' 
are  others — perhaps  they  are  the  bulk — •-'■ 
on  this  side  of  the  House  who  are  dis^ 
posed  to  say  "  Why  not  leave  well  alone." 
I  deny  altogether  that  it  is  well.  It  Tb&j 
be  well  enough  while  we  have  a  Conser- 
vative Government,  and  while  the  House 
of  Lords  has  simply  to  register  decrbes 
that  are  sent  up  by  the  Conservative 
majority  in  the  House  of  Commons.  But 
I  invite  hon.  Members  on  my  side  to 
look  a  little  ahead.  I  think  the  time 
may  come,  1  think  it  is  coming,  when 
it  is  quite  possible  that  the  House  of  Lords 
may  be  brought  into  more  acute  and 
violent  conflict  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons than  it  ever  yet  has  been.  When, 
that  time  comes  I  do  not  want  the  ocm  • 
flict  to  be  represented,  or,  if  you  like,  mis- 
represented, as  a  conflict  between  the  re* 
presentatives  of  land  on  the  one  side,  and: 
the  representatives  of  the  people  on 
the  other,  between  the  hereditary 
principle  and  the  representative  principle, 
or  even  between  the  two  social  orders 
of  the  Peers  and  the  people.  I  am  not 
suggesting  for  a  moment  that  the  House 
of  Lords  should  embark  upon  a  career  of 
petty  and  perpetual  friction  with  the 
House  of  Commons.  Nothing  could  be 
more  disastrous,  nothing  more  foreign  to 
the  purposes  of  our  Constitution ;  but 
when  the  House  of  Lords  is  forced  into 
position  of  direct  antagonism  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  I  want  it  to  be  convinced 
not  only  that  it  has  right  on  its  side  but 
that  it  has  behind  it  the  support  and  the 
affection  of  the  democracy  at  large.  The 
Motion  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  has  submitted  to  the 
House  this  evening  does  not  carry  us  one 
inch  nearer  the  attainment  of  that  ideal. 
I  would  gladly,  if  I  could,  vote  for  a 
Motion  that  had  in  view  a  reform  of  ihe 
House  of  Lords  such  as  I  have  sketched, 
or  I  would  gladly  vote  for  any  Motion 
that  had  in  view  a  temperate  and  reason^ 
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able  reform  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
whatever  it  might  be.  But  no  such 
Motion  is  before  us.  It  is  useless  puttiog 
it  upon  tho  Paper  of  this  House,  because 
according  to  the  rules  of  our  discussion  I 
am  prohibited  from  moviog  it.  In  ray 
inability  to  move  any  Motion  for  reform 
of  that  descriptioB  or  to  vote  for  it,  1 
have  no  hesitLitionwliatever  in  recording 
my  vote  against  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  fur  Northampton,  which  I  con- 
ceive to  be  animated  by  no  other  motive 
than  heedless  vandalism  withoTit  the 
faintest  hope  or  bint  of  re-construction 
beyond. 

Question  put,  **That  tlie  words  pro- 
posed i^  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Qaestion,** 

(6.10,)  The  House  divided  :— Ayes 
201 ;  Koes  139.— (Div.  List,  No.  34.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed* 

TUBERCULOSIS  IN  CATTLE, 
♦(6,20.)  Mr.  LKES  KNOWLES  (Sal- 
ford,  N,)  :  I  desire,  Sir,  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  subject  of 
tuberculosis  in  cattle ,  and  to  recommend 
that  this  disease  should  be  scheduled 
under  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals) 
Acts*  Perhaps  I  owe  an  apology  to  the 
House  for  occuppng  time  with  such  a 
subject,  but  I  hope  to  show  that  the  im- 
portance of  it  justifies  me,  and  that 
it  is  more  within  the  i^ange  of  practical 
politics  and  administration  than  the 
subject  with  which  we  have  just  been 
dealing.  My  excuse  is  thit  in  my  con- 
stituency is  one  of  the  largest  cattle 
markets  in  the  kingdom,  and  a  large 
number  of  my  constituents  are  connected 
with  that  market ;  while  there  are  a 
large  number  of  persons  in  tho  sur- 
rounding districts  interested  in  the  meat 
trades.  There  are,  no  doubt,  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  the  House  who  wonder  wliat 
tuberculosis  is,  and,  in  fact,  seveml  have 
asked  me  the  qnestioti.  To  put  my 
reply  as  concisely  as  possible,  I  may  say 
that  it  is  a  disease  in  animals  which 
corresponds  closely  to  the  disease  of 
pthisis  or  consumptirm  in  human  beings, 
which  is  one  of  the  most  fatal  of 
diseases.  Tuberculosis  is  a  new  sub- 
ject, but  it  has  latelyattracted  much  atten- 
tion and  has  become  better  understood  in 
the  last  10  years,  during  which  period 
the  disease  has  cunsiderably  increased. 
So  new  is  the  subject  that  tuberculosis  is 
Mr.  Ctivzon 


not  referred  to  in  any  Act  of  Parliamentj 
relating  to  cattle  or  the  lower  animals  ;| 
it  is  not  alluded  to  even  in  the  Cont 
gious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act  of  1B78, 
The  diseai^e  is  chronic  :  it  may  last  for 
years.  Cattle-plague,  pleuro-pneumonia, 
and  swine  fever  are  acutt^.  Tuber- 
culosis, from  a  sanitary  point  of 
view,  is  much  more  dangerous  than 
these  diseases.  Professor  Cameron,  when 
he  gave  his  evidence  before  the  Depart- 
mental Committee,  said  that  whereas  he 
would  eat  the  flesh  of  a  lieast  which  had 
suffered  from  pleuro-pneumonia,  h© 
would  not  touch  the  flesh  of  a  tuberculous 
ariraal.  The  disease  is  almost  unknown 
among  animals  in  a  wild  state.  In  the 
Zoological  Garden  it  kills  more  animals 
than  does  any  other  disease.  American 
and  Canadian  cattle  are  comparatively 
free  from  it,  and  in  Australia  it  is  only 
now  beginning  to  spread,  and  its 
course  can  be  traced  from  one 
part  ol  the  colony  to  another.  The 
disease  is  found  mostly  among  dairy- 
stock,  but  it  is  found  also  among 
bullocks.  In-and'iu  breeding  is  a" 
primary  cause  of  it.  In-and-in  breeding 
weakens  the  stamina,  and  if  there 
is  the  Blighteet  taint  of  the  disease 
in  a  herd,  in-and-in  breeding  aggravates 
it-  Where  there  is  in-and-in  breeding 
the  disease  is  moat  common.  Another 
cause  is  inhalation,  and  another,  ingestion, 
that  is  to  say,  animals  may  get  it  from  J 
mouthing  the  fo«jd,  or  the  trough  mouthc 
by  other  animals.  Another  cuuse  is 
inoculation.  The  winter  milk-trade 
t^^ravates  the  disease,  and  in  towns, 
cows  are  more  frequently  affected 
with  it  than  in  the  country.  In  our 
town  cow-houses  ther?  is  frequently 
a  want  of  proper  ventilation,  and  the 
beasts  kept  there  are  unable  to  get  proper 
physical  exercisL*,  and  proper  natural 
food.  The  food  given  them  is  of  an 
artificial  and  stimulating  nature*  not 
intended  to  inprove  flesh  and  blood,  but 
intended  to  increase  the  quantity  of  milk, 
and  it  acts  therefore  as  a  atroin  upon 
the  animal.  One  peculiarity  of  the  disease 
is  that  it  does  not  affect  the  amount  of 
secretion  of  milk,  although  the  udder  is 
frequently  attacked.  The  disease  is 
communicable,  and  I  could  quote  a 
number  of  cases  from  the  Departmental 
Blue  Book  to  exemplify  this.  There  ar 
cases  of  a  bull  spoiling  a  herd,  of  a  co^ 
communicating   the  disease  Uy    a   her 
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«nd  of  a  bull  taking  tuberculosis  from 
a  cow,  and  of  human  beings,  calves, 
and  even  pigs,  dying  after  taking 
tuberculous  milk.  In  one  remarkable 
Scotch  case,  which  will  be  found  in  the 
evidence,  at  Question  8,800,  it  will 
be  seen  that  the  workers  on  a  par- 
ticular farm  were  found  to  be 
suffering  from  consumption  to  a  large 
extent,  and  upon  this  farm  many  animals 
had  tuberculosis.  Some  particular  cattle 
sheds  were  pulled  down  and  consumption 
(apparently  ceased.  Then,  I  can  give  an 
instance  of  a  mother  communicating 
-consumption  to  her  child,  and  of  a  girl 
taking  by  inoculation  infection  from  a 
human  patient.  Moreover,  there  are 
cases  of  inoculation  where  men 
liave  milked  animals  while  having 
«ores  upon  their  hands,  and  have  got 
what  are  called  "butchers'  tubercles.*' 
If  tuberculous  beef  is  dangerous, 
tuberculosis  milk  is  still  more  so,  because 
milk  is  more  frequently  taken  in  an  un- 
cooked state.  It  is  very  dangerous  to 
particular  individuals,  and  especially  so  to 
children.  It  is  said  that  poor  people 
sufEer  more  from  this  disease  than  do 
the  rich,  because  they  are  unable  to  get 
such  good  milk  or  flesh  as  can  their 
richer  brethren.  Milk  may  be  rendered 
less  harmful  if  cooked,  for  it  has  been 
discovered  that  the  "  baccili "  or  microbes 
can  be  destroyed  at  a  heat  of  100  degrees 
Centigrade,  or  212  Fahrenheit,  in  a  few 
minub3S.  The  strongest  brine  has  no 
efEect,  and  the  ova,  or  spore,  require  a 
higher  temperature.  Boiled  meat 
is  better  than  roasfc,  because  the 
latter  is  oftan  eaten  underdone,  while 
boiled  meat  is  generally  disliked  if  not 
thoroughly  cooked.  The  disease  is  more 
prevalent  among  aged  milch  cows,  and 
particularly  prevalent  among  Ayrshire 
cattle,  because  they  have  small  and 
narrow  chests,  and  it  is  frequently  found 
among  shorthorn  herds  and  pedigree  stock. 
The  disease  has  an  influence  on  the 
powers  of  breeding,  and  non-breeding 
.is  often  due  to  a  tuberculous  taint.  I 
can  give  three  instances  of  tuberculous 
cows  having  stopped  breeding  in  conse- 
quence of  the  disease.  Now,  are  there 
any  tests  by  which  the  disease  can  be 
recognised?  i  can  name  three,  all  of 
which  are  alluded  to  in  the  Blue  Book, 
and  possibly  there  may  be  others.  There 
are  the  tests  of  temperature  and  auscu- 
lation  while  the  animal  is  alive,  and 
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when  the  beast  is  dead  there  is  the  test 
of  the  microscope.  It  may  be  said  that 
our  Inspectors  are  not  sufficiently  skilled 
to  apply  these  different  tests ;  then  all 
I  can  say  is,  we  ought  to  have  men  who 
are  sufficiently  competent ;  we  ought  to 
have  specially  trained  Inspectors,  and 
pay  them,  if  necessary,  higher  salaries. 
It  is  a  question  of  sanitation,  a  question 
of  health,  and  I  do  not  think  that  the  con- 
sideration of  cost  should  stand  in  the 
way.  It  is  possible  that  experiments  are 
still  necessary  to  show  whether  tuber- 
culous meat  is  or  is  not  injurious  to 
human  health  when  the  disease  is  in  its 
initial  stages,  and  especially  after  the 
meat  is  cooked.  In  France,  Belgium, 
Saxony,  and  Bavaria  the  flesh  of  animals 
only  locally  affected  is  passed  for  human 
food.  At  the  present  time  —  it  is 
rather  a  disagreeable  part  of  the  subject 
— persons  trade  in  tuberculous  animals, 
slaughter  them  in  places  where  there  is 
little  or  no  inspection,  remove  the  dis- 
eased parts,  and  sell  the  rest  for  food. 
Emaciated  cows  are  sent  from  one  town, 
where  there  is  good  inspection,  to 
another,  where  the  inspection  may  not  be 
so  good,  under  the  names  of  "  piners  "  or 
"mincers"  —  names  suggestive  of  un- 
pleasant associations — and  are  sold  at 
prices  from  30s.  to  £3  or  £4  per  beast. 
In  Edinburgh,  if  an  animal  is  in  good 
condition,  if  the  tubercles  are  limited,  the 
glands  not  affected,  and  if  the  flesh  on 
section  appears  sound,  the  animal  is 
passed  in  the  slaughter-houses.  If  the 
glands  are  at  all  adjected  the  animal  is 
always  condemned ;  but  I  see  from  the 
Meat  Trades^  Journal  for  last  Saturday 
that  still  more  stringent  regulations  have 
been  made  in  Edinburgh.  Again,  some- 
thing ought  to  be  done  in  reference  to 
milk.  At  Paisley  the  Local  Authority 
tried,  in  one  case,  to  stop  the  sale 
of  tuberculous  milk,  and  for  so 
doing  were  held  to  have  over- 
stepped their  duty.  Now,  there  are 
many  proposals  as  to  how  tuberculosis 
should  be  treated.  For  instance.  Pro- 
fessor Cameron  proposes  that  the  sale  of 
cattle  should  be  recorded,  and  that  when 
an  animal  is  sold  at  a  fair,  the  person 
selling  it  should  give  to  the  purchaser  a 
certificate  showing  the  place  of  origin  of 
the  animal,  and  the  name  and  address  of 
the  owner.  That  seems  to  me  a  very 
reasonable  proposal  indeed.  Mr.  Stephen- 
son, F.R.C.V.S.,  goes  further,  and  pro- 
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poses  tbat  all  cattle  intended  for  Unman 
fotxl  B  ho  a  Id  be  slaughtered  in  public 
abattoirs .  I  believe  thnt  at  the  present 
time  meat  inspection,  and  especially  in 
London,  is  very  impeifect^  and  it  wimld, 
I  believe,  b3  greatly  improved  if  public 
abattoir*3  were  created.  Of  cours?,  at 
the  game  time  I  would  not  interfere  with 
private  aliattoii's  under  certain  conditions, 
properly  licensed  and  insp3cted.  Mr. 
Stephenson  further  proposes  tbat  all 
cattle  intended  for  food  should  be  ex- 
amined  by  a  properly- qua  lifted  Inspector, 
both  before  and  after  slaug^ht^r,  and  that  a 
careful  record  should  be  kept  of  all 
examinations  in  the  abattoirg,  and  of  the 
diseases  found  there.  Other  proposals 
have  been  made,  and  I  think  some  of 
the  following  ara  good.  It  ought  to 
be  made  p^ntd  for  anybwly  knowingly 
to  breed  from  a  tuberculous  beast. 
Compulsory  notice  should  be  sfiven  to 
Local  AuthorifcicB  in  case  of  discovery 
of  the  disease  by  eveiy  owner,  and  then 
inspection  should  be  made  by  a  skilled 
Veterinary  Inspector,  so  as  to  provide 
against  unnecessary  slaughter,  and  also 
against  the  ccmtinuance  of  the  sale  of 
tuberculous  milk;  la  some  towns, 
notably  in  Liverpool,  Birmingham, 
Bradford,  and  Leeds,  a  Butchers'  Jury 
decide  doubtful  questions.  I  think 
that  when  beasts  are  slai^'htered, 
especially  when  they  are  taken  away  and 
oompulsorily  slaughtered  in  the  interest  of 
the  community,  compensation  should  be 
paid  in  certain  cases.  I  think  Ijocal 
Authorities  should  enforce  more  strictly 
than  they  do  the  "  Dairies,  Cowsheds,  and 
Milk-Shops  Order,  1 885,^' and  that  they 
should  supervise  all  byres  and  cow-houses 
having  regard  to  structure,  drainage, 
and  ventilation,  and  they  should 
also  examine  the  water  supply.  Medi- 
cal Officers  of  Health  should  look 
for  bacilli  in  milk,  and  if  unable 
to  detect  them  themselves  they 
might  send  samples  to  a  Bacteriological 
Laboratory.  Local  Authorities  might 
also  be  empowered  to  inspect  tuberculous 
herds,  say  every  three  months,  slaughter 
out  the  animals  that  are  ill,  and  stop  the 
sale  of  milk  from  others.  There  is,  at 
the  present  time,  a  Dairy  Company  in 
Copenhagen  which  has  an  examination 
of  all  its  animals  made  every  week.  Pos- 
sibly, this  would  not  be  sufficient;  possibly, 
nothing  would  be  sufficient  but  to  go  to 
the  root  of  the  matter  and  order  a  whole- 
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sale    slaughter  of  tnberculous  animalj 
"The    Liverpool  and  District  Butchersfl 
Association  "  sent  a  memorial  to  the  AgriJ 
cultural  Department  last  autumn  on  tha^I 
subject  of  tuberculosis,  and  more  recently  I 
a  similar  memorial  was  >5ent  from  Sheffield^  ^ 
but,  unfortunately,  my  right  hou.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture- 
does  not  see  his  way  at  the  present  timeJ 
to  deal  with    the  prayer  of    the   memo 
rialiats,  and  these  memorials  have  beea] 
sent    by    my    right  hon*      Friend  (Mr. 
Chaplin)    to     the     Local     Government 
Board.     Now,  I  think  I  ought  t^  stat&l 
the  position  of  the   Local   Government 
Board    in    regard  to  this    matter.     A» 
the    law   now  stands,  the    question    of 
the  fitness  of   any    animal    for    hainaii 
food    is,    in     the     first     instance,     000 
for  the  Medical  Officer  of  Health  or  therj 
Inspector  of  Nuisances  who  has  examined  1 
it  under  Section  116  of  the  Public  Health  f 
Act,    1875»     The   quention  of    its    con*  I 
demnation  is  one  for  the  Justice  who  deald  I 
with  the  caae  under  Section    117,  and 
the    Local  Government   Board    are  not 
empowered   to  interfere   in   any   action 
that    may    be    taken    under  the  above- 
mentioned   enactments.       But  not  only  I 
have  the  Associations  I  have  mention  eel, 
and   kindred  Associations,  memorialised 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  on  this  subject : 
the  County  Council  of  my  own  count y» 
Lancashire,  recently  passed  the  following^ 
resolution: — 

"That  thia  Council  is  of  opinion  tbat  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  ahould  iostitute  a  further 
inquiry  with  respect  to  tuberctiloaia^  and  to  the 
losses  incurred  by  f&rmera  and  cattle  dealers 
on  account  of  cattle  being  condemned  as  unfit 
for  food.*' 

Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would  certainly 
be  possible  to  deal  with  the  disease  in 
the  caaes  of  particular  herds.  I  think 
the  disease  mig-ht  easily  be  slaughtered 
out  of  them,  1  know  of  on©  instance 
where,  had  the  owner  of  a  particular  herd 
slaughtered  the  whole  herd  10  years  ago 
and  started  with  a  now  hcni,  he  would  be 
better  off  than  he  is  at  the  present  time* 
1  know  my  right  hon.  Friend  will 
say,  if  you  are  going  to  reduce  herds 
by  wholesale  slaughter,  what  are  you 
going  to  do  with  the  pedigree  stock.  It 
is  kno^Ti  that  some  shorthorn  herds  are 
riddled  with  the  disease*  A  short  bom 
bull  may  be  worth  2,000  guineas — he 
might  impregnate  a  herd  with  tuber- 
culosis, and  spread  the  disease  over  tha  1 
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whole  country-; — and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
may  say  it  would  be  difficult  to  order 
the  slaughter  of  such  a  beast  as  that.  But 
I  say  such  an  animal  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  exist,  and  if  it  had  pleuro- 
pneumonia it  would  be  slaughtered,  and 
compensation  would  be  given ;  and 
tuberculosis  is  more  dangerous  than 
pleuro-pneumonia.  I  think  when  the 
health  of  the  community  is  concerned, 
the  question  of  the  value  of  a  short- 
horn bull  ought  certainly  not  to  be 
considered.  Many  of  my  constituents  are 
butchers,  and  their  position  is  particularly 
hard.  Our  cattle  market  is  under  the  best 
veterinary  inspection,  and  every  care  is 
taken  that  only  animals  in  a  healthy 
condition  shall  be  exposed  for  sale  ;  but 
a  Cattle  Inspector  has  no  power  to  seize 
a  beast  sold  in  public  market  on  account 
of  tuberculosis.  Now,  a  butcher  buys  a 
beast  that  has  passed  inspection  as  to 
fitness  for  food,  and  he  takes  it  home 
and  prepares  it  for  sale:  there  is  no 
guilty  knowledge  on  his  part.  Then 
there  is  a  further  official  inspection,  and 
the  beast  is  condemned  if  traces  of 
tuberculosis  are  found.  In  one  case  the 
traces  were  12  or  15  little  specks,  about 
the  size  of  apple  pippins. 

Thb  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin,  Lin- 
colnshire, Sleaford):  Before  or  after 
death? 

♦Mb.  KNOWLES  :  After  death.  The 
case  is  particularly  hard.  The  butcher 
is  tried  and  fined,  and  may  be  treated  as 
a  criminal.  He  loses  his  beast  and  gets 
no  compensation  or  redress.  Imperial  or 
Local.  I  could  quote  many  csises  at 
Bolton,  Dublin,  Glasgow,  Hawick,  Hyde, 
Irvine,  Leeds,  Manchester,  Selkirk,  and 
elsewhere;  in  fact,  the  Meat  Trade8\ 
Journal  is  full  of  such  cases.  It  may  be 
said  that  the  principle  of  caveat  emptor 
should  apply  to  the  butcher  who  goes  to 
market  and  buys  a  beast;  it  may  be 
thought  that  there  is  an  implied  warranty 
that  the  beast  is  fit  for  food  when  a 
dealer  sells  to  a  butcher.  However,  in  a 
case  recently  tried  at  Liverpool,  "Hydes  v. 
Cullen,"  it  was  held  that  when  a  defect  or 
disease  exists,  of  which  the  seller  can 
have  no  knowledge,  there  is  no  implied 
warranty,  and  the  purchaser  has  no  claim. 
The  doctrine  of  caveat  emptor  was  held 
to  apply ;  but  in  this  Liverpool  case,  I 
suppose,  the  beast  had  been  passed  by 
the     Veterinary     Inspector.       In    dis- 


cussing this  matter  with  a  friend,  l^e 
suggested  that  the  ordinary  condido^s 
of  trade  should  apply,  and  he  said 
suppose  a  cargo  of  jute  ordered,  and 
that  on  arrival  the  jute  was  found  to  be 
unfit  for  use  in  trade,  I  should  have  to 
stand  the  loss.  Yes,  but  in  such  a 
case  there  was  no  official  inspection 
of  the  jute :  but,  in  the  case  of  the 
butcher  there  was  an  official  inspec- 
tion of  the  beast  before  buying,  and 
another  official  inspection  after  it  was 
bought,  and  not  till  then  was  it 
condemned:  and  the  butcher  suf^red  the 
whole  of  the  lose.  Now,  I  think  such  a 
loss,  if  compensation  is  not  paid  from 
Local  or  Imperial  funds,  ought  rather  to 
be  borne  by  the  breeder  or  dealer  whose 
acquaintance  with  the  beast  would  be 
much  longer  than  that  of  the  butcher, 
who  bought  it,  perhaps,  at  an  hour^s 
notice.  The  whole  subject  is  one  that 
has  been  brought  into  prominence  in 
recent  years.  In  1883,  at  a  meeting  of 
the  National  Veterinary  Association  held 
in  London,  a  resolution  was  passed  in 
favour  of  scheduling  tuberculosis  njider 
the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts. 
In  1884  the  Butchers'  Associations  of 
Yorkshire  petitioned  the  Government  to 
the  same  effect.  The  Society  of 
Associated  Medical  Officers  of  Health 
were  in  favour  of  scheduling.  The 
result  was  that  the  Departmental  Com- 
mittee was  appointed,  and  reported  upon 
the  subject ;  the  Report  being  considered 
by  the  people  connected  with  the  meat 
trades  to  be  highly  favourable  to 
their  views  ;  and  upon  this,  an.  Order 
was  prepared  that  the  disease  might 
be  scheduled  under  the  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Acts,  as  will  be  seen 
on  page  12  of  the  annual  Report  of  the 
Agricultural  Department  for  1888.  But 
I  regret  to  say  that,  although  this  Order 
was  drawn  up  it  has  never  been  acted 
upon.  The  efE^t  of  that  Order  would 
have  been  highly  satisfactory  to  the  meat 
trades  throughout  the  country,  for  it 
provided  for  the  slaughter  of  diseased 
animals  found  on  the  owner's  premises, 
for  compensation  for  such  slaughter, 
for  seizure  and  slaughter  of  diseased 
animals  exposed  in  fairs,  markets,  <&c., 
or  in  transit,  and.  for  seizure  and 
slaughter  of  diseased  foreign  animals  on 
importation ;  that  is  to  say,  if  the  Order 
had  been  carried  out  the  disease  would 
have  been  effectively  dealt  with  under 
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tlie  Contagioug  Diseases  (Atiimals)  Acts. 
In  Franc?  tuberculosm  is  classified  among 
contagious  diseases,  governed  by  sanitary 
police  laws,  as  it  ought  to  be  treated 
here.  How  to  deal  with  the  disease  is 
an  Imperial  question,  and  ought  to  be 
treated  as  such.  Our  meat  tmdes  are 
in  a  particularly  itnhiippy  position  oq 
this  subject  in  regard  to  foreign  com- 
petition. Tuberculous  meat  is  con- 
demned according  to  individual  magis- 
terial notions  in  this  country,  but  there 
is  no  examination  of  Foreign  meat  im- 
ported, and  it  is  not  known  whether  it  is 
taken  from  tuberenL»ns  beasts  or  not. 
If  my  right  hon.  Friend  cannot  see 
his  way  to  adopt  the  suggestion  to 
ached ule  the  disease  under  the  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Acts,  I  hope  he  \vill 
doviss  some  means  by  which  the  subject 
may  be  dealt  with  in  a  practical  way,  1 
would  ask  him,  with  this  object  in  view, 
to  receive  a  dep:itation  from  those 
interested  in  the  meat  trade^ — breeders, 
farmers,  dealers,  and  batchers — and  per- 
haps from  these  he  might  accept  some 
suggestions  and  find  a  solution  of  existing 
difficulties,  I  think  the  subject  one  of 
considerable  importance »  and  that  we 
ought  to  do  oiir  best  to  reduce,  if  not 
to  stamp  out,  the  amount  of  disease 
that  now  exists  in  the  countr)\  I  am 
sorry  to  have  detained  the  House 
so  long,  but  I  felt  conscientiously  obliged 
to  bring  the  subject  to  the  notice  of  the 
House,  and  I  thank  hon.  Members  for  the 
attention  which  they  have  paid  me. 

♦(6.50.)  Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aber- 
deenshire* W.) :  I  think  I  must  first 
congratulate  my  hon.  Friend  on  the 
complete  manner  in  wliich  he  has  put 
this  subject  before  us  in  a  very  interest- 
ing statement.  I  have  myself  directed 
some  attention,  to  the  subject  in  its 
details,  and  I  can  assure  the  House  that 
it  could  not  have  been  put  forward  in  a 
more  clear  manner,  in  a  more  lucid  and 
thoroughly  dependable  w^ay.  I  must 
also  congratulate  my  hon.  Friend  upon 
an  acquaintance  with  that  most  wonder- 
ful and  mysterious  craatnre,  the  bacillus, 
very  creditable  to  a  layman.  It  is  a 
subject  of  very  grave,  pressing,  and  I 
might  almost  say  national  importance^ 
and  I  think  we  do  well  when  we  step 
aside  from  the  clash  and  turmoil  of 
ordinary  political  life  to  consider  these 
questions  of  a  sjinitary  nature  seriously 
affecting  the  health  of  the  community. 
Mr.  Knowles 


Wlien  we  remember  that  150,000  persona 
annually  die  in  this  country  from  con-1 
sumption,   and   that   the   diseBse    is  ia^ 
creasing,  I  think  it  is  higli  time  for  us  i 
look    into    the     causes    and   endeavoti 
to     check     them     if     we    can.     I 
very  glad  my  hon.  Friend  has  br 
this  matter  forward,  for  nobody  can  \ 
say  it  is  merely   a  doctor's    '*  fad." 
might  have  been  thought  thfit  this   is  i 
mere  scientific  and  pathological  sjiecnla 
tiori  which  has  not  reached  a  point  where"' 
legislation   is    necfssary,   but  when  my 
hon.  Friend,  in  the  interest  of  many  h 
his  large  constituency,  brings  it  forwar" 
we  may  consider  that  there  is  that  amounj 
of  interest  taken  in  it  outside  the  medic 
profession   which  is  required  before  we 
can    press    our    views    into    legislationJ 
How  does   the    matter   actually   Siandf 
First  wt!  must  prove  thiit  consumption 
a    communicable    disease.       For    man} 
years  Italian  doctors  held  that,  and  w^ 
scouted  the  idea,  until  by  experiment  anj 
investigation  of  the  mysterious  bacillufl 
it  was  proved  that  the  creature  had  the 
power   of   being   transferred    from    one 
person  to  another,  carrying  the  germs 
the  disease.     The   next  point  that    ha 
puxzled  our  doctors  is,  are   the  microfc 
in  man  and  in  cows  the  same  creatures! 
In  other  words,  is  it  actually  proved  that 
tuberculosis      can      be      communicated^ 
diroctlyl     Well,    I   think    delicate    exA 
periraents  have  undoubtedly  proved  tha 
the  bacillus  is  the  same  in  both,  and  that^ 
the  communication  of  the  disease  from 
the   lower   animals  to  man   is  only 
Tvell  made  out.    My  hon.  Friend  has  told 
us  how  men  and  animals  have  suffered 
from  the  disease  at  the  same  time — hov 
the   disease    prevails   among   high-bred 
pedigree  stock,  and  he  has  told  us  clear  It 
the  ways  in  which  animals  may  transmit 
the  bacilli  to  man.     Take  the  first  way 
by  consumption  of  the   flesh.     I  do  na 
believe  this  is  a  very  frequent  cHse.     Itj 
is  an  open  question  whether  the  muscub^ 
fibre  \b  contaminated   with  bacilli,  but 
think  it  is  perfectly  evident  that  cooking 
takes  away  some  of  the  infected  property. 
But,   as  my  hon.    Friend   has   told    us, 
merely  roasting  a  joint  may  not  entirelj 
kill  all  the   bacilli    in    it,  for  a  joint, 
large,  is  often  under-ctioked,  and  the  hei 
reaching  the  interior  part  is  not  sufficient 
It  must  be  over  TOO  degrees.     Even  if 
the  creatures  are  killed,  there  are  the 
spores  or  eggs  left,  wliich  will  develop 
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into  full  grown  bacilli  and  propagate 
disease.  The  destruction  of  these  re- 
quires a  much  greater  heat;  and  it 
is  quite  possible,  and,  indeed,  only  too  pro- 
bable, that  an  ordinary  amount  of  heat 
is  not  sufficient  to  destroy  these 
spores.  Then  apart  from  the  flesh — as 
to  which,  as  I  have  said,  there  is  some 
doubt — we  have  the  milk.  We  have 
evidence  that  communication  from  the 
lower  animals  to  man  by  milk  is  made 
out  in  the  most  conclusive  way  by  ex- 
periment. It  is  generally  supposed  that 
in  cows  tainted  with  tuberculosis,  symp- 
toms of  the  disease  appear  in  the  udders, 
but  there  is  evidence  of  a  scientific 
nature  to  prove  that  the  disease  may  be 
present  in  the  udder  and  yet  be  unrecog- 
nisable by  the  human  eye  during  life,  but 
the  post-morbem  examination  discloses 
it,  and  this  makes  the  matter  more 
serious,  for  the  milk  may  be  afEected 
although  no  signs  appear  in  the  udder, 
and  thus  the  disease  may  be  propagated. 
Under  sanitary  improvements  and 
sanitary  regulations  we  have  stamped  out 
some  diseases,  and  others  are  less 
prevalent,  but  consumption  is  in- 
creasing considerably,  and  more 
especially  among  children  ;  and, 
putting  things  together,  it  is  notextrar 
vagant  to  suppose  that  the  cause  of  the 
increase  of  this  tubercular  disease  is  due  to 
the  fact  that  it  is  communicated  in  the 
milk  from  tuberculous  animals.  We 
know  that  every  disease  of  this  kind 
must  have  some  kind  of  proper  soil  in 
which  to  spring  up,  and  that  it  is  not 
everybody  who  is  exposed  to  the  infec- 
tion that  catches  it ;  but,  unfortunately, 
the  conditions  under  which  many  of  our 
poor  people  have  to  live  render  them 
only  too  much  disposed  to  catch  tuber- 
cular disease.  We  know  that  amongst 
the  most  prominent  of  pre-disposing  causes 
is  starvation,  while  bad  ventilation,  and 
the  wretched  housing  of  the  working 
classes,  also  make  them  liable  to  disease  ; 
indeed  the  causes  may  fairly  be  grouped 
under  the  broad  term  of  deficient  hy- 
gienic conditions.  We  have  here,  then, 
a  disease  amongst  cattle  which 
is  to  be  communicable  from  cattle 
to  man,  and  is  held  by  competent  autho- 
rities to  be  caused  in  man  by  drinking 
infected  milk  from  cattle  suffering  from 
tuberculosis.  The  case  which  has  been 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member  is 
a  very  grave  one,  and  I  think  that  it  is 


the  duly  of  the  Agricultural  Department 
to  try  and  find  some  remedy.  Last  year 
I  brought  the  matter  before  the  House, 
but  at  that  time  there  was  no  particular 
Department  to  which  I  could  address 
myself,  so  that  my  efforts  received  but 
very  scant  notice.  Now,  however,  we 
have  an  Agricultural  Department,  pre- 
sided over  by  a  Minister  who  takes  a 
sincere  interest  in  everything  which 
affects  the  agricultural  community,  and 
I  think  we  may  not  unnaturally  appeal 
to  him  to  try  and  find  some  remedy  for 
a  condition  of  things  which  is  very 
threatening  to  the  health  of  the  general 
community.  My  hon.  Friend  has  sug- 
gested that  this  disease  should  be 
scheduled,  and  I  agree  with  him  that  if 
that  were  done,  cattle  breeders,  realising 
the  loss  which  they  would  incur  from  keep- 
ing tubercular  stock,  would  pay  greater 
attention  to  hygienic  conditions,  and  tha^ 
thus  in  time  this  terrible^ and  catching 
disease  would  be  stamped  out  among  the 
lower  animals.  But,  if  the  right  hon^ 
Gentleman  is  not  prepared  to  take  this 
step,  I  think  he  might  accede  to  the  very 
reasonable  request  of  my  hon.  Friend^ 
and  receive  a  deputation  of  those  who 
are  well  acquainted  with  this  subject.  I 
hope  he  will  give  us  some  assurance  that 
he  will  try  and  find  a  remedy  for  this 
growing  mischief. 

(7.5.)  Mr.  C.W.GRAY  (Essex,  Mai- 
don) :  I  think  we  are  very  much  indebted 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  having  brought 
this  subject  forward,  for  undoubtedly 
it  is  one  of  great  interest  to  agricul- 
turists and  to  consumers  of  meat 
generally,  as  well  as  to  cx)nsumers  of 
milk,  especially  in  the  present  unfor- 
tunate condition  of  agriculture,  which  com- 
pels farmers  to  give  up  growing  com, 
and  to  turn  their  attention  to  the  breed- 
ing and  fattening  of  stock.  At  the  same 
time  I  think  it  would  be  almost  impos- 
sible to  schedule  this  disease  in  the 
manner  in  which  pleuro-pneumonia  and" 
foot  and  mouth  disease  are  scheduled. 
The  very  characteristics  of  the  disease 
show  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
Department  to  deal  with  it  in  that  way, 
and  we  could  not  go  in  for  legislation  to 
stamp  it  out  by  wholesale  slaughter, 
without  calling  upon  the  taxpayers  for  a 
large  sum  of  money  in  order  to  com- 
pensate the  owners  of  the  slaughtered 
cattle. 
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•Mb.  lees  KKOWLES  :  I  did  not  sug- 
gest that  tbe  disease  could  be  so  stamped 
out,  but  I  urged  that  it  might  be  greatly 
reduced. 

Mr.  GBAY  :  My  point  is.  that  it  is  of 
no  use  asking  tbe  taxpayers  for  money 
merely  to  reduce  the  disease  by  killing 
a  hundred  or  so  animals,  when  tens  of 
thousands  are  suffering  from  its  ravages. 
This  is  a  question  on  which  the  Agri- 
cuitural  Department  might  be  asked  to 
get  further  information.  Tbe  Depart- 
ment is  presided  over  by  a  Minister  who 
certainly  knows  the  importance  of  this 
Bnbject,  and  I  trust  that  Professor 
Brown  will  devote  his  attention  and 
scientific  knowledge  to  the  subject. 
Then,  if  it  is  found  it  would  be  reasonable 
to  ask  the  taxpayers  for  money  in  order 
to  stamp  it  out,  we  may  expect  the 
Minister  for  Agriculture  to  take  that 
step. 

(7.10.)  Mr.  mark  J.  STEWART 
(Kirkcudbright) :  Everybody  who  has 
had  anything  to  do  with  cattle- breeding 
must  i^alise  the  importance  of  this  sub- 
ject, and  must  be  aware  that  tbe 
disease  is  of  so  insidious  a  nature  that 
even  the  most  skilful  veterinarians  are 
often  unable  to  detect  its  existence.  But 
the  suggestion  that  inspectors  should  lie 
appointed  to  go  round  to  farm -houses,  in 
order  to  see  if  cattle  are  suffering  fr«3ra 
it>  is  not  one  likely  to  meet  with  favour, 
because  it  would  be  an  act  of  intrusion 
which  would  not  be  tolerated  by  any 
class.  The  persons  best  able  to  ascertain 
the  state  of  health  of  milking  cattle  are 
those  who  attend  to  tltem  ;  they  can 
geuenilly  see  when  the  disease  develops 
itself  in  the  animal's  system.  As  to 
scheduling  the  disease,  I  very  much  ques- 
tion if  any  Gt)vemment  could  induce  the 
country  to  pay  compensation  for  the 
slaughter  of  animals  suffering  from  it,  I 
do  hojje,  however,  that  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  will  do  all  in  its  power  to  get 
further  information  as  to  the  disease,  and 
to  ascertain  the  proper  remedy  to  apply 
to  it.  In  the  district  in  which  I  live,  we 
have  about  1 2,000  milking  cows,  many 
of  which  are  suffering  from  the  disease. 
I  belie^^e  tliat  animals  bred  for  milking 
purposes  are  more  subject  to  tuberculosis 
than  any  other  breeds,  except,  perhaps, 
the  highest  pedigree  shortht^rns,  and 
the  amount  of  compensation  which  would 
be  required  if  you  slaughtered  all 
animals  affected  would  be  enormous.      I 


think  the  proper  plan  of  trying  to  re  pre  88 
the   disease  won  Id   be    to    adopt    more 
stringent     measures    and     methods 
watching  at  the  abattoirs  wliere  cattli 
are  slaughtered,  and  preventing  the 
of  such  cattle  in  public  market.      Mud 
good  might  thus  be  done,  for  the  farmi 
would   cease  to  exhibit  for  sale  infected 
cattle.     The  Board  of  Agriculture  ought 
from  an   Imperial  point  of  view,  to  tab 
up  this  question  ;  but  they  would  not 
think  1)6  justified  in  attempting  to   di 
with     it    on    the  scientific  informatio] 
which    we   at   present   possess.       Man: 
farmers  do  not   know  the  signs  of  tl 
diseases,  and   it   is  only  quite   recently 
that  the  public  knew  anything  about  its 
existence. 

(7.15.)    Mr.   CHAPLIN:   There  can 
be  no  doubt  in  the  mtnds  of  those  who 
have   listened   to  this  debate  a«  to  the 
importance  of  the  question  raised  by  mj 
hon.  Friend,  and,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  can  assure  hira  that  upon  this,  as  upon 
other  questions,  I  shall  be  only  too  gl 
to   lend  him  and  the    Hoase    whatevi 
assistance  may  be  in  my  power,  as  Pi*e 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  in  orde; 
to  arrive  at  some  solution  of  this  proble 
But  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  find  myseJ 
confronted  with  a  great  difficulty  in 
nection  with  this  subject.     I  understand 
perfectly    well    that    my    hon.    PrienSj 
desires — as  indeed  we   all  wish — to  get 
rid  of  this  disease  altogether,  once  and  for 
all,  but  I  do  not  understand  so  clearly 
what  are  the  means  which  in  his  opinio] 
we  ought  to  adopt  in  order  to  accomplish 
this  purpose.     The    second  difficulty    in 
which  I  find  myself  placed  is  this :  that 
even    if   I  did    understand    the    means 
which    he    thinks   we   should    adopt    in 
order  to  get  rid  of  the  disense,  I  doubt 
the  power  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
to  carry  them  out.     The  hon.  Gentleni 
himself  pointed  out — and  the  House  wi 
do  well  to  bear  this  in  mind— that  thii 
dijiense  is  not  by  any  means  limited 
cattle  alone.     He  referred  to  the  Repo 
of  the    Defm-rtmental  Committee  whid 
sat  upon  this  question  last  year,  and  it 
will  of  course  be  my  duty  to  consider  that 
Re|K)rt.     The  first  thing  1    find  in   that 
Report   is    that   tulierculosis    does    not 
attack  domesticated  animals  equally,  and 
those  liable  to  it  are  given  in  order 
proportion  in  the  Report.  The  first  anim; 
and  the  one  most  liablo  to  the  diseasi 
is  man.     Then  come  miich  cows,  goat 
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sheep,  and  horses,  &c.  The  Honse  will 
xjonsequently  see  that  the  matter  is  not 
one  the  supervision  of  which  should  be 
limited  to  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
ablone.  If  I  may  trouble  the  House  with 
details,  I  would  ask  them  to  follow  me  in 
reading  Section  56  of  the  Report  before 
referr^  to — the  section  which  deals  with 
the  frequency  and  proportionate  occur- 
rence of  the  diseases  among  men  and 
animals.  '  The  section  points  out  that 
14  per  cent  of  the  deaths  among  human 
beings  are  attributed  to  the  disease,  and 
that  in  some  places  the  rate  is  as  high  as 
17'5  per  cent.  The  Report  goes  on  to 
point  out  that  cows  are  much  more  liable 
to  the  disease  than  any  other  animals, 
and  I  find  that  in  Dublin,  where 
there  is  an  enormous  number  of 
dairy  cows  among  which  the  disdade  is 
specially  prevalent,  the  percentage  of 
infected  animals  slaughtered  was  4*9,  as 
oompared  with  a  rate  of  14  or  15  per 
cent,  of  fatal  cases  among  human  beings. 
In  Great  Britain  the  percentage  varies 
considerably,  for  it  ranges  from  3*5  per 
cent,  to  37*5  per  cent. ;  and  in  Germany  it 
ranges  from  1  '5  per  cent,  to  20  per  cent, 
according  to  the  districts  in  which  it 
prevails.  I  am  therefore  bound  to  say, 
with  every  desire  to  arrive  at  a  solution 
of  the  question,  and  fully  recognising  as 
I  do  its  importance,  that,  in  view  of  the 
greater  mortality  among  men  than  among 
animals,  and  in  view  of  the  great 
difference  of  opinion  which  to  my 
knowledge  prevails  among  scientists  and 
experts,  1  regard  the  question  as  one 
rather  for  further  consideration  on  the 
part  of  scientists  than  for  immediate 
action  on  the  part  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture.  The  hon.  Member 
gave  us  an  account — and,  as  far  as  I 
know,  an  accurate  account — of  the  causes 
which  lead  up  to  this  disease,  and  of  the 
manner  in  which  it  is  communicated 
from  animal  to  animal ;  and  he  said  that 
experiments  which  had  been  made  had 
driven  him  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
meat  of  animals  which  had  suffered 
from  tuberculosis  is  dangerous  for  human 
consumption. 

*Mb.  LmS  KNOWLES:  I  said  that, 
unless  *  it  was  thoroughly  well  cooked,  it 
would  be  dangerous. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  And  that  is  precisely 
one  of  the  points  on  which  I  do  not  feel 
bound  to  pass  an  opinion,  as  it  does  not 
come  within  the  special  province  of  the 


Minister  for  Agriculture  to  undertake 
researches  of  that  kind .  No  doubt,  when 
that  point  has  been  authoritatively 
settled,  it  will  be  proper  for  me  to  take 
the  matter  into  my  consideration.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  went  on  to  describe  the 
remedies  which  he  desired  us  to  adopt. 
1  understood' him  to  say  we  might  hope 
to  secure  the  ultimate  disappearance  of 
this  disease  if  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
would  only  fulfil  what  he  regards  as  a 
duty  incumbent  on  it,  and  schedule  it 
among  the  contagious  diseases  under  the 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act.  But 
I  should  hesitate  to  put  such  an  Order  in 
force.  In  the  first  place,  I  am  afraid  I 
should  be  raising  hopes  which  would  be 
doomed  to  disappointment ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  I  do  not  believe  it  would 
improve  the  position  of  those  in  whose 
interests  we  are  speaking — the  con- 
stituencies which  are  largely  interested 
in  the  cattle  trade.  I  am  exceedingly 
doubtful  as  to  what  would  be  the  efEect 
of  such  an  Order,  and  I  feel  confident  it 
is  absolutely  hopeless  to  attempt 
to  g^t  rid  of  the  disease  altogether. 
In  the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia, 
and  foot  and  mouth  disease,  we  have 
passed  certain  Orders  having  that  object 
in  view,  and  in  the  course  of  the  next 
few  days  I  hope  to  ask  the  House  to 
sanction  legislation  with  regard  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia, by  which  I  hope  we  may 
eventually  extirpate  the  disease  in  ihiB 
country.  But  it  is  not  possible  to  do  that 
in  the  case  of  this  disease,  which  differs 
from  others  in  that  it  can  be  communi- 
cated from  men  to  animals.  Under  these 
circumstances,  how  can  we  possibly  hope 
to  extirpate  tuburculosis  by  adopting 
measures  of  universal  slaughter  such  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  describes,  unless  we 
are  animated  by  such  blood-thirsty  in- 
tentions as  I  rather  gather  must  have 
baen  in  the  minds  of  the  Depart- 
mental Committee  when  they  made 
their  recommendation.  I,  for  uiie,  could 
not  dream  for  a  moment  of  attempt- 
ing to  undertake  the  extirpation  of  the 
d.sjase,  which  could  only  be  accom- 
plished by  a  universal  slaughter  of  human 
beings  as  well  as  of  animals.  The  hon. 
Member  has  pressed  upon  rae  reasons 
why  I  should  receive  a  deputation  on  this 
question.  I  have  already  had  various 
c  omriunications  upon  this  subject,  and 
not.  very  long  ago  a  letter  was  forwarded 
to  me  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield, 
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to  the  effect  that  the  Sheftield  Butchers* 
ABStM^iation  were  exceedingly  anxious  that 
I  shoatd  receive  a  dej^mtation  from  their 
body,  in  order  that  they  might  submit  to 
me  the  main  objects  they  have  in  view. 
First,  they  wanted  a  definition  as  to 
whether  tuberculous  meat  was  wholly 
or  partially  unfit  for  food ;  and,  if  partially 
BO,  at  what  stage  of  the  disease  did  it 
become  unfit.  But  that  is  a  question  of 
public  health,  and  does  not  come  within 
the  province  of  my  Department.  Then 
they  wanted  t-o  have  such  meat  con- 
demned by  being  scheduled  under  the 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act ;  and 
thirdly,  they  wanted  a  uniform  system 
of  inspectiouof  meat.  I  replied,  pointing 
out  that  the  first  and  final  points  were 
not  matters  upon  which  it  was  the  pro- 
vince of  my  Department  to  pronounce  an 
opinion  ;  and  I  further  ailded  that  when 
these  points  liad  been  decided  notliijig 
would  give  me  greater  pleasure  than  to 
receive  a  deputation,  and  to  do  every- 
thing in  my  power,  and  in  the  power  of 
my  Department,  to  arrive  at  a  solution  of 
the  difficulty.  Of  course,  it  would  be 
possible  for  me  to  pass  an  Order  such  as 
is  desired  by  the  hou.  Member,  but  I  am 
afraid  it  would  do  very  little  to  assist 
the  people  in  whose  interest  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  brought  this  matter  for- 
ward. I  am  very  sorry  to  be  unable  to 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  in  n  more  hope- 
ful manner,  and  that  I  have  not  been  able 
Ui  meet  his  views  more  fully»  but  I  hope 
I  have  said  enough  to  explain  to  tlio 
House  that  the  question  is  at  the  present 
time  full  of  difficulty,  and  that  it  haa  not 
ai'rived  at  a  stage  at  which  it  is  possible 
for  me,  as  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  to  tike  action.  We  want 
fuller  scientific  knowledge  in  regard  to 
:t,  and  I  can  assure  the  House  that  I  will 
not  lose  any  opportunity  of  endeavour- 
ing to  obtain  that  further  information. 
No  effort  shall  be  wantiog  on  my  part,  or 
on  the  part  of  my  Department,  to  arrive 
at  a  satisfactory  and,  I  hope,  permanent 
solution  of  the  question. 

♦(7,30.)^  Sib  LYON  PLAYFAIR 
(Leeds,  South):  I  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Geatlenmn  that  the  time  litis  scarcely 
arrived  whcQ  animals  affltoted  with 
tuberculosis  should  be  scheduled  in  the 
same  way  as  other  diseased  animals 
are,  but  1  am  not  satisfied  with  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  President  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Department  has  spoken  on  the 
Mr,  Chajdin 


question,  because  lie  will  recollect  that, 
when  the  proposal  was  made  last  year 
to  create  a  Minister  liaving  charge  of 
agricultural  affairs,  I  pointed  out  that  the 
appointment  of  an  ordinary  adminis- 
trative Department  would  have  little  or 
no  effect  on  the  country.  1  showetl  that 
in  other  countries,  and  especially  in 
America,  scientific  men  and  ex^xjrts  were 
working  in  the  agricultural  Department^ 
and  1  did  hope  that  my  right  hon*. 
Friend  would  have  to-day  promised  to 
ask  the  Government  to  grant  a  scien- 
tific inqairy  which  would  go  thoroughly 
into  this  question.  My  right  hon* 
Friend  asked  how  he  could  cope  with  the 
disease  when  it  was  possible  for  a  man. 
to  communicate  it  to  the  lower  animala  ? 
That  is  perfectly  true,  so  far  as  experi- 
ments show  that  the  injection  of  tuber-. < 
culous  poison  from  a  man  into  animala 
gives  them  the  disease,  but  he  must  for- 
give me  if  1  remind  him  that  herbivora 
do  not  feed  on  man,  whereas  man  does  live 
upon  herbivom.  Milk  from  animaJa. 
suffering  from  tubercuhjsis  may  be  sup- 
plied to  children,  and  it  is  a  startbng 
fact  that,  when  tuberculosis  prevails^ 
largely  among  animals,  consumjition  i& 
prevalent  among  children  to  an  increasing 
extent.  While  this  question  is  exceed- 
ingly important  in  regard  tiO  cattle,  it  ia 
infinitely  more  important  in  regard  to 
mankind.  The  matter  is  one  which 
ought  to  rec4iive  the  attention  of  the 
Government,  and  the  newly -appointed 
Agricultuml  Department  should  investi- 
gate all  the  details.  I  think  there  ain  be 
no  doubt  that  the  disease  is,  through  meat 
and  milk,  communicable  to  the  human 
race,  and  I  think  there  is  every  reason 
to  beheve  that  tuberculosis  milk  is  largely 
resix>nsible  for  the  spread  of  consumption 
among  children.  I  hope  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  will  represent  to  the 
Government  the  importance  of  having  a 
thorough  inquiry  with  regard  to  the 
spread  of  tuberculosis,  and  as  to  the 
desirabdifey  of  preventing  the  consump* 
tion  of  milk  obtained  from  animals  suffer- 
ing from  tbe  disease, 

♦(7.35.)      Mr.    W.    F,    LAWRENCRi 
(Liverpool,  Abercromby)  :  I  should  like  to 
impress  upon   the  House  that  this  evil  j 
affects  the  public  at  large  and  not  merely  < 
one  class,  and  I  do  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment not  to  neglect  this  subject  simpljf 
because  there  may  be  a  dispute  lx?tweei« 
two  Departments  as  to  whose  duty  it  ifr  < 
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for  milking,   over  the  country 
leding  purposes.     It  seems  to  me 
3    a    matter    of  public  policy    for 
take  steps  to  repress  the  disease  in 
larly  stages ;  and  although  we  may 
able  to  find  an  entire  panacea  or 
ious  remedy  for  the  disease,  yet  it 
ible   to  take  a  step  in  the  right 
,  and  by  consenting  to  receive  a 
putation  from  the  great  trade  interests 
volved  Ministers   might   place    them- 
ielves    in    a    position    to    gain    useful 
information. 

(7.39.)  Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR 
(Leeds,  Central) :  In  addition  to  the 
general  public  two  classes  are  interested 
in  this  question — the  breeders  and  the 
butchers.  My  right  hon.  Friend  has 
already  dealt  with  the  case  of  the 
breeders,  and  I  agree  with  him  that 
when  live  cattle  are  converted  into  dead 
meat  the  matter  passes  into  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Local  Government  Board.  I 
believe  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  has 
already  expressed  his  readiness  to  receive 
a  deputation  on  this  subject ;  and  I  will, 
therefore,  make  an  appeal  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Lwal 
Government  Board  to  receive  a  deputa- 
tion from  the  butchers,  who  are  not  less 
interested  in  the  matter  than  the 
breeders.  Is  there  any  reason  why  the 
two  right  hon.  Gentlemen  should  not 
jointly  receive  the  deputation  ] 

*(7.40.)  The  PRESIDENT  op  the 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
Ritchie,  Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) : 
That  suggestion  will,  I  am  sure,  be  care- 
fully considered  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
and  myself,  and  if  it  is  possible  to  enable 
those  who  are  interested  in  the  matter 
to  lay  their  views  before  the  Government 
it  may  be  desirable  that  we  should 
jointly  receive  the  deputations.  I  do  not 
like  here  to  discuss  the  question  whether 
the  duty  of  dealing  with  this  subject 


belongs  to  one  Department  or  to  another ; 
but  on  a  question  of  such  public  impor* 
tance  I  am  sure  my  right  hon.  Friend  will 
agree  with  me  that  it  is  the  duty  of  every 
Department  of  the  State  to  vender  aU 
the  assistance  it  possibly  can  in  arriving 
at  a  solution  of  the  difficulty.  Hon. 
Members  miay  be  assured  that  the  matter 
shall  receive  our  full  consideration. 

INHABITED  HOUSE  DUTY. 
*(7.42.)  Lord  HENRY  BRUCE  (Wilts, 
Chippenham) :  When  I  last  had  tha 
honour  of  addressing  the  House  on  the 
subject  of  the  Inhabited  House  Duty  I 
regret  to  say  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  not  in  his  place  to  hear 
the  arguments  which  were  used  on  both 
sides  ;  but  in  winding  up  the  discussion 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
said  he  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  be  able,  if  not  now,  at 
any  rate  on  some  future  occasion  to  at 
least  rectify  some  of  the  anomalies  which 
exist.  There  was  a  ray  of  hope  in  those 
words — a  speck  of  blue  sky.  The  history 
of  this  tax — which  does  not  exist  in 
Ireland — has  been  one  of  blundering  and 
plundering.  Its  origin  dates  from  the 
time  of  William  and  Mary,  and  its 
vagaries  are  a  matter  of  history.  It  has 
been  re-cast  several  times  ;  first  by  Lord 
North  in  1778,  during  the  war  of  American 
Independence  ;  again  in  1798  Pitt  com- 
bined the  Window  Tax  and  this  tax  into 
one;  then  again  in  1802,  on  the  repeal  of 
the  Income  Tax  after  the  Peace  of 
Amiens,  the  rates  were  doubled  by 
Addington,  and  the  duties  re-enacted  in  a 
Consolidating  Act  (42  Geo.  III.,  chap. 
34);  in  1806,  after  the  death  of  Pitt,  10 
per  cent  was  added  to  the  tax  by  Lord 
Henry  Petty,  when  he  was  compelled  to 
abandon  his  proposal  for  a  tax  on  pig- 
iron  ;  in  1808,  another  consolidation  wa* 
efEected  by  Spencer  Percival ;  in  1817, 
the  question  was  again  brought  forward 
and  redresses  granted ;  in  1825,  some 
further  important  alterations  were  meide 
by  Robinson,  and  in  the  Reform  Parlia- 
ment of  1832  Lord  Althorp  tried  hia 
hand  at  it,  and  in  1834  finally  repealed 
it.  But,  unfortunately,  17  years  later — 
in  1851 — the  policy  of  1834  was  reversed 
by  Sir  Charles  Wood ;  the  old  rates  were 
discontinued  (which  from  1808  to  1834 
were  on  a  graduated  scale),  and  thej 
were  replaced  by  an  assessment  of  houses 
of  the  annual  value  of  £20  and  upwards. 
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*'  In  this  shape,'*  said  Sir  diaries/'  it;  is  a 
tax  which  is  the  faii-est  and  best  that  can 
be  levied."  How  everyone  loves  his 
own  bantling.  Well,  Sir  ;  only  two  years 
latet*  attention  was  again  dirc^cted  to  the 
tax,  and  in  1853»  1867.  1869,  and  1878, 
redresses  were  granted,  and  I  mny  spy 
that  tbe  tax  has  been  condemned  by  all 
the  leading  statesmen  of  our  a^e.  There 
ia  an  old  saying  that  **  political  memories 
are  short.'*  Now,  the  Chancdlor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  the  year  1871,  brrmghfc  in 
a  Bill  named  the  Hating  and  House  Tax 
Bill,  Clause  1 1  of  which  ran  thus*^^ — 

**  From  aad^  after  a  certaio  date  to  \m  fiied 
by  an  Order  in  Coaricil,  the  Houae  Tax  ebull 
ceasQ  to  bo  pnyable  Ui  ibe  Crown,  but  nhalJ  bo 
levied  bjr  and  be  payable  to  the  Faroe bial  Board 
ia  each  pariah  lo  be  apphed  by  tht*m  iii  ihe 
reduction  of  tbe  Cous  dkl&t^d  Rate.  This 
eiiacttDeot  nhall  apply  to  the  Metropolis  as 
well  aa  to  the  rest  of  England,  and  the  term 
Coapolidated  RaLo  shall  mean  the  Poor  Rate.** 

A  year  or  two  a^o  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  brought  in  hia  propos  il  for  a 
Van  and  Wheel  Tax,  t be  proceed iugs  of 
which  were  to  be  devoted  to  local  \n\v- 
poses  ;  and  I  maintain  that  he  has  now 
an  opportunity  of  showing  his  con- 
sistency by  making  up  the  loss  wliicli 
was  sustained  Ujcally  by  his  failure  to 
carry  that  tax.  I  should  like  t*i  point 
out  a  few  of  the  anomalies  which  exist 
in  connection  with  this  t  ix.  It  is  com- 
plained, in  the  case  of  caretakers  in 
banks,  warehouses,  and  professional 
houses,  that  where  the  caretaker  acts  in 
any  capacity  besides  taking  care  of  the 
premises  the  Inhabit..^d  House  Duty  is 
chai^d.  In  regard  to  this,  in  page  87 
of  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  it  la 
observed — 

**  There  i«  another  c\ns$  of  exemption  a  con* 
oemiDg  which  manj  difhculties  arists  Hous.  8 
which  are  occupied  for  trade  pur|,K>H  «  ouiy» 
and  which  consequently  do  not  fall  within  Lt*e 
limits  of  iho  tax,  are  now  very  uaanlly  plM^ed 
in  the  charge  of  c&retakeia  who  roaide  on  ti»e 
|iremises*  Dues  the  fact  of  such  reaidetn  o 
convert  the  hou^e  intoadwelling^houBG  ?  The 
present  rale  is  that  if  the  caretrtker  is  a 
bond  jids  menial  servant,  and  re^fidva  t,u 
the  premises  »olely  for  the  purpose  of 
lakinisf  charge  of  them,  hia  resideuiMj  dots 
not  render  them  hable  to  duty.  it  is 
not  difficult  to  see  how  easily  thin  exemptron 
roay  be  abused.  The  caret  deer  ia  often  ac- 
companied by  a  wife  and  family,  und  thert» 
hiivo  been  coses  where  attempts  have  betu 
made  to  iutroduce  more  clieUnt  relatives  or 
atrangers.  In  fact,  carutaker^s  have  even  tried 
to  bring  in  servants  of  their  own.  We  do  our 
b^Bt  t  J  ehectc  such  practices,  but  the  points 
Lord  Henry  Mrttrce 
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Of  course,  we  are  qui 
unto  Csesar  the  things  i 
but  imr  contention  is  thnt 
make  his  taxes  intelligible, 
are  culled  upon  to  pay  9cl. 
and  the  reason  given  is  that  the 
places  of  business  in  the  strict 
being  traders.  Again,  although  a 
may  not  in  itself  be  liable  to  House  ] 
the  fact  that  it  has  any  comraunica 
with  one  that  is  liable  renders  thathti 
also  liable  to  the  duty.  In  1878 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellojl 
the  Exchequer  brikught  in  a  Bill  on  tl 
subject,  and  it  was  incoqiorak^d  in  tl 
Customs  and  Inland  llevenue  Bill, ' 
received  the  Royal  Assent  on  the  27t 
May,  But  though  the  Bill  passed  inti 
law  it  was  two  years  afterwards  tripped 
up  by  the  action  of  the  Inland  Kevenutl 
Department,  Now,  why  should  lodging' 
house-keepers  have  to  jjay  9d.  in  the 
£1  ?  Why  should  they  not  be  treated 
like  shopkeepers,  and  pay  only  6d.  in  the 
£1  ?  There  is  another  question  I  should 
like  to  ask,  and  it  is  ii  very  important 
one.  We  want  to  abolish  structural 
sevenince  in  tenement  buildings,  which 
are  intended  for  the  working  and  poorer 
classes.  It  is  sdmittcdiy  an  unhealthy 
way  of  living  to  be  cum  pel  led  to  live  in 
rooms  communicating,  and  when  it  is 
possible  to  liave  the  advantage  of  separate 
rooms  it  should  Ije  secured,  but  the  im* 
position  of  this  tax  prevents  that  advan- 
tage being  secured.  I  contend,  further, 
that  collectors  of  Qu^^en^a  taxes  should 
be  paid  by  salary  and  not  by  poundage, 
for  we  know  full  well  that  the  presenl' 
system  leads  to  increasing  assessment 
1  know  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  Lo 
Commissioners  Bgain8t  the  assessment  | 
but  the  ap|>ellant  is  compelled  to  attend 
in  p3r8ou  instead  of  being  allowed 
send  a  solicitor ;  and  if  the  local  appeal 
unsuccessful,  and  he  desires  to  carry  th 
matter  further,  he  is  compelled  to  attend 
personally  at  Somerset  House,  thi: 
involving  a  considerable  loss  of  time 
The  era  me,  therefore,  is  hardly  worth  thfl 
candle.  I  will  take  another  objection 
this  impost.  It  is  a  tax  upon  an  oat«| 
going  instead  of  on  an  incoming,  and 
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think  that  the  House  may  naturally  ask 
why  it  was  ever  re-imposed.  The  answer 
is  that  it  was  renewed  in  order  to  meet 
financial  emergencies  arising,  in  oonneo* 
tion  with  the  Crimean  War.  No  such 
emergency  can  now  be  pleaded  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  for.  the 
revenue  is  not  falling,  and  there  is  no 
difficulty  in  making  both  ends  meet.  I 
think  I  have  shown  the  House  the 
injustice  of  the  tax  :  I  condemn  it  on  the 
ground  that  it  is  arbitrary,  capricious, 
and  unjust,  and  it  seems  to  me  to  be 
levied  on  the  principle  that 

•*  They  should  take  who  have  the  power. 
And  they  should  keep  who  can,"  \ 

Faulty  in  principle  and  injurious  in 
conception  it  is  opposed  to  all  .the  rudi- 
ments of  political  economy  and  detri- 
mental to  the  best  interests  of  this 
country.  I  hope  to  see  the  day  when 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer-  .^H 
pluck  up  his  courage  and  put  an  end*  to 
the  tax. 

♦(7.57.)  MR.W.SIDEBOTrOM(Derby. 
shire,  High  Peak)  :  I  do  not  often  trouble 
the  House,  and  I  do .  not  wish  now  to 
occupy  much  of  its  time  or  to  prevent  it; 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply,  but  I 
have  an  excellent  excuse  for  rising  on 
this  occasion,  which  is  that  the  subject 
of  the  Inhabited  House  Duty  is  one 
in  which  a  part  of  the  constituency 
which  1  have  the  honour  to  represent 
takes  a  very  deep  interest,  and  as  I  so  sel- 
dom trespass  upon  the  time  of  the  House 
I  hope  I  may  claim  a  little  indulgence 
when  I  think  it  my  duty,  in  the  interests 
of  my  constituents,  to  say  a  few  words 
on  behalf  of  some  of  them.  I  do  not 
wish  to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of  the 
whole  of  the  subject  which  has  been 
opened  by  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just 
sat  down,  but  simply  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  case  of  one 
class  of  persons  mentioned  in  the  Motion 
who  consider — and,  I  think,  justly  so  con- 
sider— that  they  are  grievously  injured 
by  the  Inhabited  House  Duty  as  at 
present  enforced.  I  mean  the  persons 
who  are  lodging-house  keepers,  and  are 
•  called  upon  to  pay  duty  at  the  rate  of 
9d.  in  the  £1.  No  one,  I  think,  will  dis- 
pute that  lodging-houses  are  used  as 
business  premises,  and,  in  fact,  that  they 
are  as  much  business  premises  as  shops 
and  warehouses  in  very  many  cases,  and 
the  keepers  of  these  houses  cannot  under- 
stand why  they  should  pay  duty  at  the 


rate  of  9d.,  while  shopkeepers  only  pay 
at  the  rate  of  6d.  in  the  £1.  I  may  ho 
told  that  an  alteration  of  this  tax  would 
cause  a  heavy  loss  to  the  revenue  of  the 
country,  but  we  are  all  expecting  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  have  this  year 
a  large  -surplus  to  dispose  of,  and 
I  think  he  cannot  better  employ 
a  small  portion  of  that  surplus  than 
by  relieving  i^ese  people  from  the 
injustice  of  which  they.complain.  Again, 
I  may  be  told  that  if  lodging-house 
keepers  were  put  on  the  same  footing 
as  shopkeepers  in  regard  to  this  tax  that 
there  would  be  considerable  difficulty 
in  ascertaining  which  were  bond  fids 
lodging-houses.  But  I  do  not  think  that 
this  is  in  any  way  a  sufficient  answer  to 
the  case,  and  I  submit  that  it  is  not  right 
to  subject  these  people — many  of  whom 
have  to  struggle  for  a  bare  existence— rto 
this  injustice,  simply  because  the  remedy- 
ing of  that  injustice  would  lead  to  the 
creation  of  this  small  difficulty.  I  hope 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
last  year  received  a  large  deputation  on 
this  subject,  will  be  able  to  devise  some 
means  of  determining  who  are  bon4.  fide 
lodging-house  keepers ;  and  I  should 
like  to  remind  him  that,  speaking 
generally,  lodging-house .  keepers  are  an 
industrious  hard-working  class,  who  are 
very  often  in  poor  circumstances,  and 
who  consider  that  theyaie  very  unfairly 
treated  with  respect  to  this  tax.  I  will 
conclude  my  remarks  by  thanking  the 
House  for  the  patience  with  which  it  has 
listened  to  me,  and  by  expressing  a  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
able  to  see  his  way  to  remove  the  in- 
justice of  which  I  venture  to  complain. 

(8.0.)  Colonel  LAURIE  (Bath):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  support  the  view  which  has 
juat  been  expressed  to  the  House  by  the 
hon.  Member.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  perfectly  familiar  with  the 
grievance  of  lodging-house  keepers,  and 
he  knows  very  well  that  in  the  con- 
stituency which  I  represent  a  great 
portion  of  the  inhabitants  earn  their 
livelihood  by  letting  lodgings.  They 
find  that  large  hotels  and  lodging- 
houses  on  a  larger  scale  only  pay  6d.  in 
the  £1,  while  tliey  are  compelled  to  pay 
at  the  rate  of  9d.  I  know  there  are 
some  practical  difficulties  with  reference 
to  this  question,  but  it  has  been 
suggested    that    by    some     system     of 
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Tegiatraiion  it  would  be  very  easy  indeed 
to  get  rid  of  these  diflBculties,  and  to  be 
able  to  assess  those  who  earn  their  liveli- 
bood  bj  letting  lodgings  on  the  lower 
scale  on  which  are  placed  those  who  are 
really  carrying  on  a  very  large  scale,  I 
think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  concur  that  the  class  to  whom  I 
refer  sufTer  from  a  real  grievance,  and  I 
hope  it  is  a  grievance  he  may  be  able  to 
remedy. 

*(8.2.)  SiK  W.  GUYEK  HUNTER 
(Central  Hackney)  :  Sir,  last  year  I  had 
the  pleiisnre  and  honour  of  stiying  a  few 
words  on  this  subject,  and  it  is  un* 
necessary  to  detain  the  House  for  any 
lengthened  period  after  what  has  fallen 
from  my  hon.  Friend,  to  whose  observa- 
tions I  have  little  or  nothing  to  add. 
Last  Session  I  referred  to  a  deputation 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
188Dj  and  I  tnist  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  depart  from  the  proniise 
which  he  then  made.  Since  last  year 
the  objections  to  this  tax  have  become  far 
wider,  and  many  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  have  taken  up 
the  question  with  exceeding  warmth, 
and  I  trust  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer may  see  his  way  to  getting  rid 
of  this  unjust  piece  of  taxation.  Although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  not  be 
able  to  do  so  before  the  Budget,  yet 
afterwards  I  trust  he  may  see  some  way 
of  repealing  a  tax  which  is  unjust  in  its 
incidence,  and  causes  much  hardship. 

•(8,5,)  Mr.  S.  smith  (Flintshire): 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  happen  to  represent  a 
constituency  in  which  there  is  a  large 
number  of  lodging-house  keepers,  I  am 
quite  aware  of  the  extreme  difficulty  of 
making  exemptions  to  a  tax  of  this  kind, 
and  of  drawing  a  line  between  those  who 
are  properly  lodging-house  keepers  and 
those  who  are  not.  But  the  lodging- 
house  keepers  are  really  a  poor  and 
struggling  class,  consisting  mostly  of 
widows,  and  if  anything  could  be  devised 
whereby  the  tax  would  bear  more 
leniently  upon  them,  I  believe  it  would 
be  very  acceptable  to  a  large  section  of 
the  coramunitv- 

(8.6)  Mr,  CURZON:  Mr,  Speaker,  I 
desire  to  appeal  on  behalf  of  the  lodging- 
house  keepers,  who  are  engaged  in  a 
cognate  Une  of  business,  though  on  a 
very  much  smaller  scale,  with  shop- 
keepers and  the  tenants  of  hotels.  The 
difEerence  is  one  of  degree,  the  hotel 
Colonel  Laurie 


being  a  large  lodging-house,  and  the  lodg- 
ing-house being  a  small  hotel.   The  Chan-  ' 
eel  lor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  reply  to  the 
deputation,  rather  more  than  a  year  ago, 
raised  certain  objections  to  our  proposal. 
He  asked  us  if  our  appeal  was  made  only 
for   lodging-house   keepers   at   watering 
places,   or  for  lodging-house  keepers  in 
ge  ne  ral .  Of  con  rse  I  only  speak  for  the  \  od  g- 
ing-house  keepers  of  watering  places,  with 
whose  case  I  am  familiar.     1  do  not  ask> 
however,  that  they  should  be  exception  ally 
treated,  and  hon.  Members  for  other  con- 
stituencies  can   state    the   case    of    the 
lodging-house  keepers  whom  they  res^jcc- 
tively  represent.     The  Chancellor  of  thoJ 
Exchequer  also  asked   us  whether  thdl 
tax  is  not  paid   by  those  who  rent,  an^  ^ 
not    by    those    who    let    the    lodgingSL 
I    believe    that    this    is   not   the   case. 
I   believe  that   the   tax   in   its   present- 
incidence    presses     hardly    upon    those f 
who    take    in    lodgers.     Their    margin 
of  pi^jtit  is  very  small^  and  the  source  ' 
income  is  a  precarious  one,  being  largely ' 
dcpL^ndent    upon   the   character   nf    the 
season  and   the   number  of  tourists.     I 
think   the   case   is    one    deservinp;    the 
attention    of     the     Chancellor    of     the^ 
Exchequer,    and  as  we  know    that   thai 
circumstances  are  such  that  he  is  perhaps  j 
more  able  to  comply  w  ith  our  demand  om  j 
this  than  he  will  be  on  future  occasional  J 
I  think  he  may  be  asked  to  treat  this^ 
appeal  generously. 

(8.11.)      Sm    HENRY    FLETCHER 
(Lewes)  :  1   also   represent  a  watering* 
place  in  the  County  of  Sussex,    wherej 
lodging-house    keepers   are    very    mucii 
dependent    for    their   subsistence    upon 
visitors,  and  I  do  trust  the  Chancellor  of  _ 
the  Exchequer  w^ill  listen  to  the  arga-i 
munts      which     have     been      adduced^! 
because   they    are    very   material   ones 
indeed. 

•(8.1  L)  Mr.  JOHN  KELLY:  Mt, 
Speaker,  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words 
on  a  different  p<:»int.  The  exemption 
in  this  tax  is  in  favour  of  houses 
a  less  value  than  X20  per  year,  Whii 
that  exemption  is,  no  doubt,  of  ver 
great  benefit  in  the  country^  it  is  of 
sort  t>f  benefit  in  the  large  towns,  wher 
separate  houses  under  the  value  of  £20  aral 
almost  unknown.  But  there  is  a  class  of 
houso  (for  such  they  really  are)  whici 
ought  to  b«  looked  ujx>n  tis  of  under  thi 
value  of  £20 — the  tenement  dwelling 
I  do  not  refer  to  such  as  the  Peal 
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buildings,  which  do  not  pay  the  Inhabited 
House    Duty.      I    wish    to   say   nothing 
against  those  who  arc  provnding  the  indus- 
trial blocks  for  our  poor  ;  but  I  am  bound 
to   point  out  that  these  dwellings  have 
great  drawbacks  as  compared  with  houses 
built  in  tenements,  for  the  poor  who  use 
them  liave  mostly  either  to  mount  up 
great  distances,  or  to  live  in  rooms  from 
which  the  sunlight  is  wholly  shut  out. 
I    think    the    question    of    tenemented 
houses  one  of  vast  importance  to  the  com- 
munity.    My  appeal   is  strictly  limited 
to  tenemented     houses     built    as   such, 
which   unforhmately  cannot  be  said  to 
have  **strttctural  severance."  These  words 
have  led  to  much  difficulty  and  injustice, 
and  I  should  indeed  be   sorry  to  see  any 
favour  of  any  kind  shown  io  the  owners 
of  converted   houses,    which   are    really 
nothing  but  "  rookeries.'*    What  is  asked 
for  is  no  great  slice  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  surplus,     I  believe  if  he 
freed  these  tenemented  houses  from  the 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  it  would  only  be 
a  question  of  some  £200,000  in  alh     I 
should  like  to  point  out  to  him  thnt  those 
who  t^ike  the  same  view  as  I  do  of  this 
matter  of  tenemented  houses  feel  deeply 
grateful  to  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  for 
the  kind   way  in  which  he   received  the 
deputrition,  and  for  the  very  great  trouble 
which  he  allowed  his  Secretary  to  take 
in  this  mattsr,     I  appeal  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  with  some  considerable 
hope,   for  if    the  great    question  of  the 
housing  of  the   poor  is    to  be  solved,  I 
believe  this  can  and  should  be  done,  and 
by  offering  facilities  for  the  construction  of 
tenement?d    houses,    and   that,    in    this 
way,  insanitary  districts  could  be  replaced 
by  healthy  dwellings  for  the  poor  without 
casting    any    fresh     pecuniary    burden 
whatever  on  the  ratepayers.    By  freeing 
them  of  the  charge  of  the  Inhabited  House 
Duty,  and  some  reductiou  of  the  rates, 
I  believe  we  should  see  a  great  part  of 
the  worst  streets  of^London  pulled  down, 
and  suitable  tenemented  houses  erected. 
♦(8.16  )    Thk  chancellor  op  the 
EXCHEQUER  ( Mr.  Gosohen,  St  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  the 
general  assumption  that  there  is  to  be  a 
very  large  surplus,  but  I  wish  to  ask  the 
House  that  if  there  are  many  large  de- 
mand ■«    for    iU    expenditure    in    every 
direction,  where  will    the  surjdus   be  ? 
It  is  rather  anticipating  eveiits  to  say  I 
have  a  surplus  at  my  disposal,  ready  to 


meet   all    the    demands    made    upon    it, 
Hon.  Membt?rs  have  put  several  points 
to  me,  but  I  must  labour  under  the  dis- 
advantage in  answering    that  if  I  were 
to  argue  with  any  of  these  hon.  Gentle- 
men they  would   endea%^our   to   extract 
from  me  whether  or  not  I  intended  to 
deal  with   their  points.      On  the  other, 
hand,  if   I   abstain  from   replying,  the 
may     draw     the     opposite     conclusion.^ 
Therefore    I    must,    with    the   greatest 
respect,  not  attempt  to  reply  vrith  argu- 
ment  in  any  waj-.     I  notieo  that  when- 
ever  a   claim    is   made  for  remission  of 
taxation   in   the   case  of   any  jiarticnlar 
class,     that    class  is  always    the    most 
deserving  in  the  whole  community,  and 
has  the  hardest  struggle  for  existence. 
Lodging-house    keepers    are    an   indus- 
trious class,  a    hardworking   class,    and, 
as   a   hon.     Member    has  said,    a   very 
struggling  and  very  deserving  lot.'*   Hon. 
Members  will  see  that  I  have   taken  to 
lieart  the  character  of   the  persons  for 
whom  they  have  pleaded.     I  have  noted 
the  great  8ym]Mithy  which  they  feel  with 
a  most  deservini^  class.     I  am  perfectly 
acquainted  with  the  arguments  of  hon. 
Members,  and  I  am  afraid  that  that  ia  all 
1  can  say  with  regard  to  the  i-elief  of 
the    lodging-house    keepers.     My    noble 
Friend  who  introduced  the  subject  has 
spoken    of    the    poundage    assigned    to 
assessors  and  collectors.     Assessors  are  a 
very  different  class  from  collectors,  be- 
cause assessors  assign  the  amount  of  the 
tax,  but  collectors  only  collect,  ar^d  a  little 
gentle  stimulus  in  their  case   might  be 
of  advantage.     But  it  is  mj  intention  in 
a  few  days  to  place  on   tlie  Table  a  Bill 
of  two  or  three  clauses  dealing  with  this 
question   of   poundage    to  assessors  and 
thtir  clerki.     My   hon.   Friend  who  last 
spoke   dealt  with   the  question  of  tene- 
ment houses,  and  stated  most  fairly  the 
diihculty     with     regard     to     structuiTvl 
severance.     My  hon .  Frie  nd  wi  1 1  probably 
remember  that  the  owners  of  some  of  the 
worst  house  property  have  made  exactly 
the  same  claims.     I  feel  very  strongly 
that  if  the  Government  are  tt)  give  way 
to  the  demands  thus  made  upon  them 
they  will  be  giving  an  eiem]»tion  to  a 
certain  class  of  owners  not  entitled  to 
special  privilege.     The  whole  question  of 
structural  severance  is  one  of  great  diffi- 
culty.    My  hon.  Friend  stated  that  the 
whole    question     meant    £*200,000    for 
London  alone. 
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•Mr.  J,  KELLr :  I  b>g  the  right  hon. 
Gtentleman^s  pardon ,  I  meant  X200,000 
for  the  whole  coantry, 

♦Mr,  GOSCHEN  :  I  thought  the  hon. 
Gentleman  injeant  London »  and  1  do  not 
say  that  the  cost  should  affect  the 
question  of  whether  the  House  Tax 
should  be  put  upon  any  particular  class 
at  houses  adapted  to  the  working 
claases.  Thus  far  I  am  willing  to  go, 
that  I  think  it  would  be  a  very  undesir- 
able thing  to  discourage  the  building  of 
any  particular  class  of  houses  for  the 
working  classes.  Beyond  tliat  I  am 
unable  to  go.  I  must  apologise  to  my 
hen.  friends  that  1  am  unable^  jtist  a 
fortnight  before  the  Budget,  to  enter 
into  the  points  they  have  raised,  though 
I  have  listened  to  the  contentions  and 
arguments  which  have  been  brought  for- 
waurd. 

(8.22.)  Mr.  O.  V.  MORGAN  (Bat- 
tersea)  :  Sir,  in  my  constituency,  during 
the  last  two  or  three  years,  a  large 
number  of  small  double  houses  have 
been  built,  in  which  families  can  live 
separately,  and  have  sepai-ate  entrances 
from  the  ground  floor  to  the  lower  and 
upper  floors.  The  tenements  are  com- 
pletely severed,  and  eiK'h  cousists  of  four 
rooms.  The  two  are  generally  let  at  a 
total  rental  of  X25  a  year,  and  it  would  be 
a  great  boon  to  these  people  if  they 
could  be  relieved  of  the  House  Tax-  I 
hope  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  kindly  take  into  consideration  this 
class  of  small  double  houses,  of  which 
whole  streets  have  been  put  up. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 

not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

•(8.54)  MK.PKOVAND{Glasgow,Black- 
fnars,  &c.)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made  a 
very  sympathetic  address  to  his  Friends 
on  his  own  side,  and  undertook  to  con- 
sider their  arguments,  and  look  into  the 
matter  of  the  incidence  of  the  House 
Tax.  No  doubt  there  are  many  anomalies 
(x>nnect^  with  the  tax,  but  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  going  to  consider 
those  points  brought  under  hts  notice  by 
the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Morion, 
he  should  also  take  into  view  the  incidence 
of  the  tax  generally,  and  see  if  all  other 
people  are  fairly  rated.  Over  a  large 
portion  of  this  country  the  incidence  of 
the  tax  is  most  anomalous  and  unfair. 


For  example,  country  mansions  ar 
rated  very  unfairly.  The  tax  is  based 
upon  the  annual  value,  and  that 
perfectly  reasonable,  or  would  be  if  th^ 
correct  value  were  ascertained.  In  th^ 
caae  of  country  mansions,  however,  the  J 
are  very  seldom  rented.  They 
rai^stly  owned  by  the  occupier,  and  thfl 
question  of  annual  value  is  settled  h 
Local  Overseers  who  are  not  inclined 
fix  the  valuation  of  these  mansions  of  th 
wealthy  as  high  as  it  ought  to  be,  anc 
08  a  result,  we  find  such  places 
Chatswnrtb,  Blenheim,  and  Hamilton! 
Palace,  and  many  other  mansions  of  that] 
kind,  rat«d  at  a  lower  amount  than  ar 
many  ordinary  dwelling  houses  in  out 
cities.  If,  therefore,  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  is  going  to  examine  into  the  anon 
lies  of  the  tax,  he  C4i.nnot  legitimately  cnn^ 
fine  liis  attention  to  the  points  brought 
before  him  by  the  Mover  of  the  Motion. " 
Besides  the  case  of  the  mansions  and| 
castles  of  the  nobihty  he  must  also  con- 
sider the  anomaly  in  the  case  of  tied-] 
houses,  where  the  rate  is  paid  not  by  tl 
occupier  but  by  the  brewer,  who  is  th^^ 
owner,  and  who,  to  have  a  low 
rate,  frequently  makes  the  rent 
much  under  a  fair  lotting  value. 
We  are  entitled  to  ask  that  the  Chan- 
c^»llor  of  the  Exchequer,  when  he  i cornea 
to  review  the  whole  incidence  of  thia 
tax,  will  see  that  rates  are  levied  fairly 
and  impartially  on  all  houses  throughout 
the  country. 


MEDICAL  PROVISION  ON  MERCHANT 

STEAMERS. 
(8.56.)  Dr.  TA^fNEE:  I  wish 
call  attention  to  a  subject  I  ventilated 
in  this  House  some  years  iigo.  In  May, 
1887,  I  framed  an  Ainendment  by  which 
1  called  attention  *'To  the  entirely 
insufficient  medical  requirements  and 
sapervision  on  board  Transatlantic  liners 
for  emigrants  and  steerage  passengers  ;*' 
and  also  invited  ^'  inquiry  into  the  great 
risks  incurred  by  master  mariners  and 
seamen  on  vessels  making  long  voyages 
in  consequence  of  the  farmer  bef 
obliged  to  act  as  physician  and  surgeon 
the  crew  in  addition  to  his  other  duties. 
When  I  brought  this  matter  under  tl 
notice  of  the  House  before,  I  got  a  very 
poor  reply  indeed  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  at  that  time  connected  wii 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  de  Worma)J 
although  the  question  is  a  very  importaiii 
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oii6.  I  speak  on  this  question  as  a  medical 
man,and  as  one  who  has  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  visiting  the  large  ships  by  which 
thousands  of  poor  people  are  conveyed 
from  this  country  to  America.  The 
grievances  of  which  I  complain  have  been 
brought  under  my  notice  again  and  again. 
1  have  seen  these  wants  and  require- 
ments with  my  own  eyes,  and  I  conceive 
that  I  should  not  be  doing  my  duty 
unless  I  endeavoured  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  the  matter.  It 
is  a  sstd  thing  under  any  circumstances 
that  so  many  poor  people  should  be  com- 
pelled to  leave  the  shores  of  the  country  in 
which  they  have  been  born — and  I  allude 
in  particular  to  the  people  who  leave 
Ireland  annually  in  large  numbers.  It  is 
a  great  pity  that  in  consequence  of  the 
want  of  attention  and  consideration  shown 
to  them  by  the  authorities  they  are 
obliged  to  seek  in  another  country  that 
which  is  denied  them  in  their  own  ;  and 
I  think  the  least  we  can  do  when  they 
are  driven  abroad  is  to  endeavour,  to  the 
best  of  our  ability,  to  see  that  the  rules 
and  regulations  of  the  Board  of  Trade  are 
carried  out  in  their  entirety,  for  their 
benefit,  whilst  they  are  on  board  ship. 
The  light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  told  me  that  if  I  would 
bring  forward  any  definite  case  that 
required  investigation  it  would  receive 
the  fullest  inquiry.  Surely  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  as  well  as  I  did  that 
if  the  medical  man  on  board  any  one  of 
these  steamships  brought  forward  any 
of  the  cases  which  I  have  produced 
before  this  House  he  would  immediately 
be  deprived  of  his  employment^  and 
would  not  get  further  employment  on 
one  of  these  liners  for  the  rest  of  his  life. 
It  is,  therefore,  utterly  absurd  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  is  doing  everything  in  its 
power.  We  all  know  that  one  of 
these  large  liners  cannot  clear  the  port 
of  Liverpool  or  Queenstown  without  the 
sanction  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Inspector, 
and  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach)  read  me  a  very 
long  lecture  upon  what  the  Inspectors 
did  in  connection  with  the  inspection  of 
the  ship  before  it  left  the  port.  I  never 
found  fault  with  the  Inspectors  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  Many  of  those  gentle- 
men are  personal  friends  of  mine,  and 
from  many  of  them  I  have  acquired  a 
portion  of  the  information  I  have  given 


to  i^e  House.  What  I  say  is,  that  when 
the  «hip  clears  the  port  all  these  griev- 
ances at  once  crop  up.  You  have  a 
hospital  set  apart  on  board  each  ship  for 
the  accommodation  of  such  people  who 
may  be  taken  ill  in  transit.  It  frequently 
happens  that  no  sooner  has  the  ship 
cleared  out  of  Queenstown  than  the 
brass  plate  is  unscrewed  from  the  door 
of  the  hospital  and  it  is  turned  into 
accommodation  for  first  and  second  class 
passengers.  This,  of  course,  is  contraiy 
to  the  rules  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
were  such  a  case  to  be  brought  under  the 
attention  of  the  Board  of  Trade  the 
Board  would  be  able  to  inflict  proper 
punishment  on  the  people  who  behave  in 
this  way.  But  who  is  to  report  it  P  If 
the  doctor  reports  it  he  loses  his  position, 
and  none  of  the  officers  on  board  dare 
report  it  The  medical  man  ought  to  be 
placed  in  such  a  position  as  to  enable 
him  to  deal  with  questions  of  this  sort,  or 
at  any  rate,  to  bring  them  under  the 
attention  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  I  have 
shown  that  in  many  of  the  ships  which 
convey  emigrants  to  America  there  is  np 
such  thing  as  a  permanent  steerage, 
which  means  that  there  are  no  sanitary 
arrangements  for  steerage  passengers. 
This  was  the  case  on  one  ship  which  had 
1,500  people  on  board,  no  loss  than  800 
of  them  being  steerage  passengers.  The 
people  were  battened  down  for  two 
days  in  consequence  of  a  storm  and  at  the 
end  of  that  time  the  condition  of  the 
steerage  accommodation  was  foul  and 
loathsome  beyond  comprehension.  The 
doctor  who  was  on  board  told  me  he 
could  stand  a  great  deal,  but  when  he 
went  down  into  the  steerage 'the  stench 
was  so  bad  that  it  turned  his  stomach, 
and  he  became  violently  sick.  I  have 
also  called  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  want  of  interpreters  on 
board  these  ships.  A  friend  of  mine 
who  has  only  recently  left  these  services 
told  me  that  last  year  on  one  of  the  flhips 
there  were  a  great  many  people  of  dif- 
ferent nationalities,  including  a  number 
of  Norwegians,  and  as  there  were  no  in- 
terpreters, these  people  were  placed 
sometimes  in  a  condition  of  dire  ex- 
tremity through  not  being  able  to  get 
what  they  wanted.  During  the  last 
eight  or  ten  years  I  have  been  on  board 
some  twenty  of  these  large  steamers,  and 
I  have  observed  that  the  hospital  is 
placed  in  thein  wherever  it  will  suit  the 
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registration  it  would  be  very  easy  indeed 
to  get  rid  of  thesu  difficulties,  and  to  be 
able  to  assesfl  those  who  earn  their  liveli- 
hood by  letting  lodgings  on  the  lower 
scale  on  which  are  placed  those  who  are 
really  carrying  on  a  very  large  scale.  1 
think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exoheijner 
will  concur  that  the  class  to  whom  I 
refer  silver  from  a  real  grievance,  and  I 
hope  it  is  a  grievance  ho  may  be  able  to 
remedy. 

♦(8.2/)  Sm  W.  GUYER  HUNTER 
(Centra!  Hackney)  r  Sir,  last  year  I  had 
the  pleasure  and  honoui*  of  saying  a  few 
>vordfi  on  this  subject »  and  it  is  un- 
necessary to  detain  the  House  for  any 
lengthened  period  after  wdiat  lias  fallen 
from  my  hon»  Friend^  to  whose  observa- 
tions I  have  little  or  nothing  to  add. 
Last  Session  I  referred  to  a  deputation 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
1889,  and  I  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  depart  from  the  promise 
which  he  then  made.  Since  last  year 
the  objections  to  this  tax  have  become  far 
wider,  and  many  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  have  taken  up 
the  question  with  exceeding  warmth, 
and  I  trust  the  Chancellor  of  tlie  Ex- 
chequer may  see  his  way  to  getting  rid 
of  this  unjust  piece  of  taxation.  Although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  not  be 
able  to  do  so  before  the  Budget,  yet 
afterwards  I  tnist  he  may  see  some  way 
of  repealing  a  tax  which  is  unjust  in  its 
incidenf^e^  and  causes  much  hardship. 

♦(8.5.)  Mr,  8,  SMrrn  (Flintshire): 
Mr*  Speaker,  I  happen  to  represent  a 
constituency  in  which  there  is  a  large 
number  of  lodging-house  keepers.  I  am 
quite  aware  of  the  extreme  difliculty  of 
making  exemptions  to  a  tax  of  this  kind» 
and  of  drawing  a  line  between  those  who 
are  properly  lodging-house  keepers  and 
those  who  are  not.  But  the  lodging- 
house  keepers  are  really  a,  poor  and 
struggling  class,  consisting  mostly  of 
widows,  and  if  anything  could  be  devised 
whereby  the  tax  would  bear  more 
leniently  upon  them,  I  tielieve  it  would 
be  very  acceptable  to  a  large  section  of 
the  community. 

{S.^)  Mr.  CUTLZON:  Mr.  Speaker,  1 
desire  t-o  appeal  on  behalf  of  the  lodging* 
house  keepers,  who  are  engaged  in  a 
cognate  line  of  business,  though  on  a 
very  much  smaller  scale,  witli  shop- 
keepers and  the  tenants  of  hotels*  The 
difference  is  one  of  degi^e,  the  hotel 
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being  a  large  lodging-house » and  the  lodg* 
ing-house  be  in  o-  a  small  hotel.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  in  reply  to  the 
deputation,  rather  more  than  a  year  ago, 
raised  certain  objectitnis  to  our  proposaL 
He  aaked  us  if  our  appeal  wa.s  made  only 
for   lodging-himsti   keepers   at   watering  | 
places,  or  for  lodging-house  keepers  in  J 
general.  Of  course  lonly  speak  forthe  lodg- 
ing-house keepers  of  watering  places,  "wnth 
whose  case  I  am  familiar.     I  do  not  ask^ 
however, that  they  should  Ixjexceptioivallj 
treated,  and  hon.  Members  for  other  con- 
stituencies can   state    the   case    of    tbe 
lodging-house  keepers  whom  they  respec- 
tively represent.     The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  also  asked   us  whether  the 
tax  is  not  paid  by  those  who  rent,  and 
not   by    those    who    let    the    lodgingsu 
I    believe    that    this    is   not   the  case«J 
I    believe  that   the    tax   in   its   present 
indtdence    presses     liardly    upon    those  ' 
who    take    in    lodge i*s.      Their    margi 
of  profit  is  very  small,  and  the  source  of 
income  is  a  precarious  one,  being  largelj 
dependent    upon    the    character   of    th« 
season   and   the   number  of  tourists.     I' 
think   the   (^ae    is    one    deserving   the 
attention    nf     the     Chancellor    of     ih« 
Exchequer,    and  as  we  know   that    the 
circumstances  are  such  that  he  is  perhapi 
more  able  t<3  comply  with  our  demand  on! 
this  than  he  will  be  on  future  occasion^ 
I  think  he  may  be  asked  to  treat  thia 
appeal  generously. 

(8.11.)  Sib  HE]S"RY  FLETCHER 
(Lewes)  :  1  also  represent  a  watering- 
place  in  the  County  of  Sussex,  w^here 
Wging-house  keepers  are  very  much 
dependent  for  their  subsistence  upon 
visitors,  and  I  do  trust  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  listen  to  the  argu- 
ments which  have  been  adduced^ 
because  they  are  very  material  ones 
indeed. 

♦(8.11.)  Mr.  JOHN  KELLY:  Mr. 
S[x?aker,  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words 
on  a  different  point.  The  exemption 
in  this  ttix  is  in  favour  of  h ousts 
a  less  value  than  £20  per  year.  Whil 
that  exemption  is,  no  doubt,  of  ver 
great  benefit  in  the  country,  it  is  of  nfl 
sort  of  beiietit  in  the  large  towns,  wiieT 
separate  houses  under  the  value  of  £:iO  s 
almost  unknow^n.  But  there  is  a  class  i 
house  (fur  such  they  really  are)  whio 
ought  to  be  looked  upon  as  of  under  i\A 
viUue  of  £2Q — the  tenement  dwelling 
I  do  not  refer  to  such  as  tbe  Peal 
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buildings,  whicli  do  not  pay  the  Inhabited 
House    Daty.      I    wish    to   say    nothing 
against  those  who  are  providing  the  indus- 
trial  blocks  for  our  poor  ;  but  I  atn  bound 
to   pnint  out  that  these  dwellings  have 
great  drawbacks  as  corajtared  with  houses 
built  in  tenements^  for  the  poor  who  use 
them  have   mostly  either  to  mount  up 
great  distances,  or  to  live  in  rooms  from 
Tfkich  the  sunlight  is  wholly  shut  out. 
I    think    the    question    of    tenemented 
bouses  one  of  vast  importance  to  the  com- 
munity.    My  appeal   is  strictly  limited 
to  tenemented    houses    built    as   such, 
which   unfortunately  cannot  be  si  id  to 
have  "structural  severance."  These  %vords 
have  led  to  much  difficulty  and  injustice, 
and  I  should  indeed  be   sorry  to  see  any 
favour  of  any  kind  shown  to  the  owners 
of  converted   houses,    which   are    really 
nothing  but  **  rookeries."    What  is  asked 
for  is  no  great  slice  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  surplus.     I  believe  if  he 
freed  these  tenemented  houses  from  the 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  it  would  only  be 
a  question  of  some  £200,000   in  all     T 
should  like  to  |>oiiit  out  to  him  that  those 
who  tike  the  same  view  as  I  do  of  this 
matter  of  t-enemented  houses  feel  deeply 
grateful  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  kind  way  in  which   he   received  the 
deputation,  and  for  the  very  great  trouble 
which  he  allowed  kis  Secretary  to  take 
in  this  matter.     I  appeal  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  with  some  considerable 
hope,   for  if    the  great   question  of  the 
housing  of  the  poor  is    to  be  solved,  I 
believe   this  can  and  should  bo  done,  and 
by  offering  facilities  for  the  construction  of 
tenemented   liouses,   and    that,    in    this 
way,  insanitary  districts  could  be  replaced 
by  healthy  dwellings  for  the  poor  without 
casting    any     fresh     pecuniary    burden 
whatever  on  the  ratepayers.    By  freoitig 
them  of  the  charge  of  the  Inhabited  House 
Duty^  and  some   reduction  of  the  rates, 
I  believe  we  should  see  a  great  part  of 
the  worst  streets  of^London  pulled  down, 
and  suitable  tenemented  houses  erected* 
♦{8.16  )     The  CHANCELLOR  or  tbe 
EXCHEQUER(Mr.aoscHEN,St,  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  the 
general  assumption  that  there  is  to  be  a 
yery  large  surplus,  but  I  wish  to  ask  the 
House  that  if  there  are  many  large  de- 
mandn    for    iti    expenditure    in    every 
direction,  where  will    the  surjjlus    be  ? 
It  is  rather  anticipating  eveLts  to  say  I 
have  a  surplus  at  my  disposal,  ready  to 


meet  all   the   demands   made   upon   it, 
Hon.  Members  have  put  several  points 
to  me,  but  I  must  labour  under  the  dis- 
advantage in  answering    that  if  I  were 
to  argue  with  any  of  these  lion.  Gentle- 
men they  would    endeavour   to   extract 
from  me  whether  or  not  I  intended  to 
deal  with    their  points.      On  the  other 
hand,  if   I   abstain  from   replying,  they 
may     draw^     the     opjjosite     conclusion. 
Therefore    I    must,    with    the   greatest 
respect,  not  attempt  to  reply  with  argu- 
ment in  any  way.     I  notice  that  w^hen- 
erer   a   claim   is   made  for  remission  of 
taxation   in   the   case  of   any  particular 
class,     that    class  is  always    the    most  J 
deserving  in  the  whole  community,  and'f 
has  the   hardest  struggle  for  existence. 
Lodging-house    keepers    are    an    indus- 
trious class,  a    hardworking   clajis,    and, 
as   a    hoii.     Member    has  siuM,     a   very 
struggling  and  very  deserving  lotv'*    Hon, 
Members  will  see  that   I   have   taken  to 
heart  the  character  of   the  persons  for 
whom  they  have  pleaded.     I  have  noted 
the  great  sympathy  which  they  feel  with 
a  most  deserving  class.     I  am  perfectly 
acquainted  with   the  arguments  of  hon. 
Members,  and  I  am  afraid  that  that  is  all 
I  cnn  say  with  regard  to  the  relief  of 
the    lodging-house   keepers.     My    noble 
Friend  ^vho  introduced  the  subject  has 
spoken    of    the    poundage    assigned    to 
assessors  and  collectors.     Asse«sor8  are  a 
very  different  class  from  collectors,  be- 
cause assessors  assign  the  amount  of  the 
tax,  but  collectors  only  collect,  and  a  little 
gentle  stimulus  in  their  case   might  be 
of  advantage.     But  it  is  my  intention  in 
a  few  days  to  place  on   the  Table  a  Bill 
of  two  or  three  ckuscs  dealing  with  this 
question    of   poundage    to  iisscfsors  and 
thtir  clerki.     My   hon.   Friend  who  last 
.^ipoke   dealt  with   the  question  of  tene- 
ment houses,  and  stated  most  fairly  the 
difficulty     with     regard     to     structural 
se  ve  ranee .     My  h  on ,  Frio  nd  wi  1 1  probably 
remember  tliat  the  owners  of  some  of  the 
worst  house  property  hnve  made  exactly 
the   same  claims.     I  feel  very  strongly 
that  if  the  Government  are  to  give  way 
to  the  demands  thus  made  upon  them 
they  will  be  giving  an  exemption  io  a 
certain  class   of  owners  not  entitled  to 
special  privilege.     The  whole  question  of 
structural  severance  is  one  of  great  diffi- 
culty.    My  hon.  Friend  stated  that  the 
whole    question     meant    JB200,000    for 
London  alone. 
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Qondittoni  wo  shouM  be  obliged  to  meet.  If 
they  come»  I  hope  they  will  be  able  to  bear  it; 
but  if  I  never  should  deo  thpin,  tell  them  I  died 
aa  I  lived,  loving  them  and  my  country." 

These  were  the  last  wi^rds  we  have  liad 
from  John  Daly,  and  I  do  not  think  I  need 
offer  any  apology  for  having  mentioned 
thia,  wkich  was  a  most  affecting  inter- 
view. I  had  not  an  opportunity  of 
repeating  the  vh^it  last  year,  I  would 
do  8L>  no  matter  what  might  be  the  in- 
terpretation placed  upon  ray  action.  I 
feel  strongly  for  the  man,  and  believe 
thoroughly  in  his  innocence.  I  feel  for 
him,  because  he  has  been  subjected  to 
harsh  and  brutal  treatment  under  the 
impression  that  he  is  guilty  of  the 
heinous  offence  of  conspiring  to  blow  up 
public  buildings  with  dynamita.  We 
know  that  in  Engbsh  prisons  dynamite 
and  Fenian  prisoners  are  treated  with 
exceptional  harshness,  liecause  the 
officials  believe  that  popular  feeling  is 
strong  against  such  offenders ;  but  towards 
all  our  fellow-countrymen,  no  matter 
what  may  be  the  charges  against  them, 
we  shall  endeavour  to  do  our  duty, 

*(9.45.)  The  SECRKTARY  of  STATE 
yOR  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr, 
Matthews,  Birmmgham,  E.) :  The  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down,  has 
saggested  to  the  House  that  Irish 
prisoners  such  as  John  Djily  are  subjected 
in  English  prisons  to  treatment  other 
than  the  treatment  other  felony  prisoners 
receive^  but  that  is  absolutely  without 
any  foimdation. 

An  hon,  Memuer  :  I  do  not  believe  it. 
♦Mb.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  1 
•Mb.  MATrHEWS  :  There  is  not  a 
syllable  of  truth  in  the  aliegation.  From 
time  to  time  I  have  carefully  watched 
the  treatment  of  Daly,  my  attention  being 
called  to  his  case  by  the  frequent  com- 
plaints that  he,  like  other  prisoners,  has 
l>een  in  the  habit  of  making  to  the  dc^ctor  : 
and,  upon  the  replies  to  my  minute  in* 
quiries,  I  can  assort  roost  positively  that 
Daly*s  treatment  is  in  no  %vay  different 
to  that  of  any  other  prisoner  undergoing 
penal  servitude .  The  hon.  Member  w^ill 
understand  that  I  naturally  feel  that  I 
Mr.  J.  OVonnor 


had  better  not  say  all  I  know  of  the  caaa 
of  Daly  while   inquiry  is  proceeding — an 
independent  inquiry.     The  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast  said  tliat   charges   had 
been  ctitegorically   made,   but  1    hardly 
krxow  what  these  are  he  refers  to.     Tha 
charges  brought  to  my  notice — I  hava 
not  got  all   the  Papers   here — are   con-_ 
tained  in  a  Green  Pamphlet  which  gives 
a  Report  of  the  first  public  meeting  whet 
this  subject  was  mentioned  and  when 
gre^it   variety  of  charges  was  made,   the 
most  important  being   suggestions   that 
masmuch  as  Daly  had  revised  to  giv©" 
evidence  on  behalf  of  the  Times^  he  had 
been  subjected  since  then  \a>  a  different 
and  harsher  treatment.     That  is  a   most 
serious  charge  ;  and  I  can  assure  the  hon»i 
Member  that  when  it  was  brought  to  inj 
notice,  I  did  not  lose  a  day,  but  instituted 
a  most  full  and   elalx^rate  inquir}% 
result  of  which  is  in  the  Report  I  have 
before  me.     But  this  Report    was   made 
by  the  Director  of  Convict   Prisons   and 
officials  responsible  for  the  treatment  o£ 
Daly  and,  therefore,  wonld  not,  according 
to  the  usual  habit  of  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, of   which    I  do    not   complain,    be 
accepted     as      satisfactory      by      them^ 
Anxious,    therefore,    that    the   chaise 
should  be  fully  met,  and  to  set  at  rest  xi\\ 
doubts  in   the   minds   of  hon.  Memlxjr 
and  to  satisfy  them,  if  possible,  I  directed! 
the    Visitors    of     Chatham    Prison    toj 
make    an   inquiry    in     their  own   waj 
entirely  independent    of  mine.     I  liav 
scrupulously  abstained  from  interfering 
with     this   inquiry,    only  giving    thes 
gentlemen  any  assistance  they  ask  forj 
as,  for  instance,  providing  them  with  the 
services  of  a  chemical  expert.     I  have 
not  hurried  them.     I  have  given    thee 
carte    blanche   as   to   the    method    the^ 
should  follow.     As  the  first  step  in  their 3 
inquiry  they  began  by  hearing  Daly»  andj 
they  have  perfect  liberty  to  call  for  any 
prisoner  and  any  prison  official,  from  th^ 
lowest  warder  t<:»  the  Director  of  Con  vie' 
Prisons.       I  have  not  interfered  with 
attempted    to   control    their   freedom 
inquiry    in    the     east;    and  when   th^ 
inquiry  is  complete  I  will  most  certainly 
the   matter  being   of   such    importanc 
communicate    the    result    to    the    he 
Member   and   the   House.     I    belie%*e 
correct    recoi'd    is    being   kept    of    thi 
evidence  taken.     I  do  not  know  whether 
its  value  and  importance  may  be  such  i 
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to  make  it  a  special  document  to  lay  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  ;  but  it  shall  be 
communicated  to  the  hon.  Member,  and 
a.11  who  are  specially  interested  in  the 
subject. 

Dr.  tanner  :  And  the  nature  of  the 
analysis  ? 

*Mr.  MATTHEWS :  With  that  I  am 
imperfectly  acquainted.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber knows  that,  in  the 'first  instance, 
when  this  unhappy  accident  occurred, 
the  prisoner  was  suffering  from  a  very 
painful  disorder,  I  will  not  call  it  a  com- 
plaint, for  which  a  prescription  was  made 
out,  and  approved  by  more  than  one 
doctor,  for  I  always  take  care  that 
unusual  symptoms  shall  have  outside 
treatment  to  confirm  that  of  the  prison 
doctor,  and  even  grant  the  request  of  a 
prisoner  for  the  attendance  of  a  particular 
medical  man  in  certain  cases.  In  the 
mixture  prescribed  belladonna  was  one 
of  the  ingredients,  and  the  compounder, 
by  some  blunder  or  mistake,  put  in  an 
extra  quantity  beyond  what  was  pre- 
scribed. From  the  mixture  so  com- 
pounded three  doses  were  administered 
before  the  evil  effects  were  observed. 
I  have  a  Rsport  from  Dr.  Gover,  who 
was  sent  to  make  inquiry,  and  he  says, 
after  examining  the  patient,  that  heart 
and  lungs  are  sound,  and  there  are  no 
symptoms  that  the  overdose  of  belladonna 
has  had  any  permanent  effect,  and 
that  he  is  free  from  any  organic  disease. 

Dr.   TANNER:     What  about    heart 
and  brain  ? 

*Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Heart  and  lungs 
are  said  to  be  sound.  The  hon.  Member 
has  the  advantage  of  me  in  medical 
knowledge.  That  is  the  way  the 
accident  arose,  the  belladonna  being 
in  excessive  strength.  I  gather  that  a 
aample  of  the  mixture  was  sent  for 
analysis  to  Dr.  Stevenson  at  Somerset 
House,  and  that  the  Visitors  have  thought 
proper  to  inquire  whether  the  belladonna 
from  which  the  quantity  was  taken  for 
mixing  had  not  itself  become  too  strong 
trough   length  of  time  it  had  been  in 


stock.  I  believe  the  suggestion  had 
been  conveyed  to  the  minds  of  the 
Visitors  that  the  accident  might  be  due 
to  the  store  itself  being  of  undue 
strength,  and  that  would  relieve  the 
compounder  from  the  charge  of  having 
made  a  mistake.  That  is  one  of  the 
additional  analyses  the  Visitors  require  to 
have  made  together  with  the  remains  of 
the  mixture  actually  administered  to 
Daly.  Allusion  has  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  to  the 
visit  of  Pigott.  Questions  upon  this  I 
have  answered  more  than  once,  and  if 
there  is  any  inconsistency  in  what  I  may 
say  now  with  what  I  have  said  before  it 
must  be  attributed  to  fault  of  memory, 
as  I  have  not  my  memoranda  here. 
Upon  some  points  my  memory  is  clear. 
It  is  absolutely  untrue  that  Mr.  Soames 
had  an  interview  at  all.  Pigott  proposed 
to  visit  Daly  as  a  friend,  having  known 
Daly  in  Limerick  in  former  days.  Daly 
was  asked  if  he  preferred  to  see  Pigott 
or — and  here  I  am  not  quite  clear — 
whether  he  would  see  Pigott  or  Mr. 
Jones,  or  at  least  some  distant  relative. 
The  prisoner,  having  the  alternative, 
elected  to  see  Pigott,  and  Pigott  called  as 
a  personal  friend,  without  any  mission 
from  any  other  human  being,  from  Mr. 
Soames  or  anybody  else.  Noofferwasmade 
to  Daly  by  Pigott  as  has  been  suggested. 
The  conversation  that  took  place  was  in 
the  presence  of  the  warder,  the  visit 
was  that  of  an  old  acquaintance,  and  it 
was  unconnected  with  Mr.  Soames  in 
any  way  whatever.  Daly  has  complained 
of  his  treatment,  it  is  true,  and  it  is  not 
to  be  wondered  at  that  convicts  should 
complain  of  the  discipline  to  which  they 
are  necessarily  subjected.  It  was  never 
intended  that  it  should  be  agreeable 
or  other  than  punitive  in  character,  and 
Daly  is  treated  as  other  convicts  are.  I 
repeat  that  since  I  have  been  re- 
sponsible I  have  seen  that  nothing  was 
done  in  Daly's  case  that  was  not  fully 
warranted  by  the  Prison  Rules  and  prison 
discipline ;  and  with  regard  to  his  health, 
unusual  and  special  precautions  have 
been  taken.  He  has  had  doctors  selected 
by  himself.  No  doubt  tw(»  years  ago  he 
had  rather  a  serious  illness. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  Have  you  ever 
received  his  written  complaints  from  the 
Governor  1 
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♦Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  received  written 
complaints  some  two  years  ago.  Daly 
had  an  illness.  He  got  the  idea  into  his 
head  that  he  had  got  cancer  in  the 
stomach,  and  I  sent  down  Dr.  Chirke,  in 
whom  hon.  Memliers  hove  confidence,  to 
see  him,  and  it  turned  out  that  he  was 
SufiEering  from  dyspepsia.  On  every 
occasion  th:!,t  Daly  s  complaints  have  been 
received  I  have  taken  the  utmost  esixe 
that  they  should  bo  investigated.  The 
administration  of  belladonna  was  a  serious 
mistake,  hut  he  whs  at  once  sent  to 
hospital,  and  he  recovered  within  36 
hours  and  was  as  well  as  before. 

Mr.  sexton  :  The  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man   has  not   said  anything  about   th^ 

visit  of  TVmnin<-»Ti  tli.<  Times  agent,  to 
Daly, 

•*Mr.  ALVrillEWS:  Thompson  did 
visit  D»ily  ns  the  representative  of  Mr. 
Soames.  In  answer  to  the  questions  of 
hon.  Members  on  foiiuer  occasions,  I 
gave  every  detail  that  occurred,  I  can- 
not without  the  papers  charge  my 
memory  with  the  details. 

♦Slr  J.  SWINBURNE  (iStiiffordshire, 
Lichfield)  :  Will  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment give  any  o^rapensation  to  this  man» 
who  has  been  accidentally  poisoned  and 
seriously  injured  in  health  through  the 
fault  of  the  prison  officers  ? 

♦Mr,  ]^IA1THEWS:  Every  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  is  incorrect. 
Daly  was  not  poisoned ;  he  wf^s  not 
injured  in  health  ;  he  rapidly  and  com- 
pletely recovered  in  a  few  hours ;  and  it 
is  not  the  intention  of  Her  Mojesty^s 
Government  to  offer  any  compensation. 

Mr.  J.  F.  X  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.)  : 
Sip,  from  my  own  experience,  I  can 
vouch  for  this  feet,  that  it  is  quite  pos- 
sible for  prison  treatment  to  be  made 
more  severe  or  more  mild  without  in- 
fringing the  Prison  Rules.  It  is  entirely 
at  the  will  of  the  prison  officials.  I 
desire  to  express  emphatically  my  entire 
distrust  of  any  report  of  the  prison 
oflicials  with  regard  to  any  case  of  the 
kind.  I  have  a  very  clear  remembrance 
of  the  case  of  0 'Donovan  Rossa,  and  his 
prison  ti^eatment  was  over  and  over 
again  denied  in  this  House,  until  it  ha-d 
finally  to  be  acknowledged  on  investiga- 


tion* I  must  say  that,  after  the  long 
delay  in  getting  a  satisfactory  expliina' 
tion  of  this  case,  I  am  by  no  means  re- 
assured, and  I  am  very  much  inclined 
to  fear  that  Diily's  refusal  to  swear  for 
the  Times  is  now  being  revenged  upon 
him  in  prison. 

Mr.  blank  (Armagh,  S.)  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  firmly  believes  the 
officials  as  against  the  prisoners,  seems  to 
furget  that  this  is  not  the  first  case.    In 
1887  I  went  to  visit  Donnelly  in  Chatham 
Prison,  at  the  request  of  his  father,  who 
is  one  of  my  constituents,  and  who   waa 
too  old  and  poor  to  travel  the  disti 
I  thought  it  a  chaintablo  act  to  c*  i      ,j 
witli  his   request,  and   I   saw   D<>nneil| 
who  siKvke   to  me  under  all  thediificii 
tit  8 described  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  J 
ber  for  Tipperar^\     The  ofiicials  con 
ally    interfered    between   the    prisonel 
and  the  visitors.     If    a    visit   of  twen^ 
minutes  is  to  be  allowed,    I    tliink  th 
convict     should     be     allowed    to 
them    to    the      best    advantage, 
surely   there    should    be    some    distic 
tion   made   in  the   case  of    Members 
this  House  who  visit  prisonera.     Wheni 
visited  Donnelly  I  was  put  in  a  sort    _ 
sentry  box  to  speak  to  him,  while  two  or 
three    warders    sto«:)d    by.      But    whak 
happened  to  this  man  Donnelly  '?    As  far 
as  I  can  understand  Donnelly  was  asked 
to  swear  against  Mr.  Parnell,  and  1  ha^ 
information  that  he  was  poisoned  or  don 
away  with  within  a  few  months  of  luy  visit 
That  is  a  very  serious  state  of  affairs, 
true.   Donnelly  was  a  strong,  stout youui 
man,  and  he   was  invited,  as  Daly  was». 
to  swear  against  Mr.  Pamelh      I  think 
the  invitiition  came  to  him  in  the  month 
of    Angust,   1887,  and  he  was  dead  i| 
October,    1887,  under   these    suspicioTJ 
circumstajices.     I  think  this  interferenc 
of  the  warders  between  A  prisoner  an^ 
his  visitors  should   not  be  tolerated   bj 
the  authorities.     Because  a  man  has  cod 
mitted  a  crime  or  offence  he  ought  nq 
therefore  to  be  outside  human  'symiiathj; 
Recent  investigations  show  that  ptsrsou 
in  high  places  can  stoop  to  crime   tl 
muntion  of  which  would  bo  resented 
these  convicts  to  whom  I  refer.     1  thinl 
Members  oi    Parliament,   when   visitin| 
prisoners,  should  not  be  limited  in  iij 
and  tjpportimity  to  speak  to  them,  uo 
should  the  wai'dera  bo  prtfient,  because  ; 
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the  prisoner  makes  a  complaint,  as  soon 
as  the  visitor  IS  away  that  prisoner  is 
punished.  There  is  constant  flogging  in 
Chatham  and  other  prisons  for  slight 
ofEences.  It  is  natural  that  a  man  should 
attempt  to  escape,  and  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  warders  to  prevent  him,  yet 
if  he  make  that  attempt  some  sleek 
and  well-shaven  visitor  oniers  him  50  or 
100  lashes,  and  these  ara  administered 
with  such  ferocity  that  sometimes  the 
man's  bones  are  left  bare.  Over  and 
over  again  these  floggings  take  place. 
There  is  another  matter  the  Home 
Secretary  should  interfere  with.  Though 
flogging  is  done  away  with  in  the  Army, 
a  prisoner  for  some  trifling  ofEence  may 
be  sent  to  a  military  prison  where  he 
may  be  ordered,  if  I  am  not  astray,  100 
lashes.  The  severity  of  the  flogging  is 
such  that  very  often  a  man*s  feet  are 
surrounded  in  his  own  blood.  You  have 
done  away  with  flogging  in  the  Army, 
and  you  ought  to  do  away  with  flogging 
in  prisons.  Prison  discipline  is  sufii- 
ciently  stringent,  without  the  addition 
of  corporal  punishment.  It  is  a  degrad- 
ing punishment,  and  can  only  be  counten- 
anced by  a  class  of  men  who  do  their 
best  to  bring  us  back  to  the  bad  evil 
times.  I  think  the  Home  Secretary 
should  give  this  matter  careful  considera- 
tion. When  severe  punishments  were 
inflicted  for  trivial  ofEences,  those  offences 
were  much  more  numerous.  The  only 
effect  of  these  severe  punishments  is  to 
increase  the  number  of  offences.  Since  the 
punishment  of  hanging  for  sheep  stealing 
and  other  offences  has  been  abolished,  the 
number  of  those  crimes  has  greatly 
decreased,  and  this  is  a  proof  that  the 
more  just  and  humane  punishment  is 
made,  the  more  reformatory  are  its 
effects. 

(10.16.)  Dr.  TAN"NER  :  May  I  ask 
the  Government  for  an  answer  to  the 
few  observations  I  delivered  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  L.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  In 
the  absence  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  I 
can  only  say  that  I  believe  he  has  under 
his  consideration  the  subject  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Dr.  TANNER  :  When  am  I  likely  to 
get  a  definite  answer  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  That  1  cannot  say. 


Dr.  TANNER  :  Then  I  will  bring  the 
matter  forward  on  the  Estimates. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.)  :  I 
wish  to  ask  for  information  from  the 
Irish  Government  in  reference  to  two 
matters  which  I  mentioned  in  my  speech 
yesterday. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
^cannot  go  into  the  matter  on  the  present 
Motion,  but  will  have  another  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  so.  The  only  question 
before  the  Committee  is  the  Motion  to 
report  Progress. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Is  it  the  intention  of 
the  Committee  not  to  proceed  any  further 
with  business  this  evening,  and  were  you 
only  moved  into  the  Chair  in  order  tbat 
you  might  evacaate  it  ?  Do  the  Govern- 
ment only  want  to  take  this  stage  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  That  is  all. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
House  resumed. 

SUPPLY-REPORT. 

Resolutions  r20th  March]  reported. — 
(See  Page  1261). 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Resolution  2. 

(10.20.)  Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  I  have 
again  to  express  my  regret  that  I  am 
obliged  to  renew  my  references  to 
matters  which  I  brought  forwardiy  ester- 
day.  Last  night  I  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  why  it  was  that  the  sub- 
inspector  and  constable  against  whom  a 
verdict  of  wilful  murder  had  been 
returned  by  a  Coroner^s  jury  in  Tipperary 
had  not  been  put  upon  their  trial,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  informed  me 
that  they  were  to  be  put  upon  their 
trial  at  the  next  Assizes.  I  want  to  know 
upon  what  authority  that  statement  was 
made,  because  it  has  greatly  astonished 
the  people  of  Tipperary,  for  1  hold  in  my 
hand  a  telegram  from  Father  Humphries 
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from  Tipperary,  wtio  sajB,  in  reference 
to  the  verdict  of  the  Coit)ner*s  jury  and 
the  proceedings  before  that  bridy^  that 
the  iTiqiiirj  was  so  irajmrtial  thiit  the 
•*  Packer,"  then  the  Attorney  Geneml 
and  now  Chief  Justice  O'Brien,  did  not 
dare  to  take  the  case  before  even  tlie 
Accouimcidating  Judges  of  the  Court  of 
Qaeen'a  Bench,  but  that  he  got  two 
Itemovables  to  hold  a  sham  trial  and  to 
acquit  the  incriminated  inspector  and 
conskible.  It  is  evident  that  the  Chief 
.Secretary  does  not  know  exactly  what 
has  happened,  and  I  therefore  desire  to 
get  from    some    Member   of    the    Irish 

'  Government  further  information  on  the 
point.  There  is  another  matter,  and  one 
of  perhaps  |nrreater  importance,  in  respect 

'to  which  I  desire  some  explanation.     The 

•Chief  Secretary  last  nighty  m  the  coui-se 
of  his  speech,  referred  in  very  strong 
terms  to  the  alleged  lact  that  stones  had 
]>een  thrown  by  a  mob  in  Tipperary  at  a 
policeman  w^ho  was  attending  the  l^urial 
txf  his  child,  and  he  became  very  indig- 
nant and  powerful  in  the  course  of  his 
remarks  on  this  point.,  hurling  very 
hedkvy  reproaches  at  the  people  of  the 
town  for  such  conduct.  Now,  1  took  the 
opportunity  at  the  time  of  denying  posi- 
tively the  statement  made  by  the  Chief 
Secretary,  and  challenged  its  truth,  I 
asserted  to  the  House  that  the  story  had 
no  fouudation  whatever  in  fact,  and 
demanded  the  authority  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  the  statement.  This  after- 
noon Father  Humphries  has  telegraphed 

-ito  me — 

•*  The  statement  that  a  constable  was  stoned 
Ijy  a  mob  "while  bun  iog  bia  child  has  startled 
the  ppople  here  ;  can  find  oo  one  who  hna  heard 
'  of  it.'' 

JNow,  this  statement  involves  a  serious 
^charge  against  my  constituents  ;  and  on 
their  behalf,  seeing  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  in  his  place,  I  demand  an 
-ejcplanation  and  the  authority  on  which 
the  statement  was  made.  In  the  course 
of  our  remarks,  we  alluded  several  tiroes 
to  the  fact^which  was  not  denied-— that 
the  pohee  had  on  more  than  one  occasion 
in  TippcTary  and  at  Cashel  desecrated 
the  gi'aves  of  the  people,  invaded  the 
burial  grounds,  insulted  the  mourners, 
and  otherwixse  interfered  with  a  ceremony 
80  sacred  to  the  feelings  oi  Irishmen. 
Now,  we  have  Father  Humphries'  denial 
gf  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  accusation, 
Mr.  J.  OVonnor 


and  I  say  that  it  is  important  to  the 
people  of  Tipperaiy  and  to  the   House 
that  some  satisfactor}^  explanation  ehonld  | 
be  given    by  the  Irish  Government  on  1 
the  ma-tter. 

*(  10,30,)    Mb.  P,  J.  O'BRIEN  (Mona^j 
ghan,  N.)  :  1  desire  to  support  the  appeal] 
of  ihe  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  for  a| 
reply   from  the   Government.       In    my«l 
ojjinion,    it   was    the   hon.   Member   fori 
South    Hunts    who   supplied   the   Chief  j 
S t^cret ary  w i  t li  th e  i n formation,  I  w^as  able 
last  night,  from  my  personal  knowledge, 
to  contradict  the  statement  at  the  time 
it  was  made  by  the  Chief  Secretary.    No 
doubt  there  is  some  ilbfeeling  between 
the  people  and  the  police,  but  it  is  not 
the  fault  of  the  people.     We  know  that 
if  the  inhabitants  of  a  village  in  England 
were  |>oHce-ri<iden  like  tliose  in  Tipperary 
are,  they  would  soon  show  their  resent- 
ment, and  w^e  recently  had  experience  in 
Wales    wherd  the  people,   in   connection 
with     the    tithe     agitation,    vigorously 
protested  tigaiust  unfair  use  of  the  police. 
Now,  the  police  in  Tipperary  have  perse- 
cuted a  Mr.   O'Dwyer,   Town   Commis* 
si  oner,   a    man    who    wielded  consider-  \ 
ably  more  influence    in   the  town   than 
is  pcissessed    by    the  Chief  Secretary  in 
the    country,  and   when  Mr,  O^Dwyers 
remains      were      being     conveyed     for 
interment   two  months'  ago,  the  police 
interrupted  the  funeral   procession  with 
rifles     in     their    hands    in    order    that 
they    might    get    first    t«i    the    grave ; 
and  on  the  flags   of  the  fix>t-path  was 
posted   a    placard,    signed    by    Caddell 
and      other      minions      of      the     Chief 
Secretary,  warning  the  y>eople  against  an 
illegal     a'^sembly,    round    which    wer©« 
posted  four  |xdicemen  armed  with  rides 
standing  in  the  w»y  of  the  funeral  pro- 
cession*      Nothing  was  fuHher  from  the 
minds  of   the   people   than  to  make  any 
attack,  but  it  is  evident  that  the  desire  J 
of  Mr,  Caddell  was  to  provoke  a  riot  in 
order    that    he    might     make     another 
Peter  loo.     A  week  after  Mr.  O'Dwyer's 
funeral,  when  his  poor  widow,  acting  on  I 
my  advice,  opened  the  business  premises  | 
a  day    or  two  later,  within   two  hours 
three  ruffians  of  police  served  her  with  a  t 
notice  that  her  licence  would  be  opposed  J 
on  the  ground  presumably  that  she  was  a  i 
Imd  chara<?tL'r,  and  that  her  house  was 
being  improperly  conducted.      Anything 
more     inhuman    or    mean    has    never 
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been  perpetrated  in  any  country, 
and  yet  the  Chief  Secretary  wonders 
that  ill-feeling  exists  between  the  people 
and  the  police.  I  saw  a  very  different 
funeral  in  that  town  a  fortnight  ago. 
Some  men  of  the  Manchester  Regiment 
are  quartered  there,  and  a  private 
recently  died,  and  as  his  remains  were 
being  carried  through  the  streets  an 
evicting  gang  were  engaged  in  turning 
the  people  out  of  their  houses,  and  yet 
the  enormous  crowds  which  were 
assembled  remained  uncovered  while  the 
cortege  was  passing,  and  treated  the 
remains  of  tlus  private  soldier  with  the 
utmost  respect.  That  is  not  all.  After 
serving  Mrs.  O'Dwyer  with  the  notice 
that  her  licence  would  be  opposed,  the 
police  set  about  to  get  a  licence  for  an 
emergency  man — a  gaol  bird.  Of  course 
they  were  successful,  and  now  the  place 
where  that  man  carries  on  business  is 
:filled  with  policemen  all  day  guzzling 
and  gorging  themselves  with  drink.  I 
now  wish  to  refer  to  another  matter. 
There  was  a  certain  warder  employed  at 
TuIIamore  in  a  subordinate  position  at 
the  time  a  suit  of  clothes  was,  despite 
the  efforts  of  the  Government,  supplied 
to  my  hon.  Friend, the  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork.  Of  course,  every  one  in  the 
prison  from  the  Governor  downwards 
was  suspected;  several  warders  were 
removed  to  other  gaols  and  finally  the 
warder  Golding,  to  whose  case  I  parti- 
cularly refer,  was  dismissed.  I  am  in  a 
position  to  say  that  the  man  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  conveying  the 
olothes  to  my  hon.  Friend.  When  the 
inquest  wbs  held  as  to  the  cause  of  the 
death  of  my  friend  John  Mandeville, 
Golding  was  called  and  gave  evidence  as 
to  the  treatment  of  the  deceased  in 
prison.  He  was  at  once  charged  by  the 
Government  with  perjury,  and  was 
sent  for  trial,  being  let  out  on  bail 
and  ordered  to  appear  at  fcho  next 
Assizes.  He  duly  attended,  but  the 
trial  was  put  off,  and  though  he 
subsequently  obtained  employment  in 
England  he  was  compelled  to  attend  at 
two  subsequent  Assizes,  and  even  was 
not  then  placed  before  the  jury,  although 
he  was  perfectly  willing  to  have  the  case 
investigated.  Now,  I  maintain  that  the 
Government  never  intended  to  try  bim  ; 
but  all  that  they  wished  was  to  discredit 
the  evidence  he  gave  at  the  Mandeville 


inquest,  and  that  it  was  also  desired  to 
strike  terror  among  other  prison  officials, 
wbo  fancied  that  they  had  hearts,  and 
did  not  wish  to  see  political  prisoners 
done  to  death.  Now,  I  ask  the  Government 
why  this  charge  of  perjury  was  not 
proceeded  with,  and  I  intend  to  raise 
this  question  until  I  get  a  satisfactory 
reply.  Next,  I  want  to  know  something 
about  the  treatment  of  the  late  doctor  of 
TuUamore  Gaol.  I  knew  Dr.  Ridley 
personally;  he  and  his  f am  ly  were  well- 
known  to  my  family,  and  he  told  me 
that  he  was  being  driven  almost  mad  by 
Dr.  Barr,  who  was  sent  over  from  Liver- 
pool to  spy  upon  his  actions.  It  was  not 
in  his  nature  to  treat  any  one  harshly, 
and  certainly  he  would  not  have  been  a 
worthy  son  of  his  father  had  he  done  so. 
He  was  obb'ged,  in  consequence  of  the 
persecution  to  which  he  was  subjected 
by  Barr,  to  come  over  to  England,  and  in 
ms  absence  his  work  was  done  by  his 
cousin.  Dr.  George  Ridley,  who  had 
taken  his  place  at  other  times  with  the 
consent  of  the  Prison  Authority.  After 
Dr.Ridley^s  death  Mr.  George  Ridley  tilled 
his  post  for  two  months,  and  it  was 
naturally  expected  that  he  would  be 
appointed  to  the  vacant  post,  but  sud- 
denly a  Dublin  Castle  favourite  was  sent 
down  to  fill  it.  That  is  another  instance 
of  the  petty  meanness  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

(10.50.)  Db.  tanner  :  Before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  replies  I  should 
like  to  get  some  assurance  from  him 
on  the  point  I  raised  yesterday  con- 
cerning the  doctor  of  Clonmel  Gaol.  I 
do  not  like  to  speak  adversely  of  any 
member  of  the  medical  profession,  but  I 
submit  that  the  extraordinary  fits  of 
aberration  which  are  characteristic  of 
Dr.  Hewitson  show  him  to  be  entirely 
unfit  for  the  position  he  holds,  and  I 
think  he  might  reasonably  be  removed 
to  another  position  in  which  he  could  do 
less  harm.  I  must  say  that  the  Irish 
prison  authorities  have  strange  ideas  as 
to  how  Irish  Members  of  Parliament 
ought  to  be  treated.  After  my  release 
from  Clonmel  last  autumn  I  had  occasion 
to  visit  a  Roman  Catholic  clergyman 
who  was  confined  in  the  gaol  at  Cork. 
He  was  then  an  untried  prisoner,  but  I 
was  compelled  to  see  him  in  what  is 
known  as  the  Cage,  and  a  warder  was 
placed   between   us,     who    took    every 
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opportunity  of  intermpting  our  con- 
versation in  the  most  msuliing  manner. 
Wlieu  I  asked  the  rev.  gentle  man  if 
kis  sight  was  good,  I  was  told  "You 
must  not  speak  about  sig"ht  ;  that  is  a 
question  for  the  gaol  authorities,"  and 
again,  when  1  asked  if  the  walls  of  his 
csell  were  tinted — knowing,  as  I  did,  from 
personal  experience  the  effect  upon  eye- 
sight of  the  whitewashed  walls^the 
warder  again  interrupted  with  a  like 
observation.  I  went  to  that  interview 
with  the  intenticin  of  not  breaking  the 
rules,  but  this  is  how  I  was  treated  by 
the  warder,  whose  name  has  been  refused 
to  tne,  but  who,  1  am  kild,  is  anOnmge- 
man,  M*ho  shows  his  dislike  of  National- 
iflt  Members  by  thus  agurnivating  and 
insulting  them.  Now,  1  ask  the  Cliief 
Secretary  to  obtain  for  me  the  name  of 
this  man^  in  order  that  in  Gunimittee  of 
Supply  1  may  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Wages  Void  by  the  amount  of  his  salary. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  will  recollect  the  dis- 
graceful way  in  wliich  our  Board  was 
superseded,  and  in  which  the  paid 
minions  of  the  Government  were  put  in 
poesession  of  it.  The  Board  had  been 
well  managed  by  the  elected  Guardians. 
Everybody  in  the  south  of  Ireland 
understjinda  why  it  was  done  away  with. 
It  was  done  away  with  because  we  were 
not  going  to  hj  rough  ridden  over  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (^Ir.  A,  J.  Balfour), 
or  any  of  his  creatures  in  the  country.  1 
speak  us  one  of  the  ex-Guardians  of  the 
'%ion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  about 
two  years  since,  turued  ixjund  to  Ins  Con- 
servative supixjrters  in  Ireland  and 
afiked  them  how  it  was  they  did  nothing 
on  Bi»ards  throughout  the  &juth  uf 
Ireland.  It  was  oidy  fi-om  that  time 
that  the  cr.c  officio  Guardiaus  b.*gan  to  try 
and  prevent  the  free  expression  of 
opinion.  I  may  l»e  told  that  we  were 
breaking  the  rules  of  the  Board,  We 
only  did  what  our  Tory  predecessors  did 
again  and  again,  in  pissing  a  political 
Kesolution.  There  were  no  rules  passed 
by  the  Cork  Board  of  Guardians, 
which  were  binding  on  us.  There  were, 
it  is  true,  a  number  of  printed  rules 
hung  up  at  tho  end  of  the  Board  room, 
but  iniAsmuch  as  tha  Local  Government 
Boai'd  ordained  that  every  freshly  elected 
Board  should  draw  up  rules  for  their  own 
guidance,  and  aa  tliat  was  never  done, 
those  rules  were  practically  not  binding 
Dr,  Tanner 


on  us  as  a  body.     It  may  be  said  that  1 
spoke  strongly  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Scuth  Hunts  (Mr.  Smith-Barry)  ;  I  said 
no  word  that  was  untrue,   I  spoke  the 
whole  truth  and  nothing  but  the  truth. 
At  the  same  time  we  Nationalist  Membem 
of  the  B<jard  had  a  wanton  and  aggressive 
minority  in  front  of  ns — a  minority  whe 
did   everything    they  could   to   fetir  up 
strife   in  the  Bjard  room,  knowing  that 
they  had  the  Government  at  their  baokj 
and  that  the  Guvemment  would   try 
make      oonfusion     worse      confounded, 
What   has    happened    since    has    bom 
out  what  we  said  at  the  time,  natnely-i 
that  it  w»a  the  intention  of  the  Govern 
ment,  not  merely  to  dragoon  the  peopli 
not  merely  to  prevent  us  on  our  publ 
Bc^ards  giving  voice  to    the  opinions 
our  constituents,  but,  through  the 
Govern  me  nt  Board  in  Ireland,  ti»  give 
more    vicious »  a    meaner,    and   a  more 
underhand  stab  at  people  who  sliould  be 
cared  for    by    everj'-body    in   the    com- 
munity.     The   Government    have    beei 
treating  in  a  cruel  manner  people  wh( 
were  suffering  from  poverty,  which  hai 
been  in  great  |>art  created  in  consequenci 
of  the  numbers  of  people  who  have  bee 
driven  from  our  shores*     They  though 
**  Well,  we  will  try  at  any  rat«  to  inilici 
our     vengeance    upon     these     people. 
Many  of  them  have  boen  most  resjject 
able  people  in  days  gone  by,  but,  through^ 
being  deprived  of  their  sons  and  daughters, 
who  have  actually  had  to  Hy  the  ccmntry, 
to  seek  in  other  countries  what  is  denie " 
them  at   home,    have  lieen    plunged   i 
poverty.     Having  naturally  a  great  dia- 
like  to   go    into  the    Union,  they  wei 
granted  small  sums  in  the  way  of  ou 
door  relief.     It  was  in  oider,  if   possible,^ 
U:)  degrade    these   jxior  people  that  thi 
step  was   taken.     However,  the  City  of 
Cork  has  taken  up  tho  challenge.     We 
tind  tliat — rights  centre,  and  left — peopli 
are  not  paying  their  rates.     I  have  m 
paid  mine,  and  1  do  not  intend  to. 
them  have  my  goods  if  they  like.     Thi 
Mayor  of  Cork,   the   High  Sheriff,  and 
all  the  persons  returned  to  responsibli 
positions  by  the  body  of  the  people  ha 
taken  np  the  gage  of  battle,  and  1  thin 
Her  Majesty  s  Government  w^ill  Ix*  rather 
Sony  before    the    end   is  reached.     Tho 
(T<ivernment   are    determined    that    any 
suing  for  r.\tes  should  be  conducted 
as  high-handed  and  illegal  a  way  as 
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sible.  The  other  day,  in  the  CJork  Police 
Court,  a  number  of  these  cases  should 
have  been  dismissed  on  their  merits,  but 
the  magistrates,  instead  of  dismissing 
them,  granted  an  adjournment  in  order 
that  the  Vice  Ouardians  might  mend  their 
hand.  Mr.  Sarsfield,  the  collector,  is  a 
mere  gambler  in  the  City  of  Cork,  and 
might  with  much  greater  propriety 
have  been  appointed  to  a  position  as 
billiard-marker.  This  creature  would  do 
anything  his  masters  bade  him,  and  when 
he  made  a  mistake  he  was  backed  up  by 
Mr.  Gardiner,  RJd.,  at  the  Police  Court, 
and  everything  was  done  to  secure  that 
the  Vice  Guardians  should  be  maintained 
in  their  position.  I  really  think  the 
nght  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
(Mr.  Madden)  ought  to  give  us  an  assurr 
ance  that  he  will  look  into  the  state  of 
things  existing  in  the  City  of  Cork,  and 
notably  into  these  proceedings  at  the 
Police  Court.  In  any  event,  we  hope 
that  before  long  the  present  Government 
will  b9  superseded,  and  that  peace  and 
goodwill  will  prevail  in  Ireland  under 
the  Government  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone). 

*(9.9.)  Sib  J.  SWINBURNE :  I  wish 
to  call  attention  again  to  the  case  of  the 
convict  Daly.  I  do  not  know  of  what  he 
was  convicted,  bat  he  was  visited  whilst  in 
the  convict  prison  by  Mr.  Thompson,  the 
agent  of  the  Times.  He  was  urged  by 
Mr.  Thompson  to  give  evidence  in  favour 
of  the  Times,  and  agaiast,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. He  resisted  the  inducement, 
although  I  am  informed  he  was  ofEered 
a  certificate  of  indemnity,  and  was  told 
that  every  force  would  be  brought  to 
bear  in  favour  of  his  getting  a  free  pardon 
if  he  would  give  the  desired  evidence. 
He  declined  to  do  that,  and  we  find 
that  shortly  afterwards  he  was  partially 
poisoned.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  has  accused  me  of 
inaccuracy  in  saying  the  man  was 
poisoned,  and  I,  therefore,  qualify  that  by 
using  the  word  partially.  But  he  re- 
ceived tliree  separate  doses  of  belladonna 
from  the  prison  attendants,  he  being  hope- 
lessly and  helplessly  in  their  hands,  and 
I  am  afraid  we  cannot  acquit  the  medical 
oflicer  of  having  had  a  hand  in  the  affair. 
One  dose  might  have  been  given  acci- 
dentally, but  here  we  have  tliree  separate 
doses  administered.       If    such  a  thing 


had  occurred  in  Bulgaria,  Siberia,  or  in 
Naples — and  I  remember  the  Neapolitan 
prisons  when  I  was  iv  boy,  as  there  wer^ 
great  cruelties  practised  in  them,  though 
poison  was  never  administered — one 
might  have  understood  it,  but  not  bo 
occurring  in  England.  Three  doses  of 
poison  were  administered,  and  the  Home 
Secretary  would  have  us  believe  that 
the  man*s  health  is  none  the  worse,  nay, 
he  would  persuade  us  that  he  is  all  the 
better  for  it.  Surely  the  Government 
should  consider  the  desirability  and  jus- 
tice of  ameliorating  the  treatment  of 
Daly,  if  not,  indeed,  of  shortening  his 
term  of  imprisonment.  I  do  not  think 
anything  stronger  can  be  alleged  against 
the  Government  as  to  their  treatment  of 
prisoners,  whose  political  views  are  in 
direct  opposition  to  their  own,  than  their 
action  m  this  case.  I  do  not  think  ^ 
case  ever  happened  where  a  convict  waa 
wholly  or  partially  poisoned  without  some 
compensation  or  consideration  being  exr 
tended  to  him.  I  do  not  know.  Sir, 
whether  it  would  be  competent  for  me  to 
move  an  Ameodment  in  reference  to  this 
case,  at  this  stage ;  but  if  it  would  be,  and 
I  could  get  a  seconder,  I  would  move  onew 
•(11.18.)  Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks, 
N.) :  I  hope  we  shall  not  be  allowed  to 
pass  on  to  the  next  Order  without  some 
answer  being  given  to  the  statements 
which  have  come  from  this  side  of  the 
House  reflecting  on  tlie  Irish  Adminis- 
tration. It  seems  that  a  verdict  of 
wilful  murder  has  been  returned  by  a 
coroner's  jury  against  certain  policemen  ■ 
in  Ireland.  The  Chief  Secretary  stated 
last  night  that  .the  men  against  whom 
the  verdict  was  returned  would  be  tried 
at  the  Spring  Assizes  ;  but  this  evening  a 
telegram  has  been  read  declaring  that 
the  men  have  been  tried  before  the 
Magistrat-es  in  an  underhand  and  secret 
way,  and  have  been  discharged.  An 
incident  of  that  kind  mnst  cause  a  very 
painful  impression  in  this  country.  The 
Government  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  surely  cannot  desire  that  a 
verdict  of  wilful  murder  against  the 
police  should  be  lightly  regarded.  It 
cannot  be  pretended  that  it  would  be 
for  the  benefit  of  this  countr; ,  or  of 
Ireland,  that  that  should  be  so,  and  yet 
no  answer  has  been  made.  I  waited 
until  you  were  just  about  to  vacate  the 
Chair,  Sir,  before  venturing  to  trouble 
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llie  Honee,  becaufie  I  hoped  some 
Member  of  the  Government  won  Id  got 
up  and  offer  an  explanation,  or  at  least 
oasure  tlie  House  that  the  matter  should 
receive  the  serious  attention  of  the 
Croverriment.  This  is  noi  a  Parky 
question,  and  I  implore  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  not  to  trefit  it  as  such  ;  it 
ifl  due  to  the  House  and  to  the  country 
that  in  a  ease  in  wliich  a  verdict 
of  wilful  murder  has  been  returned 
against  the  Irish  police  we  should  have 
every  explanation.  If  the  verdict  was 
undeserved  let  us  know  it,  but  do  not 
let  us  trc-at  the  matter  lightly. 

♦(11.21.)  Th  E  ATTORNE  Y  GENERAIi 
fOR  IRELAND  (Mr,  Madden,  Dublin 
University)  :  If  I  do  not  reply  in  detail 
on  the  %'arioua  points  raised  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  I  assure  the  House 
it  is  through  no  want  of  respect  to  those 
hon.  Members  who  have  addressed  the 
House.  But  the  House  will  agree 
with  me  that  it  is  not  satisfactory  to 
fttterapt  to  answer  questions  uidess  I 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  actually 
examining  the  Papers.  If  hoc.  Members 
really  desire  information  and  give  me 
notice  I  shall  be  happy  to  answer  their 
questions  ;  but  I  cannot  entei*  into  these 
matters  and  reply  without  previous 
reference  to  the  Papers,  especially  as 
most  of  the  questions  raised  are  not 
questions  which  come  under  my  Depart- 
ment, A??  regnrds  the  case  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  if  he 
puts  a  question  down  on  the  Pajxjr  I  will 
iell  him  exactly  how  the  matter  stands. 

(11.23.)  Mr,  E.  HARRINGTON 
(Keriy,  W.)  :  I  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  attention  to  the 
answer  given  earlier  in  the  evening  with 
regard  to  the  alleged  confessed  immo- 
rality of  an  Irish  Magistrate,  as  appearing 
from  that  Magistrate's  own  admissions  in 
the  course  of  a  ti-ial  before  the  County 
Court  Judge  of  Kerry,  Reference  was 
made  to  the  conduct  of  this  gentleman 
in  a  County  Court;  but  the  remarks  were 
not  heard  by  the  reporters  or  the  Bar, 
though  in  some  way  or  other  the  refei^ence 
was  heard  in  the  quarter  for  which  it 
was  intended,  I  would  ask  whether  as 
it  has  been  announced  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  should  be  influenced  by  the 
opinion  of  a  Judge,  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  doe.s  not  conceive  it  ta  be 
kis  duty  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
Captain  Vtrmt^ 


Ixjrd  Chancellor  to  the  opinion  expressed 
by  the  County  Court  Judge  who  heard 
the  case  to  which  I  have  referred  in  its 
incipient  stage.  The  custom  has 
gradually  grown  up  in  Ireland  of  treat- 
ing these  County  Court  Judges  Like  the 
highest  Judges  in  the  land  ;  and  the 
Judge  in  this  cuse  is  one  who  I  under- 
stand is  in  every  way  in  sympathy  with 
the  Government.  He  has  expressed  a 
stning  opinion  in  the  case  of  this  Magis- 
trate ;  and  I  ask  the  right  hon,  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  indicate  to  me,  if 
only  by  a  nod,  that  he  will  seek  the 
opinion  of  the  Judge  in  regard  to  this 
George  Sandes. 

♦(11.2e.)  Mb.  MADDEN:  I  would 
point  out  that  it  is  no  p\rt  of  my  duty  to 
call  the  Lord  Chancellor's  attention  to 
the  conduct  of  Magistrates.  But  no 
doubt  the  Lord  Chancellor*B  attention 
will  be  called  to  the  CHse  by  means  of 
the  question  put  in  the  House  this 
evening,  as  the  Chief  Secretary  has  said, 
and  he  will  make  inquiries. 

Mb.  sexton  :  1  must  express  my 
surprise  that  all  these  formalities  should 
be  necessary  in  order  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  to 
such  an  outrageous  scandal  as  the  con* 
tinned  presence  on  the*Magistc*rial  Bench 
of  a  man  of  this  character.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  does  not  live  in  the 
clouds.  He  lives  in  Ireland,  and  is  sup- 
posed to  take  interest  in  everything  that 
goes  on  there.  Does  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  contend  that  the 
official  who  is  responsible  for  tlie  Magis- 
tracy is  entitled  under  any  circumstances 
to  ignore  such  a  fact  as  a  Magistrate  ad- 
mitting on  oath  in  a  Court  of  Law  that 
he  had  seduced  a  woman  who  haii  come 
to  his  office — he  being  a  land  agent  at 
the  time — in  reference  to  litigation  in 
which  she  was  engaged,  and  that  he  had 
made  such  a  practice  of  seducing  the 
wives  and  widows  of  tenants  who  came 
to  his  office  that  he  could  not  swear  the 
number  was  less  than  12,  though  he 
cnuld  swear  it  was  under  iO  ?  Wliy,  the 
thing  sounds  much  more  like  an  Oriental 
story  than  an  occurrence  possible  in  our 
ovnx  country.  When  we  find  a  Nation- 
alist Magistrate  removed  from  the  Bench 
for  an  (i^ence  against  the  unwritten  law, 
such  as  acting  officially  in  another  Petty 
Ses-sional  District,  though  not  out  of 
his    own  county — when  we   see  a  Lord 
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Lieatenant  doing  that  without  a  question 
being  addressed  to  him — it  is  strange 
that  we  should  have  so  much  formality  in 
a  case  where  a  Magistrate  has  been  guilty 
of  such  a  gross  ofEence  as  that  of  Mr. 
Sandes,  and  where  we  have  animadver- 
sions on  his  conduct  on  the  part  of  a 
County  Court  Judge.  I  trust  that  not 
many  days  will  elapse  before  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  does  his  duty  in  this  case. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

Resolutions  [20th  March]  reported. 

1.  "That,  towards  making  good  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Service  of  the 
years  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1889 
and  1890,  the  sum  of  £548,181  Gs.  3d.  be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom.*' 

2.  «*  That,  towards  making  good  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Service  of  the 
year  ending  on  the  dlst  day  of  March  1891,  the 
sum  of  £16,395,203  be  granted  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom." 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Court- 
ney, Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  Mr. 
Jackson. 

Resolutions  agreed  to, 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (NO.  1)  BILL. 
"Bill  to  apply  certain  Sums  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  to  the  Service  of  the  years 
ending  on  the  thirty- first  day  of  March  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-nine,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety,  and  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-one,'* 
presented  accordingly,  and  read  the  first  time  ; 
to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Monday  next. 

SOUTH  INDIAN   HAILWAY  PURCHASE 
BILL.  (No.  195.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

(11.34.)  Mr.  a.  O'COII^OR 
(Donegal,  E.)  :  This,  Sir,  is  a  Bill  which 
relates  to  a  portion  of  the  Empire,  the 
inhabitants  of  which  have  no  effective 
control  over  the  administration  of  affairs 
in  their  own  country.  It  is  only  in  this 
House  that  there  is  the  best  chance  of 


justice  being  done  to  them  in  any 
respect.  With  reference  to  this  par- 
ticular measure  —  which  is  a  large 
measure  of  a  financial  character — a 
Resolution  was  submitted  in  Committee, 
and  was  passed  in  Committee  late  at 
night  without  a  single  word  of  explana- 
tion. That  Resolution  was  reported  with 
only  a  show  of  explanation  when  it  was. 
challenged,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  made  that  explanation  will, 
I  feel  sure,  not  be  offended  if  I 
say  he  did  not  appear  to  possess  any 
more  information  than  he  was  bound 
officially  to  possess,  which  was  absolutely 
nothing.  He  did  not  inform  the  House 
of  the  character  of  the  Bill,  of  the  reason 
why  it  was  introduced,  or  of  the  con- 
ditions attached  to  it.  And  now  we  are 
asked,  after  half-past  1 1  o'clock,  to  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time  without  a  word  of 
explanation  as  to  its  scope  or  the  justifi- 
cation there  may  be  for  it.  The  measure 
proposes  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  to  deal  with  a  sum  of  no  lesa 
than  five  and  a  quarter  millions  sterling. 
The  Preamble  sets  forth  that 

'*  Whereas  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Coancil, 
by  virtue  of  the  pow^er  vested  in  him,  under  a. 
contract  between  him  and  the  Company,  give 
notice  on  the  third  day  of  March,  1890,  to  the 
South  Indian  Railway  Company,  of  his  inten- 
tion  to  purchase  the  undertaking  of  the 
Company.    Be  it  enacted,"  &c. 

We  have  had  no  explanation  how  it  is 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  is  vested  with 
authority  to  go  to  a  Company  in  India 
and  say,  "  I  will  buy  your  Company  for 
£10,000,000  or  £15,000,000,"  or  what- 
ever he  agrees  to  give,  and  how  is  it  that 
then,  without  the  people  of  India  having 
an  opportunity  to  express  their  views, 
an  arrangement  can  be  made  to  saddle 
them  with  an  annual  charge  for  an  un* 
dertaking  that  may  be  perfectly  worth- 
less ?  I  think  it  is  due  to  this  House 
that  some  sort  of  explanation  should  be 
offered,  not  only  with  regard  to  the  con- 
tract under  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
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has  the  power  to  offer  to  buy  this  South 
Indian  Railway  Company,  bnt  also  as^to 
the  condition  of  the  railway  itself,  and  the 
reasonableness    of    the    sura   of  money 
offer»/d   fur  ltd  purchae?.     The  contract 
extatd.     We  are  not  told  what  its  terms 
are.     I  am  aware  that  in  one    ease,  at 
Boy  rate,  of  a  gomrAuteed  railway,  tlie 
Secretary    of    State    undertook  to  con- 
tribute fio  much  a  year,  or  at  any  rate  to 
pay  a  certain  amount  of  interest   for  125 
years  on  condition  that,  at  the  end  of  the 
term»    he  should  be   at   liberty   to  give 
notice  of  the   purchase  of  the  line  at  a 
sum  not  eseeeding  25  times  the  average 
annual  profit  of  the  last  five  years.     But 
are  these  the  conditions  upon  which  this 
line  is  to  be  purchased  1  We  are  not  told 
what  they  are.     If   they   are    the   con- 
ditions, the  Indian  Government  ought  to 
get  the  line  for  nothing.     We  are   to  be 
asked   to   vote   an   amount   of   between 
jE5,000,000  and  £6,000,000  for  the  line. 
Before  we  are  asked  to  consent  to  saddle 
the  people  of  India,  who  are  already  ex- 
ceedingly heavily  burdened  in  respect  of 
railways,  with  this  further  sum,  we  ought 
to  be  told  what  are  the  further  liabilities 
which   the    Government   will    incur   in 
respect  of  the  line,  over  and  above  this 
large  sum<     For  instance,  what  are  the  lia- 
bilities in   respect   of  allowances  which 
appear  to  figure  so  heavily  in  every    De- 
partment of  the  Indian  Service  1     Then 
1      should     to     ask      what       is      the 
condition   of   this   line  1     Is    it  a     line 
of  some   654  miles   in  length,  running 
from  Madras  to  Trichinopoly  and  another 
place   in  the  Presidency  of  Madras  7     I 
do  not  know  what  its  condition  is,  and  I 
defy  any  one  who  takes  the  trouble  to 
wade   through   the  Annual   Reports  of 
**the  moral  and  material    progress/'  as 
it   is    called,   of  the    people    of    India, 
through     the      different      Reports     of 
railways    furnished  to  this    House,   or 
the  Annual  Statistical  Statements  of  the 
Indian  Empire,  to  find  any  indication  of 
the   condition   of  this   line.     But   what 
we   do   know   from   the   Report  of  the 
Committee  of  this  House   in   the   year 
1871,    is    that    one    of    the    railways 
started  in  India  not  so  very  many  years 
before^      and    purchased    at    the     ex- 


pense  of  the  people  of  India,  was  in  ho 
bad  a  condition  that  within  a  very  few 
years   no   It-FS   tfum   2,000   bridges   and 
other   impnrtant   structures   had    to  ba 
rebuilt   at   the   expense   of    the   pnblieJ 
It   may    b?.    that    this   line    is    in    no  J 
better      a     plight,      So      much      witlv| 
regard  to  the  condition  of  the  line  Andj 
the   relations   of   the    company    to    the] 
Government,     The  Secretary  of  State  m 
to  be  allowed  to  raise  this  money  in  bonds 
and  deljentures   and  stock   at  such   in- 
terest as  may  appear  to  him  to  be  neces- 
sary, or  fit  and  pi-oper.     But  we  are  not 
offered  a  single  word  of  explanation  as  to 
what  interest  these  bonds,  or  debentures, 
or  stock  are  to  bear,  or  at  what  prices  or 
on    what  terms    they  are    likely  to    be 
issued.     Then  what  is  the  history  of  the 
line  ?  Its  history  is,  no  doubt,  in  point  of 
passenger  traffic  and  gocxis  traffic,  in  one 
respect  satisfactory,  because  the  number 
of  passengers  has  gone  up  within  a  com- 
paratively small  number  of  years  from 
5,000,000  a  year  to  about  7,000,000,  and 
tho  amount  of  goods  carried  from  some 
827.000   tons    to   over    1,000,000   tons. 
These    figures    will    be    found    in    the 
Statistical     Abstract    for    India,    issued 
last    Session,    pages    161  to    169.     But 
that  is   not    everything.      It   is   neces- 
sary to  compare  the  receipts  and  expen- 
diture for  the  corresponding  periods.     If 
we  do  that,  what  do  we  find  1    We  find 
that  of  all  the   guaranteed  railways  in 
India  this  is  far  and  away   the  moat  un- 
satisfactory.     The   Madras    Guaranteed 
Railway  is  worked  at  a  per  centage  of 
working  expenses  to  gross  receipts  of  ^S^ 
The  Oude    and    Rohilkund  Railway  is 
worked  at  an  average  of  5 7 '3 8,  the  Great 
Indian  Peninsula  at  46 '2,  and  the  Bom- 
bay and  Baroda  at  44  percent.    This  line 
has  been  worked  at  a  total  of  no  less  than 
68*98.  This  is  a  highly  unsatisfactory  line, 
which  yon  propose  to  buy  at  the  expense 
of  the  people  of  England.      The  capital 
expended  ou  the  South  Indian  line  to  the 
31st  of  December,  1888,  was  £4,695,000. 
The  net  revenue  was  XI 60,000  for  the 
year,    but    tho    amount   of  guaranteed 
interest  was  no  less  than  £213,600,  so 
you   have   an  annual    loss   of  £53,000. 
And  this   is   the   Government   yon   are 
going  to  perpetuate,  and  this  is  the  kind 
of    Bill    wliich    is    submitted   to     the 
House  of  Commons,  late  at  night,  without 
a  single  word  of  explanatioo  from  any 
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responsible  Minister.  I  think  there  is 
good  ground  for  objection  against 
legislation  of  this  kind,  especially  when 
it  is  in  regard  to  a  community  which 
has  no  effective  opportunity  of  expressing 
its  grievances,  or  protecting  iteelf  from 
injustice.  I  believe  you  are  buying  a 
thing  which,  as  regards  real  market  value, 
is  practically  worthless.  I  should  like 
to  know  all  the  conditions  of  the 
contract  entered  into  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  with  the  CJompany. 
The  House  ought  to  be  put  in  possession 
of  the  terms  of  that  contract  before  it  is 
invited  to  consent  to  the  appropriation  of 
this  money.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  think 
this  railway  ought  to  be  left  on  the 
hands  of  those  who  own  it,  and  if  it  can 
be  worked  at  a  profit,  well  and  good. 
The  State  does  not  come  down  in  Eng- 
land and  boy  rotten  concerns  in  the  shape 
of  railways.  It  may  ba  contended  that 
this  line  is  important  from  a 
strategic  point  of  view,  but  I  hope, 
before  any  hon.  member  accepts  that 
argument,  he  will  carefully  consider 
where  this  line  runs — it  runs  down  to 
near  the  southern  extremity  of  the 
Peninsular  from  Madras.  It  is  nowhere 
near  the  Russian  Frontier;  nowhere 
near  Afghanistan,  or  any  place 
where  there  may  be  frontier  dis^ 
turbances.  These  are  considerations 
which  strike  one  on  looking  at  the  BiU. 
Now,  I  have  employed  half  the  time 
allowed  for  the  discussion.  I  leave  the 
other  half  of  the  time  for  a  satisfactory 
explanation,  if  it  be  possible,  at  the  handi9 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
charge  of  the  Bill. 

*(1 1 .45.)  The  UNDER  SECRETARY 
OP  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  Febqusson,  Manchester,  N,E.): 
Nothing  could  be  more  legitimate  than 
for  the  hon.  Member,  who  is 
interested  *  in  the  subject,  to  ask 
for  an  explanation  of  the  measure, 
but  he  does  less  than  justice  when  lie 
says  I  have  offered  no  explanation 
hitherto  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  When  I  moved'  the  formal  Motion 
in  Committee,  on  Friday  last,  I  stated  to 
the  House  that  it  was  intended  by  the  pur- 
chase of  this  line  to  save  -  the  rerenue  of 
India  £37,000  a  year— I  think  I  (nid 


about  £40,000.  I  could  do  no  more  at  the 
time,  but  on  the  next  occasion  I  gave 
fuller  explanation,  though,  unhappily, 
it  was  at  such  a  late  hour  it  could  not  be 
listened  to.  I  shall  be  happy  to  give 
such  other  explanation  as  is  in  my  power, 
though  I  admit  I  am  at  a  disadvantage 
owing  to  the  absence  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  J.  Gorst)  who  is  attending 
the  Labour  Conference  at  Berlin. 
I  think^  however,  I  can  satisfy 
the  House  there  is  no  job  in  this 
matter,  and  that  it  is  a  profitable 
transaction  to  the  revenue  of  In- 
dia. I  need  not  go  into  the 
political  question.  Those  responsible 
for  the  government  of  India  have  well 
considered  this  matter,  and  I  think  they 
are  entering  into  a  transaction  which  is 
for  the  benefit  of  India.  I  ask  the 
House  to  consider,  in  the  first  place, 
that,  unless  the  line  be  purchased, 
the  ijovemment  of  India  is  committed 
to  pay  a  guaranteed  interest  of  5  per 
cent,  for  999  years  upon  the 
capital  expended  in  the  construction  of 
this  railway.  It  was  one  of  the  early 
railways  of  India,  formed  upon  a 
comprehensive  plan,  and  calculated  to 
develop  the  resources  of  India,  providing, 
as  it  did,  the  main  trunk  routes.  At  the 
time  the  guarantee  was  made,  5  per 
cent,  was  the  normal  rate  of  interest 
in  India.  In  1873  there  was 
an  amalgamation  of  two  separate 
lines,  and  the  opportunity  was 
afforded  to  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
take  power  to  purchase  the  undertaking 
in  1890,  by  giving  notice  after  the  1st  of 
March  upon  a  valuation  on  an  average  of 
the  price  of  the  stock  during  the  last 
three  years.  On  the  3rd  of  March, 
accordingly,  the  Secretary  of  State  ^ve 
the  requisite  notice,  and  valuations 
were  made  on  his  part  and  o& 
the  part  of  the  Railway  Company,  which 
did  not  greatly  differ.  The  difference 
was  readily  adjusted,  so  that  the  value  of 
the  5  and  4f  per  cent,  stocks,  calculated  on. 
the  average  price  of  the  last  three  ye^rs, 
was  reckoned  at  an  amount  of  £4,197,557„" 
That  is  the  price  of  the  5  per  cent,  stock., 
together  with  a  small  quantity  of  if  aftock- 
—only,  I  think,  £142,000 ;  and  there  are 
debentures  which  mature  at  •  periods^ 
dating  from  1891  to  1896.  The 
annual  saving  by  this  transactibn  wiU' 
be    £36,813.     The  hon.  Membef-aBte' 
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what  security  is  there  to  the  public 
that  this  line  will  not  involve  a  heavy 
additional  capital  expenditure  7  WiU  the 
House  take  it  from  me  that  thatsecunty 
is  afforded  under  the  provisiona  under 
which  gnaranteed  lines  are  inspected  by 
officers  of  the  Government  of  lodia^  and 
the  necsessarj'' amount  expended  annually? 
I  state  thid  from  my  own  knowledge, 
having  administered  for  five  years 
railways  over  a  large  part  of  India,  which 
is  under  the  Bombay  Government 
for  railway  purposes.  I  assure 
the  House  that  every  care  is  taken 
tliat  the  niilways  are  maintained  in 
a  thoroughly  regular  manner,  so  that  no 
further  capital  charge  can  fall  on  the 
State»  The  hon.  Member  lias  referred  to 
the  fact  that  the  working  expenses  of  this 
Hue  are  68  per  cent,  of  the  gross  receipted 
That  is  true,  and  there  is  an  annual  loss  of 
Rx  64,000  on  the  guaranteed  interest  of 
the  rail  way »  That  loss  will  be  diminished 
by  the  sum  I  have  mentioned.  It  is  an 
exceedingly  useful  line  for  the  general 
purposes  of  India,  and  its  receipts  are 
increasing*  It  is  really  too  late  now  to 
debate  the  question  of  a  general  railway 
policy.  The  railways  have  l^een  mode, 
and  are,  bronxHy  speaking,  remunerative. 
No  doubt  there  are  some  railways  which 
do  not  earn  the  interest  guaranteed  on 
their  capital,  besides  the  military  lines. 
But  they  are  protective  in  another  sense, 
not  lees  important.  They  indirectly 
repay  their  cost,  and  some  are  in  them- 
selves guarantees  against  famines. 
The  railways  are  ver^^  closely  scrutinised 
and  administered  by  highly  honourable 
men,  and  it  is  an  unworthy  thing  to  say 
that  the  acctiunts  are  not  correct.  There 
is  no  question  that  this  expenditure  on 
railways  has  l^een  highly  profitable  to 
India,  and  I  submit  that  the  House  would 
do  well  to  sanction  this  purchase. 

(1 1 .55.)  Mr,  a.  O'CONNOR :  I  should 
like,  with  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  to 
explain  that  I  have  examined  all  the 
Blue  Books  sent  here  from  India,  and  I 
find  it  is  perfectly  impossible  to  reconcile 
any  two  of  them,  that  the  annual  state- 
ment of  revenue  does  not  agree  with 
the  Railways  Returns,  that  the  figures 
are  given  differently,  sometimes  in 
rupees  and  sometimes  in  pounds  ster- 
JSir  J.  Ferffusaon 


ling,  and  that  it  is  quite  impossible  to " 
make  the  thing  out. 

•(1 1.56.)     Sm  J.  LUBBOCK  (London 
Universiiy) :    I  am  sorry  we  have  noi  i 
longer    time   to  discuss  this    question. 
Nevertheless,       I     think       we       are) 
indebted     to      the      hon.      Gentleman 
for      bringing       this      question       for^ 
ward.     I   regret   this   purcliase,  not  on  j 
the  ground  the  hon.  Member  has  stated^ 
but  on  a  different  ground.     I  believe  it 
is  not  to  the  interest  of  any  country  that 
its    railways    should   be    iu   ihe   hands 
of    the     Govornmeni     Railways      arej 
much  more   likely    to  develop  under  m 
system  of  open  competition,  and  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  goes  to  a  Division  I  shall 
certainly    follow    him   into   the    Lobby* 
At  the  same  time,  I  wish  just  to  explain 
that  I  am  satisfied  there  is  no  job  what- 
ever in  this  matter,  and  that  the  Indian 
Government  have  exercised  every  care  in 
the    provision    they    have    made    with  j 
reference  to  this  purchase.  ,  j 

(11,58)  SirU.KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH 
(Lane,  N.E.,  Clitheroe)  ;  I  shoold  like 
to  point  out  that  this  is  a  case  in  which 
there  is  a  guarantee  from  the  Government* 
and  that  consequently  there  is  a  loss  every 
year  which  the  Government  has  to  meet. 
This  contract  will  result  in  a  saving  of 
J&36,000  a  year,  and  therefore  in  the 
interest  of  the  Indian  people  we  should 
do  well  to  consent  to  this  Bill. 

Dh.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  We  have 
never  yet  received  any  satisfactory  reason 
from  the  Government  as  t«o  why  they 
pick  and  choose  between  the  railways. 
Why  nut  buy  the  Great  Peninsula  Rail* 
way? 

It  being  midnight^  the  Debate  stood 

adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  restunod  upon  Honday 
next. 

ABMY   (ANNUAL)   BILL.^CNo.  i94.> 
SECOND  B£ADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," 
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Dr.  TANISTER :  Last  n^ht  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Donegal 
remarked,  as  a  reason  for  not  passing 
the  Second  Beading  of  the  Blil 
without  being  acquainted  with  its  con- 
tents, that  it  might  contain  important 
alterations.  The  Bill  was  only  issued 
this  morning,  and  though  I  confess  I  am 
not  well  acquainted  with  these  matters, 
there  seem  to  me  distinct  changes  in 
the  Bill  in  Saction  5  ;  and  upon  these  I 
think  we  may  well  ask  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a  little  enligbteument. 

'  Mb.   sexton  :  I  also  wish  to  refer 


to  the  circumstances  under  which  Army 
pensioners  may  forfeit  their  right  to  the 
receipt  of  pensions 

*Mb.  speaker  :  This  Bill  only  deals 
with  the  discipline  of  the  Army. 

•The  secretary  or  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  I  shall  be  glad  to  ofEer 
any  explanation  or  information  that 
may  be  desired,  though  it  seems  to 
me  the  points  raised  could  be  better 
dealt  with  in  a  Committee  dis- 
cussion. Still,  if  desired  now,  I  will 
shortly  st>ite  the  reasons  for  the  changes. 
Three  clauses  have  been  amended  in  con- 
nection with  administration  in  India. 
There  is  a  provision  that  the  Commander 
in  Chief  in  Madras  and  Bombay  may 
limit  sentences  passed  on  soldiers.  That 
I  think,  speaks  for  itself.  The  Indian 
Government  further  desire  that  the  Act 
should  be  amended  to  enable  persons 
holding  commissions  in  the  India  Re- 
serve to  be  subjected  to  military  law 
whenever  they  are  called  out.  Another 
change  is  made  at  the  request  of  the  Ad- 
miralty in  reference  to  the  service  of 
Royal  Marines.  These  are  matters  of 
detail,  and  offer  no  reason  why  the  Bill 
should  now  be  read  a  second  time 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR:  One  of  the  ques- 
tions has  relation  to  a  reserve  of  officers 
in  India,  but,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  as  yet 
no  such  reserve  exists.     There  may  be  in 
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the  mind  of  the  Secretary  for  War  a  de- 
sign to  establish  such ;  but  are  we  not 
asked  to  legislate  in  advance  on  that 
point? 

*Mb.  E.  STANHOPE;  That  is  so. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR:  What  is  the 
nature  of  the  Reserve  ;  how  will  it  be 
formed  ?  I  think  we  ought  to  be  in  pos- 
session of  the  legislative  proposals. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  will  reserve  the 
points  I  wish  to  raise  for  Committee. 

Mb.  BLANE  :  One  point  there  is  that 
has  relation  to  discipline  in  the  Army — 
the  punishment  by  flc^gging.  This  is  not 
abolished  in  military  prisons.  I  would 
ask  the  Secretary  for  War  what  number 
of  men  were  flogged  in  these  prisons  last 
year,  or,  perhaps,  he  will  give  me  the 
information  at  a  later  stage. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

TREES  (IRELAND)  BILL.-(No.  70.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  agreed  to. 
Clause  2. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  9> 
after  the  word  "shall,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  subject  as  hereinafter  mentioned. 
— (Mr.  Macartney,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Db.  TANNER:  I  should  like  some 
explanation  of  this  before  assenting  to  it. 

Mb.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  :  It 
is  purely  consequential,  and  refers  to  the 
Proviso  I  propose  to  introduce  at  the  end 
of  the  clause,  and  which  I  consider  vital 
to  the  Bill. 

Dr.  TANNER :  Was  it  introduced  into 
the  BiU  last  year  ? 

Mr.  macartney  :  It  refers  to  the 
Act  upon  which  the  Bill  is  founded.  Of 
course,  if  the  hon.  Member  objects  there 
is  an  end  to  progress  now. 

Dr.  tanner  :  But  the  hon.  Member 
can  answer  me.     Was  it  introduced  in 
3   M 
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the  House  of  Lords,  and  was  not  the 
Bill  in  consequence  given  up  bj  my  hon. 
Friends? 

Mb.  macartney  :  Really  I  have 
not  the  slightest  idea  what  are  the  views 
of  the  hon.  Member's  friends. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  cannot  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY:  Then,  Sir,  I 
move  that  yon  now  report  Progress. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  npon  Monday  next. 

COUNTY   COUNCILS    ASSOCIATION 
EXPENSES   BILL.— (No.  152.) 

Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
forthwith : — 

Lords  Amendments  considered. 
Several  agreed  to. 

Several  disagreed  to,  and  Conse- 
quential Amendments  made  to  the  Bill. 

Committee  appointed,  "to  draw  up 
Reasons  to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for 
disagreeing  to  the  said  Amendments : " 

Mr.  Ritchie,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth,  Mr.  Long,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks  Beach,  Mr.  Jackson,  and 
Mr.  Fisher  nominated  Members  of 
the  Committee  : — To  withdraw  imme- 
diately : — Three  to  be  the  quorum. 

Reason  for  disagreeing  to  Lords 
Amendments  reported,  and  agreed  to : — 
To  be  <x)mmunicated  to  The  Lords. 
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stations  to  mean,  for  the  G««at  NortlMm, 
King's  Cross ;  for  the  Great  Eastern*  Liverpool 
Street;  for  the  London  and  KorUi  Western, 
Euston;  for  the  Great  Western,  Paddingtoii: 
for  the  Midland,  St.  Panoras ;  for  the  C3iAtliam 
and  Dover,  Victoria,  8t.  Paul's,  and  Holboca 
Viaduct;  for  the  South  Eastern,  Gannon 
Street  and  Charing  Cross;  for  the  London 
Brighton  and  South  Coast,  London  fiiidgw 
and  Victoria ;  and  for  the  South  Weaten, 
Waterloo. 


Percentage  to  time  and 
3  minutes  late. 


RAILWAYS   (TIMES   OF  TRAINS). 
Return  ordered — 

*•  For  alternate  months  during  the  year  1890, 
commencing  with  January,  from  the  Great 
Northern,  Great  Eastern,  London  and  North 
Western,  Great  Western,  Midland,  iSouth 
Eastern,  London  Chatham  and  Dover,  London 
Brighton  and  South  Coast,  and  London  and 
South  Western  Railway  Companies,  showing 
the  arrival  at  London  stations  of  all  Passenger 
Trains,  as  shown  in  the  published  time  tables 
of  the  Company,  in  the  form  set  out  be- 
low:" 

"The  Returns  to  be  compiled  from  the 
guards'  reports  or  journals;  and  London 
Dr,  Tanner 


Percentage  between 
8  and  6  minutes  late. 


Percentage  between 
6  and  10  minntes  late. 


Percentage  between 
10  and  15  minutes  lata. 


Percentage  between 
15  and  20  minutes  late. 


Percentage  between 
20  and  25  minutes  late. 


Percentage  between 
25  andSO  minutes  1  ate 


Percentage  over  30  minutes 
late. 


Total  number  of  Trains. 
-(iWr.  Baumann,) 

MOTION. 


women's  disabilities  rkmoyal  bul. 

On  ^lotion  of  Mr.  Haldane,  Bill  to  i 
the  Disabilities  of  Women,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Haldane  and  Sir  Edward 
Grey. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  198.} 

Ilousti  adjourned  at  twentj  minutes  after 
Twelve  o*clock  till  Monday  Hearts 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  24th  March,  1890. 


COUNTY  COUNCILS  ASSOCIATION 
EXPENSES  BILL.-(No.  37.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with 
certain  of  the  Amendments  agreed  to, 
with  Amendments  and  Consequential 
Amendments  ;  and  several  others  dis- 
agreed to,  with  a  Reason :  the  said 
Amendments  and  Reason  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  Perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  ask  the  noble 
Marquess  if  he  is  able  to  give  us  any 
information  as  to  the  probable  duration 
of  the  Easter  Recess. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY OP  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
We  shall  rise  as  usual  on  Friday  next, 
only  I  believe  there  are  Money  Bills  to 
receive  the  Royal  Assent,  and,  therefore, 
we  must  nominally  sit  on  the  Saturday. 
The  Bills  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment are  not  proceeding  at  any  unusual 
or  extravagant  pace;  and,  therefore,  if  we 
meet  again  on  Thursday  after  Easter 
week,  I  think  it  will  be  time  enough. 

VOLUNTEER  EQUIPMENTS. 
*Earl  PERCr,  in  rising  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  means  to  be  adopted  for  pro- 
viding equipments  for  the  Volunteer 
Force,  said :  My  Lords,  perhaps  I  ought 
to  offer  some  apology  to  your  Lordships 
for  bringing  forward  a  matter  which  has 
been  lately  the  subject  of  debate  in  the 
Lower  House  of  Parliament,  but  I  do  so 
for  two  reasons :  In  the  first  place,  it 
appears  that  the  Motion  which  was 
brought  forward  in  another  place  em- 
bodied within  it  two  things  which  appear 
to  be  entirely  different  and  distinct :  one 
was  as  to  the  debt  which  had  been 
incurred  by  Volunteer  Corps  in  pa^t 
years,  and  the  other  was  as  to  the 
demands  which  have  lately  been  made 
upon  thos3  corps  by  the  Regulations 
of  the  War  Office.  Now,  I  have  nothing 
to  say  with  regard  to  the  debts  which 
have  been  incurred  by  Volunteer  Corps 
in  times  past.  They  have  been  incurred 
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for  various  purposes.  In  some  cases, 
no  doubt,  they  had  been  incurred 
for  purposes  which  were  absolutely 
essential  to  the  efficiency  of  the  force, 
and  they  have  no  doubt  been  undertaken 
in  some  cases  with  the  greatest  regard  to 
economy  and  to  all  prudent  considera- 
tions ;  but  in  others  it  is  said,  though 
I  do  not  speak  from  my  own 
knowledge  on  this  point,  that  they  have 
been  incurred  not  for  matters  wjiich 
were  absolutely  necessary,  but  for  the 
convenience  of  the  officers  and  other 
members  of  the  corps,  and  upon  rather 
an  extravaga&t  scale.  If  this  be  so, 
1  confess  it  seems  to  me  it  would 
be  extremely  difficult  for  the  Government 
to  discriminate  between  the  two  cases ; 
and,  at  any  rate,  it  may  be  said  that  the 
corps  have  incurred  those  expenses  with 
their  eyes  open ;  that  they  knew  what 
they  were  doing,  and  that  they  have 
smaU  claim  to  be  relieved  from  the 
liabilities  they  have  so  incurred.  How- 
ever that  may  be,  I  do  not  wish  to  press 
this  point  upon  your  Lordships'  attention 
to-night;  but  what  I  do  wish  to  press 
upon  the  notice  of  this  House  and 
especially  upon  that  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  the  position  in  which  the 
Volunteers  are  placed  by  the  regulations 
with  regard  to  equipment.  The  decision 
which  was  arrived  at  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  is  supposed  outside,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  to  have  been  in  some  degree 
influenced  by  Party  considerations. 
Whether  that  be  so  or  not  it  is  not 
for  me  to  say,  but  it  is  an  additional 
reason  for  my  bringing  the  subject  for- 
ward here  to-night,  because  I  think  it 
will  be  very  much  to  be  deplored  if  a 
decision  with  regard  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  National  Forces  of  this  country 
should  be  even  suspected  of  being  arrived 
at  upon  Party  grounds  and  for  Party 
considerations.  My  Lords,  the  War 
Office  Circular,  issued  on  the  27th 
of  May  last,  mentioned  two  classes 
of  equipment  which,  it  was  held,  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  render  the  Volun- 
teers capable  of  taking  the  field  in 
times  of  emergency.  With  regard  to 
the  second  of  these  two  classes,  the  War 
Office  is  prepared  co  pay  to  each  Volunteer 
Corps  £2  2s.  per  man  on  mobilisation ; 
but  with  regard  to  the  first  class,  it  is 
expected  that  the  Volunteers  shall  obt?iin 
the  whole  of  this  equipment  without  tfie 
slightest  aid  from  the  public  funds.  I^ 
3  N 
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do  not  clearly  understand  wliether  this 
sum  of  £2  2s.  is  in  any  degree  to 
recoup  the  corps  for  the  expenditure 
which  they  are  -now  asked  to  incur  ;  but 
as  the  money,  which  must  be  obtained 
for  the  equipment  now  i^uired,  i^  to  be 
furnished  from  private  sources,  and  os 
the  £2  2s.  is  to  come  to  the  corps  at 
some  very  indefinite  period  of  mobilisa- 
tion, it  is  difficult  to  see  how  it  is  possible 
for  the  Volunteers  to  recoup  themselves 
out  of  it  in  any  way.  Therefore,  it  must 
be  understood  that  the  eqmpment,  which 
is  now  demanded  of  the  Volunteers,  is  to 
be  supplied  entirely  froin  their  own 
resources,  or  from  thrisc  of  private 
persons.  And  in  a  subsequent  clause 
of  this  Circular  the  coi-ps  are  told 
that  if  this  equipment  be  not  ob- 
tained within  a  certain  time  the  grrant, 
wbich  has  hitherto  been  given  for 
efficiency,  will  be  withdrawn.  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  hold  that  this  proceeding  is 
wrong  in  principle  and  entirely  unpre- 
cedented. I  do  not  lielieve  that  there 
is  any  precedent  for  asking  for  the 
supply  of  the  necessary  means  for 
conducting  the  Public  Service  out 
of  private  funds.  1  am  aware,  in* 
deed,  that  when  the  Volunteer  Force 
was  first  raised,  when  the  system 
was  still  a  tentative  one,  that  the 
necessary  funds  to  maintain  them  were 
sought  for  to  a  large  extent  from  private 
sources;  but  from  the  time  that  the  Vo- 
lunteers became  a  recognised  portion  of 
the  Forces  of  the  Cro^vn,  the  claim  has 
never  been  [disallowed  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  supply  tlie 
means  for  rendering  them  efficient  in 
every  respect.  The  Volunteei^  give 
their  time  and  services  voluntarily ; 
and  the  well-understood  bargain  with 
the  country  was,  that  as  those 
services  were  given  voluntarily,  the 
country  would,  in  return,  undertake  the 
charge  which  was  necessary  for  making 
those  services  available.  I  think  there 
can  be  no  doubt  about  that,  if  we  look  at 
the  Report  of  the  War  Office  Committee 
which  sat  upon  this  question  in  the  year 
1887,  There  is  not  in  that  Rej>ort  one 
single  sentence  to  show  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  that  Committee,  there  were 
any  grounds  for  this  count ly  shirking 
the  responsibilities  which  it  has  been 
Hitherto  iinderstood  they  have  adopted. 
I  observe  that  it  has  been  said^  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  in  another  place,  that 
Earl  Percy 


the  increased  Grant  for  efficiency  whjcl 
was  given  a  short  time  ago  was  givenf 
for  the  purpoee  of  supplying  the  equip- 
ment which  is  now  demanded,  or  a  part 
of  it  at  any  rate.  I  can  see  nothing 
leading  to  that  conclusion  in  the  Report 
of  the  Committee,  which  recommended 
this  increased  Grant  for  efficiency.  The  ^ 
words  of  that  Report  are  these— 

*  *  Taking  as  a  racdel  n  rtigiment  with  eight 
oompaniefi  of  80  men  each,  wo  consider  the 
necsasary  charges  for  which  no  epeciAl  allow- 
anceji  are  made,  &nd  which^  therefore,  have  to 
ho  defiayed  from  the  CapitAtion  Grants  will 
amount  to  abont  £1,10$;  the  total  Efficiency 
Grant  which  the  Corps  might  earn  would  only 
be  £960;  a  deficiency  o!  JE148  per  corps  may, 
therefore,  be  prelum ed  to  exist  at  present,  and 
wo  consider,  on  the  whole,  that  good  grouzidfl 
exist  for  a  Deficiency  Grant  of  5b/* 

That  shows,  my  Lords,  clearly  that  this 
increased   Grant   was    for    the   purpose  . 
of   meeting  charges  which   tlie   Voltm^I 
teera  were  then  liable  for,  and  not  for 
meeting    charges    which    the    Govern- 
ment or  the  War  Office  might  propose 
at  some   fntnre  day   to  lay  npon  them. 
The   Report  then   goes  on  to  say   thatJ 
as    far    as     Artilleiy    Corps    are    coii*i 
cemed  they  are  in  a  still  worse  poeition 
than    Infantry    regiments,   and   that    it 
wonld  be  advisable  to  give  them  the  same 
Grant  nnder  even  more  favourable  oon- , 
ditions.     It  is  pei-fectly  true  that  since 
then  an  issue  of  2s.  per  man   has   been  J 
given    in  order  that   Volunteer    corps  { 
might    provide    themselves  with    great] 
coats ;  but  a  great  coat  varies  in  prica  [ 
according  to  the  corps — on  the  average  ft  1 
greatcoat  costs  20s- ;  and  tlie  whole  aa-J 
sistance,  as  I  understand  it^  which  the4 
Yoluntaers  receive  fwm  the  War  Office  1 
in  order  to  supply  them  with  great  coats  • 
is  an  assistance  which  will,  in   10  years' 
time,  enable  those  great  coats  to  be  ob- 
tained.    Til  ere  is  one  part  of  this  subject 
as  to  which  I  Djnfess  myself  quite  unable 
to  follow  the  calculijtions  of  the  Govern-; 
ment.     I  see  it  wos  stated   on  their  be^l 
half  in  the  House  of  Commons  the  otheE 
day  that  3s.  Gd.  would  cover  the  whole 
cost  of   the    equipment   which   was  de- 
manded by  them  immediately  with  the 
exception  of  the  gn  at  coot,     Kow,  the 
equipment  wliich  is  demanded  by  thei 
immediately    ia     a     pouch,    haversack 
waterbottle,   and  mess  tin.     I  have  nc 
been  able  to  ascertain  exactly  the  cost  i 
the  pouch  ;  but  pouch  and  belts  will  < 
lis.     However,  I  presume  that  is  not 
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what  is  required  by  the  Government,  for 
the  cost  of   a  haversack  is  lOJd.,  of  a 
water  bottle  Is.  6d.,  and  of  a  mess  tin  Is. 
Therefore,  it  follows  that  the  ponch,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  War  Office,  is  to  be 
provided  at  the  cost  of   IJd.     Without 
being  able   to    say  positively  what  the 
amount  is,  I  think  I  may  safely  assert 
that  Hd.  will  not  meet  it.     Bnt  if  Lord 
Harris's  Committee  of  1887,  to  which  I 
have  alluded,  thought  that  4s.  7d.  per  man 
was  a  charge    which   ought    not   to  be 
put    on   Volunteer    Corps,   and    re  com 
mended  that  5s.  should  be  granted   in 
addition  to  meet  it,  surely  it  is  not  to  be 
wondered   at    if    an   additional    cost   of 
«ven  3s.  6s.  per  man  suddenly  thrown 
by   the    Government    on    them   should 
be    thought    a    hardship.       It    is    con- 
sidered by  the  Volunteers,  and  I  think 
quite  rightly,  that  this  is  a  great  breach 
of     faith   with    them.     The    compact — 
perhaps    not    a    written,    but    a    well- 
understood  compact  between  the  Volun- 
teers    and    the    country  —  was,    as    I 
have  already  said,  that  if  they  rendered 
their     services    voluntarily,    and    gave 
up   their   time   and  energies   to   fitting 
themselves  to  perform  their  duties,  the 
Government  on    its   part  would  supply 
them    free     of    cost    with    the    means 
of     maintaining     that    efficiency.      But 
they     still     further     feel      themselves 
aggrieved  by  the  tone  of  the  last  clause 
to  which  I  have  alluded  in  the  Circular 
of  the  27th  May  last.      It   was   surely 
scarcely  necessary,  in  addition  to  putting 
this  charge  upon  the  Volunteers,  to  hold 
out  a   threat  that  the  Efficiency  Grant 
would   be   withheld   under  certain   cir- 
cumstances,    which    is    tantamount    to 
the    corps    being    disbanded.     I    think 
it    was     hardly     desirable    to  tell    the 
Volunteers   that  unless  they    met  this 
additional  claim    which  was    made    by 
the    Government    their  services  would 
be  dispensed   with  altogether.      It   has 
been    the  custom  to  sing  the  praises  of 
the      Volunteers     at      inspections,      at 
reviews,    at    public     dinners,     and     in 
various  quarters.       Those   praises  have 
been  sung  not  only  by  ordinary  Members 
of    Parliament,   but    by    high    officials, 
both    in    the   Army  and   in   the   State. 
Perhaps    they   have   sometimes    verged 
upon     the     limits     of     hyperbole;  per- 
haps    it      was      thought      i-ight      that 
Government    should   restrain   the    ten- 
dency   which    may     have     existed    to 


over-rate     the      services     of    the     Vo- 
lunteers.      Perhaps    it  was    right   that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  dis- 
semble their    love ;    but  was  it    quite 
necessary,  I  would  humbly   submit,   to 
give  so  very  severe  a  kick  downstairs 
to     the     object    of      their     affections? 
I      think,     my     Lords,     that     was     a 
very  unfortunate  letter ;   but  the  strong 
point  which  I  would  urge   is   that  the 
demand  is,  in  its  essence  and  on  prin- 
ciple,   one     which    ought    not     to    be 
made.       What   is   the    position   of    the 
Volunteers    at    the    present    moment? 
It  is,  perhaps,  unfortunate  that  a  general 
protest  against  the  proceedings  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  not  made  at 
the  time.'    It  is  now  nearly  a  year  since 
this  Circular  was  issued,  and  although  I 
believe  there  was  a  protest  then  made 
no    very    overt    expression   of    opinion 
has   been     made     since.       We    cannot 
regret  that  the  patriotism  of  the  country 
and   of   the   Volunteers   themselves    in 
the    first    instance    prompted    them   to 
see  how  far  they  could  meet  the  demands 
which  were   made    upon  them,   though 
they  thought  those  demands   were  un- 
reasonable.    There    can    be    no    doubt 
about  this :  that  whatever  efforts  have 
been  made  the  sum  necessary  for    this 
purpose  has  not  been  raised,  and  in  the 
vast  majority  of  cases  there  is  very  little 
prospect  that  it  will  be.     A  great  deal  of 
caution  should   be  used  with  regard  to 
the  reports  which  we  hear  on  this  sub- 
ject.    I  was  told  myself  that  in  several 
boroughs,  the  sum  required,  or  something 
like  it,  had  been  raised.     I  am  not  able 
at  present  to  give  any  statistics  upon  the 
point ;   but  •  I  know  that   in  one  or  two 
instances  in  which  I  have  made  inquiry 
I  have  found  these  reports  to  bo  totally 
unfounded.     In  one  particular  case  of  a 
large    borough    I    was    told    that    the 
necessary  funds   had   been   i*aised,   and 
raised  easily  and  promptly.     This  was  a 
very  large   borough,  and  one   where    I 
should    have   thought    trade  was  good 
and  prosperous.     I   wrote  to  one  of  the 
Commanding    Officers    there    to    know 
what     was    really    the    state    of    the 
case,  and   he  informed  me  that,  so   far 
from  the  necessary  sum  being   raised, 
there  was  a  very  large  amount  of  it  still 
wanting ;     and     he     added,    somewhat 
gloomily,  "  I  shall  probably  have — as  I 
have  often  had  to  do  before — to  meet  it 
out  of  my  own  pocket."     Now  not  only 
3  N  2 
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has  this  sum  not  \weu  raised,  but  the 
opportunities  which  Volunteer  Corps 
have  of  raising  it  vary  very  much. 
There  are  some  boroughs,  and  even*  per- 
Imps^  some  counties,  which  happen,  from 
various  causes,  to  be  mora  wealthy  than 
others.  They  may  sometimes  be  the 
very  places  where  the  number  of  Volun- 
teers is  small.  In  other  cases  you  may 
have  a  county  or  a  borough  in  which 
there  is  a  very  large  number  of  Volun- 
teers, and  where  the  means  of  providing 
them  with  money  is  not  large.  It  is,  I 
think,  a  most  unfair  demand ;  it  puts 
these  different  ctjrps  in  a  most  invidious 
position,  that  they  should,  in  the  first 
place,  not  only  have  to  provide  these 
equipments  sometimes,  and  in  other  cases 
not  jx^sess  them  for  want  of  means,  but 
that  they  shouki  be  hable  to  this  tremen- 
dous penalty,  which  is  totally  independent 
of  their  making  themselves  ethcient  in 
the  sense  in  which  it  is  generally  under- 
stood, that  if  they  do  not  do  what  is 
required  now  of  tliem  by  the  Govern- 
ment, tbey  wiU  lie  disbanded.  Even 
where  this  objection  is  not  put  for- 
ward on  the  ground  that  the  money 
is  not  easily  obtainable,  1  know  that  this 
demand  is  felt  to  be  wrong  on  the  ground 
of  principle.  I  know  one  cnse  in  which 
the  strongest  objection  has  been  made  ou 
principle  to  it,  not  from  any  wish  to 
close  private  purse  strings,  but  on  the 
ground  that  the  cost  of  performing 
public  duties  should  lie  defrayed  out  of 
pnblic  funds.  There  have  been  instances 
where  the  strongest  ol>joction  has  l)een 
made  to  giving  a  shilling  in  answer  to 
the  demands  of  the  Government,  and  I 
am  not  alti:>getlier  surprised  at  that  being 
the  case  when  I  see  the  language  which 
is  sometimes  used  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  regard  txD  this  subject. 
I  was  struck  l>y  the  following  state- 
ment, which  I  nuderstand  was  made 
on  their  behalf  the  other  day  :  *"  If  a 
balanc3  were  to  be  struck  between  what 
the  public  had  done  and  what  the  Go- 
vernment had  done,  the  speaker 
thought  that  the  Government  might  take 
this  opportunity  of  putting  forward 
what  bad  been  done  towards  making 
the  Volunteer  Corps  efficient." 
But,  ray  Lords,  this  is  the  first  time  that 
1  ever  lieard  of  a  national  force 
being  mnintained  upon  a  balance  struck 
between  the  pulihc  and  the  Government. 
Is  it  to  be  understood  that  we  BLre  enter- 
Surl  Percy 


ing  upon  a   new   epoch    in   which    th« 
public    requirements,     either     local    oPl 
Imperial,  are  to  be  met  partly  voluntarily 
and  partly  by  the  Government?     If  this 
principle  that  when  you  wish  to  make  ; 
public  force  efficient  you  are  to  supply  1 
the  meJBLns  for  doing  so  partly  out  of  the 
taxation  of  the   country  and  partly  out . 
of  pubhe  conti*ibutions  is  to  hold  good  A 
contributions,     mind     you,    not     given  I 
voluntarily,  but  demanded  as  a  kind  of 
benevolence  from  the  people,  then  I  should  | 
like  to  know  where  we  are  to  stop  ?  Why  I 
should  not  the  same  demand  be  made  fori 
the  Army  or  the  Navy  ?     Why,  if  yovij 
wish  for  an  increase  in  the  Police  Korctj 
in  a  County,  or  if  you  want  greatcoats  or 
other  clothing  for  the  PnUce  Force  in    a 
Borough,  should  not  the  Lccul  Authorities 
have  a  right    to  say  that   they    would 
not    supply    them    unless     the     public, 
came  forward   and   assisted  ?     Still    lesHi 
ought   they   to    l^   allowed   to   add, 
a  threat,  that  if  the  public  did  not  comu 
forward     half     of     that     Police     Force 
would    lie    dismissed.       I    cannot    helf 
thinking  that  this  demand  has  in  it  Uiti 
small  K ginning  of    a   very    dangeroual 
experiment,    and    that   it   is    necessary! 
we  should  make  a  protest  against  it.     Itl 
is,  no  doubt,  disagreeable  for  the  Volun- 
teers to  have  to  come    forward  in  ftmnd 
pauperis,  after  all   the  time  and  trouble  I 
they  have  bestowed,  and  all  the  moueyi 
which  many  of  them  Itave  expended— I 
(and  remember,  my  Lortls,  that  the  Warf 
Othce  Coramittx^e    mentioned   the  lai-guj 
sums  which  many  Volunteer  Oflicers  htive 
spent)  I  thiaik  it  is  hard  that,  after  all  the? J 
Volunteers  have  done  in  this  way,  theyl 
should  have    to  come  forward  injonutt\ 
^xzw/^criX  find  l^eg  for  assistance   to   pro-j 
vide  their  equipment,  in  order  to  enablol 
them  to  avoid  this  terrible  conseqttenc«j| 
of  disbiindment  which  is  held  over  them: 
But  they   will    feel,    I  trust,  that  thia 
is      put      upon      them      through      n<i 
fault     of      their      own,       I      do     nod 
doubt  tliat  if  the   Government  still  hold 
the  view  that  this  regulation  ought  to 
maintained,    the    Volunteers  will  have 
no    hesitation    in   meetmg  the  demand,^ 
and  that  others   will  be   ready   to  help 
them.  I  do  think  it  is  a  most  unfortuuat©, 
course  which  the  Government  has  entered 
upon,  and  I  trust  they  stiflmay  give  us 
some  hope  that  they  will  recede  from  it» 
My  Lords,  I  have  brought  forward  tlus 
question  in  no  contentious  spirit,    1  hart 
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put  no  defmite  Motion  down  upon  the 
Notice  Paper,  because  my  object  is  not 
so  much  to  ask  the  opinion  of  this  House 
upon  the  question,  although  I  trust 
some  noble  Lord  will  be  found  willing 
to  add  anything  which  I  may  have 
omitted  on  the  subject  in  the  remarks 
I  have  made.  I  have  brought  forward 
the  matter  in  the  hope  that  the  case 
having  been  brought  before  their  notice 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and 
in  view  of  the  feeling  of  the  country, 
which  is  undoubtedly  well-known  to 
them,  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
give  us  some  hope  that  they  will  recon- 
sider the  decision  at  which  they  have 
arrived,  and  retire  from  a  |K)sition  which 
I  believe  is  really  untenable,  and  which 
places  the  Volunteers  at  so  great  a  dis- 
advantage. 

♦The  Marquess  of  RrPON :  My  Lords, 
having  had  some  personal  experience  of 
this  matter  during  the  last  few  months 
in  my  position  as  a  Lord  Lieutenant,  I 
trust  your  Lordships  will  allow  me  to 
say  a  few  words  on  the  subject.  I  can- 
not say  that  I  agree  with  the  prin- 
ciples and  theory  which  have  been 
laid  down  by  the  noble  Earl  wno  has 
just  sat  down,  although  I  am  brought 
reluctantly,  I  must  acknowledge,  by  my 
experience,  to  the  same  conclusion  as  that 
at  which  he  has  arrived,  namely,  that  there 
is  no  alt3rnative,  if  thesa  equipments  are 
to  be  provided,  as  I  think  they  ought 
unquestionably  to  be  provided  for  the 
Volunteers,  but  to  provide  them  out 
of  the  public  funds.  I  must  say  I 
have  never  been  able  to  feel  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  wrong 
in  making  their  appeal  in  the  first  in- 
stance to  the  Volunteers  themsalves,  or 
rather  I  should  say  to  their  supporters 
and  friends  in  the  country.  I  think  the 
noble  Earl  is  quite  wrong  in  the 
view  which  he  takes  of  the  principles 
npon  which  this  force  was  originally 
established.  My  recollection  carries  me 
back  very  well  to  that  time.  I  was 
then  connected  with  the  War  Office,  so 
that  I  know  the  foots  as  they  then  stood, 
and  for  the  noble  Earl  to  say  that  the 
Volunteer  Force,  when  it  was  originally 
established,  was  not  a  portion  of  the 
regular  Forces  of  the  Crown  is  really  quite 
a  mistake.  There  was  some  doubt  at  first 
as  to  the  extent  to  which  the  movement 
might  go,  but  the  moment  that  it  was 
perceived  that  the  movement  was  taking 


the  very  large  extension  which  it  did 
within  a  very  short  time,  the  Volunteer 
Force  became  completely  a  portion  of  the 
Forces  of  the  Crown,  and  as  we  all  know, 
at  that  time  there  was  no  idea  of  giving 
to  them  any  portion  of  public  money  or 
any  equipment  except  rifies  and  ammu- 
nition, and  after  a  short  time  drill 
sergeants.  Therefore,  really,  the  noble 
Earl  ought  not  to  charge  his  noble 
Friends  below  him  with  any  breach  of 
faith  in  this  matter.  There  has  never, 
so  far  as  I  know,  been  any  such  under- 
standing between  the  Government  and  the 
Volunteers  as  that  to  which  the  noble  Earl 
points,  and,  therefore,  I  must  certainly 
acquit  Her  Majesty's  Government  of 
having  broken  faith  with  them  in  the 
smallest  degree.  I  quite  admit  at 
once  that,  except  possibly  in  London, 
of  which  I  do  not  now  speak  with  any 
special  knowledge,  it  would  be  quite 
impossible  for  the  Volunteer  Corps,  out 
of  the  Government  grant,  or  out  of 
the  resources  of  the  officers,  or  mem- 
bers of  the  Corps,  to  supply  the  funds 
necessary  for  this  purpose.  If  Her 
Majesty's  Government  expect  that  to 
be  done,  then  I  think  they  have  gone 
upon  a  mistaken  idea.  I  agree  with  the 
noble  Earl  that  the  grant  at  present 
made  is  not  sufficient  to  meet  this  charge ; 
and  I  am  quite  sure  of  this,  that 
members  of  Volunteer  Corps,  and  es- 
pecially the  officers,  have  thrown  upon 
them  now  quite  as  heavy  money  charges 
as  they  can  possibly  be  expected  to 
incur.  The  Volunteers  give  the  country 
their  time,  and  they  give,  in  most  cases, 
a  good  deal  more — a  considerable  portion 
of  their  money.  My  Lords,  there  are,  how- 
ever, men  in  the  country  who  might  easily 
come  forward  and  help  in  this  matter. 
What  is  wanted  is  the  supply  of  these 
articles  once  for  all.  In  the  earlier  days 
of  the  Volunteer  movement  there  were 
not  merely  among  the  officers,  but  in  the 
ranks,  a  large  number  of  wealthy  men. 
That  is  much  less  the  case  now.  Natu- 
rally, perhaps,  men  of  that  kind,  when 
the  excitement  has  passed  away,  have 
very  much  withdrawn  from  active  service 
in  the  Volunteer  Force  ;  but  I  do  think 
that  that  same  class  of  men  who  came 
forward  very  readily  at  the  beginning  of 
the  movement  might  again  come  forward 
and  help  in  this  matter,  and  supply  for 
the  Volunteers,  in  the  first  instance, 
this  equipment,  which  is  in  the  nature 
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of  an  expenditure  of  rapital,  which  Her 
Majesty's  Grtvernmeiit  now  ask  for. 
That  the  Government  are  right  in  re- 
quiring that  the  Volunteers  should  have 
this  equipment  as  necessary  for  their 
efficiency  I  suppose  no  one  entertains 
any  doubt  ?  But,  ray  Lc»rds,  the  fact  of 
the  matter  is,  accopding  to  ray  experience 
of  it,  that  thy  views  which  have  Ijeon  put 
forward  to-night  by  the  noble  Earl  are 
so  widespread  in  the  country  that  you 
will  not  get  this  money  out  of  the  public, 
I  have  done  my  best  in  the  North  Hiding 
of  Yorkshire,  of  which  1  am  Lord  Lien- 
tenant,  to  obtain  this  money.  I  have 
issued  circulars,  called  meetings,  and 
appointed  Comraittecs.  The  sum  wanted 
was  between  £4,000  and  £5,000,  and  up 
to  the  present  time  1  hava  been  able  to 
obtain  very  little  more  tlian  ,£1,000.  I 
am  very  certain  that  after  the  conclusion 
to  which  the  House  of  Commons  came 
the  other  night  I  have  no  chance, 
nor  has  anybody  else  any  chance, 
whatever  of  getting  any  more  money  out 
of  the  public.  I  am  therefore  forced, 
from  my  own  experience,  to  cume  to  the 
aame  conclusion  j^s  the  noble  Lord^  and 
to  assure  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
I  do  not  believe  they  will  find  ifc  possible 
to  obtain  this  equipment  from  private 
sources  in  the  country.  They  may,  no 
doubt,  do  it  here  and  there.  I  have 
myself  taken  pai-t  in  a  movement  which 
has  been  somewhat  more  successful  than 
that  of  which  I  have  been  speaking,  in 
regard  to  the  single  battalion  of  which  I 
am  Honorary  Colonel,  but  even  there  we 
have  not  got  all  the  money  wanted.  I 
am  quite  certain  that  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts, unless  the  state  of  things  is  very 
different  elsewhere  from  that  existing  in 
the  part  of  the  country  which  I  have  hud 
to  do  with,  there  is  very  little  cbanee  of 
this  money  being  provided  by  public  sub- 
scriptions of  any  kind.  But  this  equip- 
ment is  very  neceasary ;  the  Volunteers 
ought  to  have  it,  and  I  do  therefoi-e 
venture  to  join  in  the  appeal  made  by  the 
noble  Earl  not  as  a  matter  of  principle, 
but  upon  purely  practical  gi-ounds,  and  to 
press  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government 
the  necessity  of  accepting  the  defeat 
which  befel  them  in  the  other  Hnuse, 
and  of  providing  this  equipment  friini 
taxation  out  of  the  funds  at  their  disposal. 
I  am  not  here  to  defend  the  latter  pirt 
ol  the  Circular  of  the  Adjutant  General, 
and  I  do  not  think  the  language  there 
Th^  MarqtieBs  of  Ripon 


employed  was  calculated  to  help  myseL 
and  others  who  have  been  engaged  in 
doing  what  wo  could  to  forward  th& 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
this  respect.  However,  we  have  failed^ 
and  I  therefore  again  ix?g  to  press  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  if  this- 
thing  is  to  be  done,  as  I  think  it  ought 
to  b€  done,  it  must  be  doii©  out  of  prablio 
funds. 

*  Viscount  BtlllY  :  My  Lords,  as  I  hav<>  j 
had  the  honour  of  being  connected  with 
the  Volunteer  Force  almost  from  its  very] 
beginning,  I  think  it  right  that  I  should  [ 
ask  your  Lordships  to  allow  me  to  say  i 
few  wordii   on    this   subject,     I   con  no 
quite  ;itrrc^e  with  the  noble  Marquess  of 
Ripon,  who  has  just  sat  down,  in  saying  J 
that  when  tlie  Volunteers  first  came  int 
existence  it  was  not  the  intention  of  thol 
Government  to  give  them  anything  inj 
the   nature   of    assista^nce  except   rifles 
ammunition,   and  drill  sergeants.     You^ 
must  remember  the  circumstauces  under 
which   the  Volunteer  Force   came   inta 
existence.      A   sudden    panic    arose    in 
England,  and  very  naturally  the    man- 
hood of  the  country  rushed  foi'ward  tol 
place  their  ser\*ices  at  the  disposal  of  the! 
Government  and  to  offer  their  assistancal 
in  allaying  that  sudden  panic.     It  wa*| 
not  known  at  that  time  that  the  move- 1 
ment  would  develop  an  enormous  Forco 
which  could  take  its  place  in  line  with ' 
the  other  Forces  of  the  Kingdom,  or  thafe  I 
it  was  going  to  extend  over  a  period  of  [ 
now   more   than    30  years.     Naturally,] 
wlien   the  Volunteer   Foi^e  thus   origi- 
nated took  root  as  a  permanent  feature 
among  the  institutions  of  the  country,  it 
was  at  once  seen  that  the  Government 
must  support  them  witli  help  both  in  i 
money  and  in  kind,  so  as  to  make  tho 
VoluntGOi*s  efficient  if  they  were   to    be 
u«efaL     As  early  as   1862  a  Rcyal  Com- 
mission was  appointed   to   consider  the 
matter,    and   the   Committee   originated! 
the  Capitation  Grant  under  which 
Volunt^i'cr   Force  have    so  long  existed. 
Since  that  time  several  Committees  and 
Commissions  have  sat  npon  the  subject  \ 
and  I  will  ask  your  Lordships  to  obeen 
that    the    net    result   of     every  one    of 
those  Committees  and  Commissions  bad 
been    an    expression    of    opinion,    firstj 
tliat     the      Volunteei*s      were      givina 
as    much   as   they   could  reasonably 
expected  to  give  to  the  Public  Service  i 
the  country ;  secondly,  that  they  wo  J 
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in  the  main  efficient ;  and,  thirdly,  that 
they  ought  to  be  still  further  helped. 
The  first  Capitation  Grant  that  was  given 
to  the  Volunteers  was  but  a  small  one. 
The  next  time  a  Commission  was 
appointed  an  additional  grant  was  given 
to  the  Volunteers,  on  the  ground  that 
with  their  increased  efficiency  and  with 
the  increased  demands  upon  them  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  do  a 
little  more  for  them.  Then  shortly 
afterwards  came  a  Committee  over  which 
I  had  the  honour  to  preside,  and  my  noble 
Friend  Lord  Wantage  was  with  me  at 
the  War  Office.  We  went  minutely 
and  during  a  very  long  period  into  the 
circumstances  connected  with  the  Volun- 
teers, and  the  result  we  arrivedatwas  that 
the  then  Capitation  Grant  was  not 
entirely  sufficient,  and  that  it — the 
deficiency — ought  to  be  supplied.  Then, 
in  the  year  1887,  Lord  Harris  presided 
over  a  Committee  which  came  very  much 
to  the  same  conclusion.  One  sentence 
especially  in  the  Report  of  that  Com- 
mittee 1  remember  very  well.  It  stated 
that  more  was  now  asked  from  them — 
I  do  not  remember  the  exact  words,  but 
that  more  had  been  required  from  the 
Volunteers,  and  that  more  ought,  there- 
fore, to  be  given  to  them.  Lord  Harris 
also  said  that  he  followed  suit  to  his 
predecessors  by  increasing  the  Capitation 
Grant  in  a  certain  form,  or  increasing, 
at  any  rate,  what  was  given  by  the 
Government.  But  now  new  demands 
are  made  upon  the  Volunteers  beyond  the 
claims  upon  their  time  and  attention. 
They  rise  to  those  new  demands 
whenever  they  can,  as  well  as 
they  can  and  as  often  as  they 
can.  In  that  respect  they  do  all 
that  in  them  lies ;  but  I  do  think  tha!t 
they  ought  to  be  supported  as  my  noble 
Friend  says,  or  if  not  to  that  extent 
tliat  at  least  they  ought  not  to  be  put  to 
further  expense.  We  are  now  asked  to 
provide  ourselves  with  great-coats, 
havresacks,  valises,  and  other  things. 
Those  things  cost  money.  My  noble 
Friend  pointed  out  that  the  grant  it  was 
proposed  to  give  was  not  sufficient  to 
provide  those  things.  Then,  if  the 
Government  does  not  provide  them,  who 
is  to  provide  them?  Either  they  must 
bo  provided  from  private  subscriptions, 
or  by  the  Volunteers  themselves.  You 
must  remember  that  the  Volunteer 
Force  has  altogether  changed  its  cha- 


racter since  its  first  inception.  At  firs* 
it  was  a  middle-class  institution.  I  have 
had  myself,  in  my  own  regiment,  men 
with  £2,000  or  £3,000  a  year  standing 
in  the  ranks,  men  of  high  official  and 
social  position  drilling  among  the 
rank  and  file.  Those  men  do  not  join 
us  now.  They  entered  the  Volunteer 
Force,  and  gave  a  good  example  at  its 
first  start;  but  those  are  not  the  men 
we  get  now.  It  has  become  a  working- 
class  movement  almost  exclusively,  and 
the  expenses  of  the  Volunteer  Corps  as 
such,  other  than  for  those  things  which 
are  provided  by  the  Government,  fall 
upon  the  officers.  All  sorts  of  expenses, 
in  short,  are  thrown  upon  the  officers. 
Very  properly  the  Government  dis- 
courages large  expenditure  upon  bands, 
or  upon  those  matters  of  show  which  are 
still  essential  to  the  very  existence  of  the 
Volunteers.  Their  camps  cost  a  great 
deal  more  money  than  the  amount 
which  the  Government  gives,  and  all  their 
equipments  cost  a  deal  great  more  than 
they  are  allowed.  Therefore,  the  officers 
are  called  upon  to  incur  a  very  large 
expenditure,  and  they  have  nobly  risen 
to  that  requirement.  I  dare  say  it 
would  astonish  some  members  of  your 
Lordships'  House  to  be  told  what  very 
large  sums  have  been  expended  upon 
rifle  ranges  and  drill  halls,  and  things  of 
that  kind,  things  of  permanent  utility  of 
which  the  Government  or  the  country 
have  had  the  benefit.  They  have  been 
mostly  obtained  from  private  sources,  and 
are  the  result  of  private  enterprise  or 
private  benevolence.  Many  a  command 
ding  officer  has  pat  down  his  thousands 
of  pounds  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
ranges  and  drill  halls.  I  do  not  suppose 
that  any  of  us  who  have  long  been  in 
command  of  regiments  have  been  able  to 
avoid  very  considerable  capital  expendi- 
ture of  that  kind,  which  could  not  be  met 
out  of  the  capitation  grant  under  any 
circumstances.  Then  that  is  not  the 
only  kind  of  expense  ;  there  are  expenses 
of  other  kinds.  In  my  own  case?,  I  know 
I  was  saddled  with  a  heavy  law  suit — 
for  I  had  to  stand  the  brunt  of  it — on 
behalf  of  my  corps.  My  corps,  like 
others,  of  course,  had  no  corporate  exist- 
ence, and  consequently  could  not  be  sued 
as  a  Corporation.  Individuals,  therefore, 
had  to  be  fixed  upon,  and  I,  as  com- 
manding officer,  was  fixed  upon,  with  a 
lieutenant   in   the   corps  who   was  also 
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acting  as  musketry  instnictor,  and  we 
Imd  an  action  brought  against  us.  I  am 
not,  of  course,  complaining  of  that  I 
oaly  mean  to  convey  to  yonr  Lordships 
that  the  officers  of  Volunteers  have 
expenses  thrust  upon  them  which  they 
unhesitatingly  incur  with  the  single 
heart  desire  to  further  the  cauwe  of 
volunteering,  but  which  your  Lordships 
will  agree  ought  not  to  be  thrust  upon 
them  ;  and  if,  in  addition  to  those  things 
which  are  borne  without  too  much 
grumbling,  and  with  the  satiiifaction  of 
knowing  that  it  is  a  patriotic  thing  to  do 
to  support  the  Volunteers,  Volunteer 
ofticers  hav*  to  put  their  hands  into 
then*  pocketfi  to  provide  these  details  of 
military  equipment  without  which,  astho 
Adjutiiut  General  very  truly  says^  the 
Volunteers  c^iunot  take  the  field,  then 
I  think  you  are  transgressing  what  my 
noble  Priend  has  very  properly  called 
the  unwritten  contract  b^jtween  the 
Volunteers  and  the  country,  and  that 
the  Government  ought  to  come  in  and 
support  those  charges,  1  do  not  want  to 
occupy  too  much  of  your  Lordships'  time 
on  this  subject,  but  merely  to  express 
my  appreciation  of,  and  acquiescence  in, 
so  much  of  my  noble  Friend's  speech  as 
says  that  the  Volunteers  ought  not 
themselves,  in  pursuit  of  perhaps  an 
ideal  efficiency,  to  be  put  to  any  further 
expense,  and  that,  at  all  events,  these 
particular  items  which  the  Adjutant- 
(ieneral  has  laid  down  as  necessary  to 
their  efficiency,  ought  to  be  supplied  at 
the  public  expense. 

Lord  WANTAGE  :  My  Lords,  what- 
ever may  be  the  result  of  this  discussion, 
and  of  the  discussion  which  has  taken 
place  in  the  other  House,  I  do  earnestly 
hope  tliat  the  officers  of  the  Volunteer 
Force,  who,  I  think  it  will  be  allowed 
are  a  most  meritorious  body,  will  not  be 
called  upon  any  further  to  put  their 
hands  in  their  f>nckets  to  make  good  the 
deficiencies  which  arise.  I  have  seen 
frequently  that  in  the  answers  given  by 
Committees  of  Inquiry  into  these 
matters  as  to  how  deficiencies  in  the 
Corps  Fund  are  made  up,  it  has  been 
stated  to  be  done  by  contributions 
from  the  officers.  That  I  am  certain  is  a 
wrong  system,  and  it  has  a  mischievous 
effect.  In  the  first  place  it  deters  many 
good  officers  from  joining  the  Force ,  and 
I  must  say  that  the  paucity  of  officers 
which  we  now  regret  to  find  in  the 
ViifcoHnf  lUfnj 


Volunteer  Force  largely  arises  from  the 
demands  which  are    made    upon    their 
fKxikets.      It   also  deters  many  of  tho0e 
deserving  and  excellent  officers  who  quit 
the  Army,  or  are  pressed  out  d  it  in  the 
full  majority  of  their  age,  from  taking  up 
duties  which  they  otherwise  would  do- 
My  Lonis,  in  regard  to  this  question  of 
equipment,  it   seems   to   me  we   are  in 
danger^  and   I   am    speaking   especially 
now  of  the  Volunteers,   of  being  called 
upon  to  play  the  game  known  as  **No 
friend   of  mine,"  in    which  one   of  the 
players  is  pushed   about  by   the  others 
from  side  t^  side,  until  at  last  he  has  had 
enough  of  it,  gets  tired  of  the  game,  and 
will  not  play  any  more.      The  difficulty 
with  regard  to  this  grant  has  arisen,  I 
think,  from  what  I  would  describe  as  a 
muddle, in  which  some  very  distinguished 
persons     have    taken  a    part.      Firsts,  I 
would  mention  the'late  Lord  Mayor  ;  then 
I  would  say  the  Adjutant  General,  and 
thirdly,  the  Secretary'  of  State  for  War. 
The  late  Lord  Mayor  ctvme  very  gallantly 
to  the  f  njnt — I  cannot  in  any  way  blame 
him — and  announced  that  he  was  going 
to  raise  what  he  called  a  Patriotic  Fund. 
That  fund,  however,  was  for  the  purpose 
of  equipping  only  a  very  small  portion, 
about    one-eighth    of  the    Force.      He 
mentioned  a  large  sum  of  money  which 
he    was   going  to  raise,  but  he  did  not 
succeed  in  getting  much  more  than  half 
of  it.     Simultaneously  with  the  proposal 
to  raise  that  fund  by  the  lat<?  Lord  Mayor, 
but  not  in  the  least  in  conceH  with  him, 
a  Circular  of  Instructions  was  issued  by  I 
the    Adjutant     General,     addressed    to) 
general  officers,  brigadiers,  and  others  who 
are  in  the  habit  of  inspecting  Volunteers,  ( 
and  it  gave  an  Instruction  which  I  think 
was  perfectly  right.      It  states  that   if 
'  Volunteer  Corps  have  not  those  articles  . 
wliich  are  absolutely  necessary  in  taking  | 
the  field  they  should  be  pronounced  in- 
efficient.    Now,  I  have   heard  it  rather 
pressed  that  this  Circular  of  the  Adjutant  i 
General   of    last   May    should    be    with-| 
drawn  ;    but  I  think  if  that  is  so  those  | 
general   officers,    brigadiers,  and   other 
would  be  placed  in  this  ridiculous  position,J 
that   when    tbey   inspect    a   Volunteer 
Corps  they  would    have  to  say,  "  Thia 
Corps  is  thoroughly  efficient  except  ii 
possessing  all  those  articles  which  would 
enable  it   to  take  the  field,"     Thei]  the" 
Secretary  of   State  for  War  took   some 
part  in  this  matter,  but  ho  did  so  more  ~ 
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in  the  character  of  a  private  individual. 
He  attended  the  meeting  of  the  Lord 
Mayor,  and  spoke  in  favour  of  raising 
this  Equipment  Fund.  He  sat  next 
to  that  distinguished  field  marshal,  Lord 
Napier,  whose  death  we  all  so  greatly 
regret,  and  he  heard  Lord  Napier  say 
that  it  was  impossible  the  Volunteers 
could  hold  the  field  for  one  week  without 
this  proper  and  necessary  equipment. 
Therefore,  my  Lords,  we  appear  to  be  in 
this  position  :  that  there  is  no  doubt  as 
to  the  necessity  for  these  things  being 
supplied,  but  we  are  in  the  difficulty  of 
not  knowing  who  is  to  provide  the  funds. 
As  has  been  pointed  out  by  previous 
speakers,  the  resources  of  the  public 
have  been  entirely  dried  up  since  what 
took  place  in  the  House  of  Commons  and 
the  statement  in  the  Adjutant  General's 
Circular.  But  in  speaking  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  I  do  not  wish  to 
dwell  so  much  upon  what  he  has  not 
done  as  upon  what  he  has  done,  and,  as 
it  is  so  thoroughly  germane  to  the  whole 
question  of  the  Volunteers,  I  cannot 
resist  for  the  moment  pointing  out 
what  he  has  done.  There  has  been  no 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  within  my 
experience  who  has  done  so  well  and  so 
wisely  for  the  Volunteer  Force.  He  has 
given  them  an  organisation  and  place 
among  the  great  defences  of  the  country 
which  they  never  had  before.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  no  doubt, 
feels  a  little  disappointed  at  the  adverse 
part  taken  by  Volunteers  in  the  recent 
Vote  in  another  place,  who  ought  to  have 
remembered  how  much  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  has  done  for  the  Volunteer 
Force;  yet  those  Volunteers  have  this 
excuse,  that,  in  proportion  as  they  are 
being  more  and  more  pressed  and  en- 
couraged to  take  up  a  responsible  position 
in  the  defence  of  the  country — gratify- 
ing, no  doubt,  as  that  is  to  the  Volunteers 
themselves,  yet  they  must  ba  conscious 
that  when  they  are  put  in  this  honour- 
able position  much  heavier  obligations 
rest  upon  them.  And  if  they  now  ask 
for  some  additional  allowances,  and  take 
part  in  a  Vote  which  has  been  described 
as  a  Party  Vote,  I  think  some  excuse 
must  be  made  for  theuL  But,  my  Lords, 
I  want  to  say  a  few  words  more  about 
what  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  has 
done  for  the  Volunteer  Force.  He  has 
given  the  Volunteer  Force  a  brigade 
organisation  which,  in  my  humble  judg- 


ment, is  of  the  greatest  possible  advantage. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  have,  as  we  have 
had  for  the  last  30  years,  a  number  of  very 
efficient  Regiments  ;  but  without  a  bri- 
gade organisation  really  they  were  very 
inefficient  troops.  When  turned  over  to 
a  general  officer  to  be  taken  in  hand 
those  regiments  could  not  be  made  use 
of.  The  question  whether  troops  can  be 
made  useful  or  not'  rests  entirely 
upon  this  :  if  they  are  handed 
over  to  a  general  officer  as  regiments 
they  are  useless,  but  if  they  are  handed 
over  as  brigades  then  the  general  officer 
can  handle  them.  He  can  give  them  a 
proper  position  in  an  Army  Corps,  and 
he  at  once  knows  how  to  use  that 
machinery  which  is  placed  in  his  hands. 
For  30  years  we  have  been  without  this 
organisation,  and  now  I  am  thankful  to 
say  that  we  have  a  very  complete  brigade 
organisation,  which  is  entirely  under  the 
control  of  the  Volunteer  Officers  with  the 
brigadiers,  brigade  majors,  and  the 
whole  stafF  composed  of  Volunteers 
themselves.  So  that,  on  an  emergency 
arising,  we  should  not  have  to  call  in  the 
assistence  of  the  regular  Army,  but  be 
able  at  once  to  take  the  position  we  might 
be  called  upon  to  fill.  It  strikes  me  as 
a  matter  of  very  considerable  surprise, 
because  so  very  little  notice  has  been 
taken  of  it,  that  in  addition  to  this  bri- 
gade organisation  we  have  had  unfolded 
to  us  a  most  complete  scheme  of  organisa- 
tion and  decentralisation  which  has  been 
very  carefully  worked  out.  Practical 
positions  have  been  purchased  or  obtained 
all  over  the  country.  Those  sites  have 
had  no  masonry  erected  upon  ihem — no 
necessity  of  that  kind,  I  am  thankful  to 
say,  has  been  imposed  upon  us — but  a 
great  deal  of  trench  work  has  been  done, 
and  all  the  works  necessary  might  easily 
be  thrown  up.  So  that  in  a  moment  of 
emergency  the  Volunteers  would  be  able 
to  march  to  the  technical  position,  and 
they  would  there  find  all  that  is  necessary 
for  their  equipment  supplied,  and  the 
whole  thing  would  work  as  easily  88 
possible.  I  hope  my  noble  Friend 
Lord  Brownlow,  who  occupies  a  post 
which  I  am  sure  he  will  fill  with  great 
success  from  his  experience  with  this 
particular  branch  of  the  Public  Service, 
may  some  day,  acting  in  conjunction  with 
his  Chief,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
sit  in  his  room,  and  be  able  to  ring  his 
bell  and  say  that  the  Volunteers  are  to 
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proceed  to  their  stations  as  may  be 
desired.  We  shall  then  be  able  to  get  a 
magnificent  rehearsal  of  what  can 
be  done,  and  one  which  wonld  inspire 
confidence  both  in  this  country  and 
abroad.  If  I  might  be  allowed  to  add  a 
small  criticism  of  the  speech  which  was 
delivered  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  in  the  House  of  Commons,  when 
he  unfolded  the  scheme  which  has  been 
spoken  of,  I  would  for  a  moment  call 
attention  to  this.     He  said — 

**  The  second  line  of  defence  will  be  occu- 
pied solely  by  Volunteers." 

He  then  went  on  to  say — 

"We  shall  have  at  least  18  Brigades  of  In- 
fantry, and  216  guns  allotted  to  them.  It  may 
be  said  that  this  force  is  not  sufficiently  mobile 
to  constitute  a  thoroughly  efficient  Field  Army ; 
to  which  it  is  opposed  that  it  is  not  so  intended, 
and  that  it  may  be  doubted,  with  the  compara- 
tiyoly  small  amount  of  time  which  the  mass  of 
our  volunteers  and^their  officers  are  abIe,togive 
to  their  work,  whether  it  would  be  possible  to 
organise  them  as  a  Field  Army.'* 

My  Lords,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  think  in 
this  speech  there  is  rather,  as  ifc  appears 
to  me,  the  source  of  what  may  be  mis- 
chief. These  Brigades  are  to  be  placed ; 
the  officers  to  command  them  are  to  be 
told  that  in  no  case  are  these  troops  to 
be  used  as  a  Field  Army .  The  officer  will 
say  that  he  will  attend  to  those  orders. 
An  emergency  arises  :  he  finds  it  impos- 
sible to  adhere  to  those  instructions; 
and  then  those  troops  are  at  once 
launched  into  the  field,  and  have  to  do 
duties  which  it  has  been  declared  they 
are  not  fit  for.  I  say  that  is  putting  the 
Volunteers  to  duties  to  which  you  ought 
not  to  put  them,  and  I  hope  they  will 
not  be  put  to  work  for  which  they 
have  been  declared  unfit.  Neither  do  I 
think  that  they  ought  to  be  so  inefficiently 
equipped  as  to  be  unfit.  I  think  this 
portion  of  the  speech  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  has  led  up  to  the  position 
of  some  difficulty  in  which  we  are.  I  have 
taken  what  I  may  call  a  technical  regi- 
ment of  eight  companies,  consisting  of  80 
men  per  company  ;  that  gives  640  men, 
all  of  whom  I  take  as  efficient.  Every 
man  being  efficient  the  regiment  will 
■  earn  the  full  Capitation  Grant  of  £1,120. 
That  is  all  that  the  Volunteer 
regiment  will  get.  Out  of  that 
sum  the  regiment  has  to  equip  itself 
with  headquarters,  pay  for  the  hire  of 
rooms,  ranges,  uniform,  band  and  interest. 
If  you  will  permit  me  I  will  shortly  state 
Lwd  Wantage 


what  are  the  items  which  the  War  Office 
declare  not  to  be  necessary  and  inadmis- 
sible towards  allowance  for  grants.  There 
is  the  cost  of  attending  Reviews ;  a  por- 
tion of  bands  only  are  admissible ;  pay- 
ment of  men  in  camp  is  not  admissible. 
Then  we  come  to  greatcoats,  haversacks, 
mess  tins,  and  pouches  to  carry  70 
rounds.  There  are  other  matters  which 
are  not  admissible,  such  as  an  extra  pair  of 
boots,  and  the  like.  When  the  War 
Office  declare  that  these  things  are 
not  admissible,  they  are  under  the  delu- 
sion, as  I  think,  that  the  Volunteers  will 
never  be  called  upon  to  act  in  the 
field.  When  they  have  come  to  the  con- 
viction that  that  view  is  incorrect, 
then,  as  a  matter  of  course,  these 
greatcoats,  mess  tins,  haversacks  and 
pouches  will  bo  made  admissible.  Those 
of  your  Lordships  who  are  Volunteers 
know  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary  when 
a  man  goes  into  camp  that  he  should 
have  either  a  valise  or  a  pack  to  put  his 
things  in.  I  quite  admit  that  a  valise  is 
not  the  best  thing,  because  it  is  not 
desirable  that  men  should  be  called  upon 
to  march  carrying  their  valises  upon 
their  shoulders ;  but  I  do  say  that  if 
these  men  are  to  go  into  camp  they  must 
have  some  form  of  pack  or  knapsack  in 
which  their  things  are  to  be  put.  In 
that  pack  they  ought  to  have  at  least  a 
pair  of  boots,  a  pair  of  socks,  and  a 
change  of  linen.  That  is  not  much  to 
ask  for,  and  it  is  within  the  Adjutant 
General's  category  of  what  is  to  be 
granted  when  the  regiments  are 
mobilised.  I  hope  Gt)vemment  will  take 
into  consideration  the  fact  that  these 
things  are  necessary,  and  will  at  an  early 
date  give  the  Volunteer  Force  some  sum 
— perhaps  the  two  guineas  spoken  of  by 
the  Adjutant  General— for  procuring 
these  necessary  articles. 

♦Lord  SANDHURST:  My  Lords,  I 
only  wish  to  interpose  for  a  moment 
to  say  a  few  words  with  regard  to  the 
Circular  issued  in  May  last  by  the 
Adjutant  General.  I  cannot  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down 
that  it  is  a  satisfactory  document.  I 
think  it  may  be  satisfactory  after  this  full 
equipment  has  been  given.  It  says  that 
after  a  date  to  be  named  the  possession 
of  this  extra  equipment  will  be  made  a 
condition  of  efficiency;  that  their  pro- 
duction for  inspection  will  be  necessary, 
in  order  that  the  Capitation  Grant  may 
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be  earned  ;  which  means,  I  presume,  that 
the  Capitation  Grant  will  be  withheld  if 
this  equipment  is  not  produced ;  but  if  it 
is  withheld,  that,  would  entirely  cut  away 
the  ground  from  under  the  feet  of  that 
particular  corps  and  cause  its  disband- 
ment.  Something  was  said  upon  this 
point  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  it 
was  stated  on  behalf  of  the  Grovernment 
that  the  actual  meaning  of  the  Circular 
was  not  what  was  supposed.  I  should  be 
glad  of  some  assurance  from  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  forWar  thatthatportion 
of  this  Circular  would  be  suspended,  if 
not  withdrawn,  until  the  equipment  is 
obtained,  so  that  it  may  not  strike  such 
terror  as  it  does  among  the  commanding 
officers.  The  effect  of  this  would  be  the 
disbanding  of  the  corps,  which  would  be 
practically  the  same  thing,  I  think,  as 
cutting  off  a  man's  head  to  cure  him  of  a 
cold  in  his  head.  I  agree  generally  with 
what  has  been  said  by  noble  Lords, 
who  have  had  great  experience  upon 
this  subject.  I  think,  if  we  are  to  main- 
tain the  Volunteer  Force  as  a  useful 
body,  it  should  be  properly  maintained. 
With  regard  to  the  Fund  which  was  got 
up  by  the  Lord  Mayor,  I  admire  the 
public  spirit  of  the  subscribers ;  but  I 
think  it  is  likely  to  tell  unfairly  through- 
out the  country.  In  a  rich  Metropolis 
like  London,  no  doubt  such  a  Fund  can 
be  provided,  and  in  certain  other  districts 
money  could  be  procured,  but  there  are 
other  districts  where  it  could  not ;  and 
this  immediate  effect  would  result— that 
half  your  force  will  be  fully-equipped, 
and  the  other  half  will  be  without  equip- 
ment. The  Committees  which  have  sat 
upon  the  question  of  the  Volunteers  do  not 
seem  to  have  been  thoroughly  successful; 
and  I  hope  when  the  noble  Lord  consults 
with  his  colleagues  at  the  War  Office 
these  questions  will  receive  careful  con- 
sideration, and  that  something  permanent 
may  be  the  result  of  it. 

*Earl  BROWNLOW  :  My  Lords, -the 
subject  which  has  been  brought  before 
the  House  by  the  noble  Earl  to-night  is 
one  which  has  lately  been  considered  both 
by  the  Volunteers  and  by  the  pubHc. 
I  am  glad  that  the  noble  Earl,  by  bring- 
ing the  subject  forward,  has  given  me 
an  opportunity  of  making  a  statement 
upon  the  matter  in  your  Lordships' 
House,  where  the  Volunteer  Force  is  so 
well  and  so  ably  represented,  and  I  trust 
that  the  effect  of  this  statement  may 


be,  at  any  rate,  to  remove  cer- 
tain misconceptions  and  misunder- 
standings which  appear  to  exist  The 
idea  has  got  about,  I  do  not  know  how 
or  whence,  but  I  am  clear  that  it  exists, 
that  the  present  Administration  has  not 
been  favourablis  to  the  Volunteers. 
When  we  come  to  consider  what  has 
been  done  for  the  Volunteers  during  the 
last  few  years  I  think  your  Lordships 
will  agree  with  me,  in  the  first  place, 
that  no  thinking  man  could  bring  such 
an  accusation  against  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War.  That  point  has 
already  been  ably  dealt  with  by  Lord 
Wantage.  Battalions  hate  been  told  off 
into  Brigades,  and  those  Brigades  have 
been  placed  under  the  command  of  the 
most  competent  and  zealous  Brigadiers 
that  it  has  been  possible  to  find.  Then, 
again,  the  Volunteers  have  been  en- 
couraged to  join  Brigade  camps  ;  and  I 
think  every  Volunteer  will  admit  that 
the  allowances  for  Brigade  camps  to  en- 
able Volunteers  to  take  advantage  of  this 
very  excellent  military  training  has  been 
given  on  a  very  liberal  scale.  Again, 
arrangements  have  been  in  progress  by 
which  Volunteers,  when  mobilised,  will 
be  able  to  receive  their  stores  without  any 
friction  and  without  any  confusion.  And, 
finally,  during  the  present  Administration 
the  Grant  in  favour  of  the  Volun- 
teers has  been  increased  altogether 
by  the  very  large  sum  of  £160,000 
a  year.  Your  Lordships,  no  doubt, 
remember,  and  it  has  been  stated  already 
to-night,  that  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Volunteer  movement  there  was  no 
Capitation  Grant  at  all.  The  Capitation 
Grant,  I  think,  was  first  instituted  in 
1862,  and  since  that  time  it  has  been 
contmually  considered  and  re-considered 
by  Committees  at  the  War  Office.  The 
last  of  those  Committees  was  the  Com- 
mittee presided  over  by  Lord  Harris  in  . 
the  year  1887,  and  that  Committee  re- 
commended in  its  Report  that  the  Grant 
should  be  increased  from  30s.  to  35s.  I 
wish  to  remind  your  Lordships  that  the 
same  policy  has  always  been  adhered  to 
from  the  very  beginning  of  tlie  Volun- 
teer movement,  and  that  policy  is  that 
the  Volunteers  should  be  given  a  Capita- 
tion Grant,  and  that  with  the  aid  of  that 
Capitation  Grant  they  should  find  their 
own  clothing  and  equipment.  The 
Capitation  Grant  has  been  from  time  to 
time  increased  to  enable  the  Volunteers 
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to  find  what  is  necessary  for  them. 
But  I  wish  diatinctlj  to  point  out 
tliat  the  poUcy  of  28  years  has 
never  been  altered ;  and  I  can  only 
say  this — that  I  be!ieve  the  pretjent 
Govern  til  flit,  or  any  future  Government, 
will  consider  the  matter  thoroughly  and 
fully,  and  see  that  really  good  reasons  are 
given  beforLt  deimrting  from  the  policy 
which  has  l^een  pursued  during  that 
period.  I  will  also  ask  your  Lordships 
to  remember  that  it  is  under  this  policy 
that  the  Volunteers  have  now  risen  to 
be  a  great  and  permanent  source  of 
strength  to  the  country,  I  will  now 
refer  to  the  Adjutant  GeneraVs  Letter. 
It  is  dated  the  28th  May,  1889.  In  that 
Letter  the  Adjutant  General  divides  the 
equipmimt  of  Volunteers  into  three 
heads,  out  into  two,  as  the  noble  Earl 
stated.  Probably  he  thought  the  third 
so  unimportant  that  he  did  not  care  to 
notice  it.  The  first  head  consists  of 
greatctmts,  ha^-resacks,  water  bottles, 
and  mess  tins.  The  second  head  com- 
prises what  is  necessary  to  make  a 
Volunteer  corps  efficient  in  ctise  of 
mobilisation,  which  is  to  be  pur- 
chased for  the  ^2  2s  Od,  And  the  third 
head  comprises  the  articles  of  camp 
eqaipment  which  would  be  issued  on 
mobilisation.  As  regards  this  third 
head,  I  do  not  think  I  need  trouble 
your  LorA^hips  ;  I  will  only  touch  upon 
the  second  head  of  articles  to  bopnrchasE-d 
for  the  X2  2s.  Od.  The  noble  Earl  asked 
whether  that  sum  was  intended  to  b(j 
spent  for  the  articles  which  had  been 
obtained  before.  I  can  only  say  it  was 
not  so  intended,  but  only  for  articles 
which  would  hav^e  to  be  obtained  in  a 
hurry.  Then  with  regard  to  the  great- 
coats, havresacks,  water  bottles,  and  mesa 
tins.  I  should  like  to  call  attention  to 
the  words  used  in  the  Adjutant  Generar^ 
Letter.  He  says  that  the  inquiries  of 
the  various  Committees  which  have 
examined  into  the  subject  of  Capitation 
Grants,  and  the  accounts  received  in  this 
office,  sbow  tliat  with  the  £2  2s.  Od. 
there  will  bu  stiffieient  to  cover  all  the 
articles  mentioned  in  Class  L  He  then 
goes  on  to  say  that  the  articles  can  be 
obtained  without  difficulty,  j>nd  will  be 
covered  by  the  instalments  as  they  be- 
come due.  Now,  in  the  year  1888  we 
obtained  a  Return  of  the  equipments 
possessed  by  different  corps  at  thnt  time, 
and  we  found  that  out  of  190  Bj.ttalions, 
£arl  lirowiilow 


131   were  possessed  of  haversacks,  and 
86  were  possessed   of   water  bottles.     I 
would  remind  your  Lordships  that  this 
was  at  a  time  before  any  pressure  at  all 
had  been  put  upon  theVolunteers,  I  think 
it  is  only  reason«ible,  seeing  that  so  large 
a  number  of  the  Volunteer  Corps  havo  i 
supplied  themselves  with  these  articles, 
that  we  should  consider  the  time  waa  1 
approaching     when     the     whole    Force 
should  be  equally  well  suppHed,     I  liave 
not   mentioned   the    greatccnits   because 
they  were  only  referred  to  in  the  Return  \ 
of  1888.     There  was  no  Return  except 
for  greatcoats  for  either   18><7   or  1889. 
It  is  necessary  to  get  a  Return  on  that 
head,  because  the  Government  gives  2s, 
per   man  for   greatcoats,  and   a    Return  ] 
was  necessary  in  order  to  tind  out  what  ] 
the  Government  will  have  to  |my.     In 
1887,  before  the  capitation    grant   was  . 
raised  to  358.,  the  Volunteers  had  40,040  | 
greatcoats ;  in  1888  the  number  had  risen 
to  67,402,  and  the  grant  paid  for  those ) 
greatcoats   amounted  to   £0,740.      Thi^l 
was  before  the  Adjutant  Gene raUs  Ijetter] 
was  published.     In  1?58^  the  number  o£ 
great^^oats  was  94,303,  and  the  sum  given  | 
to   the  Volunteers   for  those   greatcoats  ' 
was  £9,430.    The  number  of  greatcoats 
increased  during  those  three  years  very 
rapidly,  and  it  was  hoped  that  the  time 
would  not  be  far  distant,  if  the  increase  I 
went   on   as    rapidly,    when   the    whole  i 
force  would  be  equipped  with  greatcoats  1 
in   addition   to  their   other   equipment. 
Now,    the     passage     in    the    Adjutant| 
Generars  Letter  which   has  caused  thoJ 
most  comment  is  this,  *'  After  a  date  tol 
be    hereafter   named,   the  possession  of 
these  articles  is  to  be  made  a  condition  of 
efficiency."     It  has  been  supposed,  and  I 
quite  admit  that  the  words  might  be  a 
little  misleading,  that  those  words  meant 
some  immediately  approaching  date  t^  befl 
hereafter  named.       That   was    not    the 
intention  of  the  Circular.     The  intention, 
was  that  aftor  these  etjuiproents  had  been 
fully,  or  very  nearly  found,  a  date  mighl 
then  be  fixed  after  which  the  Volunteers 
would   be   compelled    t*>   produce    thosa 
things  to  prove   their  efficiency,  in  ordef 
ttj  show  that  they  were  keeping  up  their 
supply.     That  was   the   intention  of 
C insular.    However,  I  am  perfectly  readj 
to   admit   that  it   might  he  thought  tfl 
possess  some  other  construction,  and  I  am 
glad,  therefore,  to  have  this  opportunity 
of  explaining  the  matter  to  the  Uoujsq. 
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With  regard  to  this  point,  that  the 
Adjutant  General  believes  the  things 
will  be  obtained  as  the  instalments 
become  due,  there  have  been  complaints 
that  the  Volunteers  have  been  nnable  to 
find  tradesmen  who  would  enable  them 
to  procure  these  things  and  pay  o£E  the 
cost  by  means  of  the  grant.  I  can  only 
say  that  if  the  commanding  oflBcers  of 
Volunteer  Corps  would  like  to  consult 
with  the  Clothing  Department  of  the 
War  Office,  that  Department  would  be 
glad  to  give  them  any  advice  in  their 
power  with  regard  to  the  choice  of  trades- 
men and  the  means  of  providingthe  equip- 
ment. There  is  in  store  at  this 
moment  a  considerable  number  of  part 
worn  greatcoats — that  is  a  technical 
term  which  may  mislead,  because  they 
ar3  really  the  very  same  goods  which 
have  been  served  out  to  Volunteers 
in  camp  for  several  years  past ;  most  of 
them  are  in  very  good  condition,  and  the 
whole  number  are  available  to  be  sold  to 
Volunteer  Corps,  if  they  would  like  to 
purchase  them,  at  a  very  reasonable 
rate.  As  your  Lordships  are,  I  daresay, 
aware,  under  these  circumstances  the 
Volunteer  Corps  would  be  able  to  have 
three  years*  credit  to  pay  off  the  debt. 
That  is  laid  down  in  the  Volunteer 
Regulations.  I  should  like  to  call  your 
Lordships*  attention  to  tbis  point — that 
in  the  Adjutant  Generars  Letter  there  is 
not  a  single  word  said  about  raising 
voluntary  subscriptions.  The  Adjutant 
Genei-al  assumes  tiiat  the  grant  of  £2  2s. 
will  be  sufficient  to  provide  these  things. 
He  does  not  say  one  word  about  the 
money  being  raised  in  any  other  way 
than  by  the  capitation  grant.  It  may 
be  said  that  though  sul^riptions  have 
not  been  absolutely  asked  for  they  have 
not  been  discouraged.  Certainly,  I  do 
not  see  why  the  Government  should  dis- 
courage subscriptions  which  show  the 
interest  the  country  takes  in  our  Volun- 
teer Corps ;  and  in  many  cases  some  such 
subscriptions  have  been  started,  and 
notably  in  London.  I  believe  in  some 
places  the  equipment  which  has  been 
provided  for  the  Volunteers  is  very  con- 
siderably in  excess  of  anything  the 
Government  has  asked  for  or  demanded. 
I  have  no  official  knowledge  of  the  fact, 
but  I  think  we  may  see  for  ourselves 
Volunteers  going  through  the  streets 
with  a  very  full  equipment  indeed — 
much  more  so  than  is  required  by  the  I 


Circular.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  have  endea- 
voured to  explain,  as  far  as  I  can,  the 
action  of  Heir  Majesty*s  Government  in 
the  past ;  and  as  regards  the  future  I  am 
afraid  on  this  matter  it  is  impossible  for 
me  to  say  much,  or,  indeed,  anything 
definite.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
perfectly  recognise  that  after  the  Vote  of 
the  House  of  Commons  the  other  night 
the  whole  question  will  have  to  be  re- 
considered, and  what  the  result  of  this 
re-consideration  may  be  it  is  impossible 
for  me  to  say  at  this  moment.  But  I 
can  give  your  Lordships  this  assurance 
at  least,  that  in  considering  this  matter 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  have  but 
one  object  in  view,  and  that  is  that  those 
who  give  their  time  and  services  for 
nothing  to  the  country  shall,  when  the 
time  of  need  comes,  be  able  to  turn  out 
and  take  their  place  in  any  great  struggle, 
with  an  ample  and  sufficient  equipment 

LICENSING    ACT   (1872)    AMENDMENl 
BILL.— (No.  35.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read 
ing  read. 

♦Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  My  Lords,  I  did 
not  intend  to  trouble  your  Lordships  at 
any  length  in  moving  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill,  but  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  Bramwell  was  good  enough  to 
inform  me  this  morning  that  it  was  his 
intention  to  move  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill,  and,  therefore,  I  shall  be  obliged  to 
trouble  your  Lordships  with  some  argu- 
ments in  its  favour.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  is  always  a  very  formidable 
antagonist,  and  at  the  present  moment  I 
am  quite  in  the  dark  as  to  what  the 
nature  of  his  objections  may  be.  I  may 
state  that  I  have  had  sent  to  me  by  post 
a  Circular  upon  this  matter ;  but  I  am 
quite  sure  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  no  hand  in  drawing  it  up,  because, 
although  it  bears  upon  the  same  subject 
which  was  dealt  with  in  the  Bill  of  last 
year,  it  has  no  bearing  upon  the  Bill  as  it 
at  present  stands  before  the  House.  Your 
Lordships  will  see  for  yourselves  that  in 
the  Bill  of  1890,  though  the  number  of 
words  omitted  or  inserted,  as  compared 
with  the  Bill  of  last  year,  is  not  large, 
yet  that  a  vast  change  has  been  made  in 
the  whole  scope  and  operation  of  the 
Bill.  The  Bill  of  last  year  affected  all 
refreshment  rooms  licensed  for  tlic  sale  of 
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intoxicating  liquors,  wheilier  already 
licensed  or  to  be  hereafter  licensed. 
Objection  was  taken  last  yean  as  objection 
has  been  taken  in  the  Circnlar  to  which 
I  refer,  tjiat  it  would  be  quite  impossible 
to  binng  sucli  provisions  to  bear  upon 
already  existing  licensed  refreshment 
rooms,  without  entailing  great  difficulty 
in  bringing  the  law  into  operation^  and 
without  throwing  a  great  deal  of  hard- 
ship upon  tboso  who  hod  invested 
their  capital  upm  the  launcliin^ 
of  those  undertakings ;  and  thongli  I 
may  regret  the  limitation  uf  the  scop.*  of 
liho  Bill,  Btill  it  has  the  advantage  that  it 
now  steers  clear  of  all  that  class  of  objec- 
fcions.  It  does  not  interfere  with  exists 
ing  licenseB  ;  it  does  not  interfere  in  any 
way  witli  refreshment  rooms  at  present 
licensed  ;  it  dt>es  not  restrict  any  existing 
right  or  put  any  burden  upon  people  in 
respect  of  them  which  they  ought  not  to 
bear.  Now,  why  do  I  say  this?  For 
this  reason  :  that  in  the  Bill  of  the  pre- 
sent  year  the  important  words  are 
omitted  which  were  in  the  Bill  of  last 
year,  providing  that  the  Licensing  Au- 
thorities should  neither  grant  any  new 
license,  nor  renew  any  existing  license. 
Those  words  have  been  left  out.  There- 
fore, the  scope  of  the  present  Bill  is 
considerably  diminished,  and  it  is  no 
longer  open  to  the  objections  which 
were  levelled  at  the  Bill  of  last 
year.  I  am  quite  sure  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Ijord  will  appreciate  the 
distinction  which  has*  been  made,  and 
that  the  objections  he  may  make  will  be 
quite  distinct  from  those  put  forward  in 
the  Circular  to  which  I  refer.  In  the 
Circular  it  is  said  that  it  is  intended  to 
extend  the  waiting  accommodation. 
That  is  not  the  purpose  of  mj  Bill. 
It  is  to  provide  that  where  there 
is  no  proper  waiting  accommodation, 
such  accommodation  shall  Ije  provided, 
in  the  interest  and  for  the  comfort  of 
the  ordinary  traveller.  The  object 
of  the  Bill  is  not  to  provide  luxuries, 
but  to  provide  that  where  waiting  rooms 
do  not  exist  at  the  present  time  they 
should  be  provided  at  Railway  Stations 
where  refreshment  rooms  already  exist, 
I  need  nt>t  take  up  your  Lordships'  time 
by  pointing  out  that  the  existence  of 
licensed  refreshment  rooms  is  a  ques* 
tion  whicli  must  be  regarded  by 
Parliament  ;  and,  putting  aside  the 
objections  against  the  Bill  of  last  year 
Earl  Beauchamp 


as  to  interfering  with  existing  arrange- 
ments, and    looking   to  the    Hcensea    to 
be    hereafter  granted,    nobody   cau    say 
that  Parliament  may  not  pri^perly  im-, 
pose  such  conditions  as  it  thinks  oughfei 
to  he  imposed  in  the  interests  of  those f 
who  have  t^D  travel  by  railway,     I  need! 
not  draw  harrowing  pictures*  but  I  wishl 
to  point  out  that  of  necessity  where  ft| 
refreshment    room   is   licensed    it    pre- 
supposes the  existence  of  a  considerable  I 
amount    of     railway    passenger    traffic. 
Now,  that  traffic  comprises  persons  of  all  I 
ages,  classes,  tastes,  and  habits,  and    it] 
seems  to  me  a  very  great  hardship  that] 
all  travellers,  whatever  their   age,  sex,] 
tastes,  or  habits  may  be,  should  be  com- 
pelled to  t:»ke  shelter  from  the  weatherl 
in  what  may  be  very  little  better  than] 
drinking   saJoons.     That  is   r^uite   ap&rt| 
from  the  interests  of  temperance  ;   bufei 
I  think,  apart  from  those  interests,  there  * 
is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  in  favour   of  I 
my  contention.  If  you  look  at  it  from  this  I 
point  of  view  ordinary  mankind  may  very  I 
properly  be  divided  into  three  classes  lu] 
relation  to  tlie  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors.  I 
There     are     those     whoso      steadiness  j 
of  purpose  is  such  that  if  they  desire  to  I 
drink  hquors  they  may  trust  themselves 
to  take  them  in  moderation  wli  ether  in  rail- 
way stations  or  in  drinking  saloons  :  there 
are  other  persons  who  neglect  no  oppor- 
tunity   which    comes   in    their   way   of  I 
wetting  their  whistles    and    quenching 
their  thirst  :  and  there  is  a  third  and  very 
large  proportion  of  travellers  who  neither 
possess  the  steadiness  of  pur|xise  of  tem- 
perance theorists,  nor  are  yet  always  seek- 
ing opportunities  to  allay  their  thirst,  but 
whoare  liable  to  be  acted  upon  by  the  influ- 
ences to  which  they  are  subjected,  and  who 
are  not  t»f  sufficiently  strong  purpose  to  re- 
sist temptation  when  it  is  thrown  in  their 
way.     I  am  by   no   means  a  friend    of 
grandmotherly    legislation,  and    in   my 
humble  way  1  have  done  something  to 
prevent  it.     This  Circular  says  that  this 
Bill  is  intended  to  strike  a  blow  at  the 
Licensed  Victuallers  ;  I  have  great  re- 
spect for  Licensed  Victuallers,     I   had 
the  honour,  in  1874,  to  take  chaise  of  a 
Bill  in  the  interests  of  that  very  respect- 
able  body  of  men.  which  obtained  their] 
support.     But  while  I  am  desirous  that  I 
the  legitimate  interests  of  the  Licensed 
Victuallers    should   be  protected,   I  do 
not  desire  that  every  traveller,  whether 
he  wishes  it  or  not,  if  he  haji  to  shelter 
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himself  in  bitter  weather  from  wind  or 
storm  shall  be  driven  to  compete  with 
the  jostling  crowds  at  the  counter  and 
tables  of  a  refreshment  room.  I  do  not 
see  what  right,  when  the  interests  of 
the  Licensed  Victuallers  are  protected, 
they  have  to  insist  that  everybody  shonld 
be  exposed,  whether  they  will  or  not,  to 
the  influence  of  drink.  I  take  it  the 
Railway  Companies  are  bound  to  provide 
proper  accommodation  for  their  tra- 
vellers;  and  can  that  be  called  proper 
accommodation  which  does  not  secure 
adequate  shelter  without  exposing,  thorn 
to  the  great  inconvenience  and  discomfort 
of  going  into  a  refreshment  room,  whether 
it  be  large  or  small  ?  Now,  I  have 
curious  testimony  to  bring  before  your 
Lordships  in  this  matter.  An  eminetit 
Divine,  who  is  known  to  many  of  your 
Lordsliips,  writes  from  a  junction  where 
he  was  delayed  for  an  hour  between  two 
trains,  and  he  says — 

'*  Perhaps  the  condition  of  things  which  I  am 
now  anpleasantly  experiencing  may  be  useful 
to  you  in  the  discussion  on  your  Bill  about  rail- 
way stations.  A  polite  official  has  just  informed 
me  that  there  is  no  waiting  room  for  gentle- 
men at  this  large  station  except  the  refresh- 
ment rooms.  Into  one  of  these  I  made  my 
way,  and  found  it  j^ervaded  by  a  pungent 
odour  of  beer  and  whiskey,  with  loud  chatter 
going  on,  and  with  doors  on  each  side  so  as  to 
form  a  passage  through  from  one  platform  to 
the  other.  I  was  a  little  sceptical  at  one  time 
as  to  the  need  for  your  Bill,  but  certainly,  in 
point  of  comfort  as  well  as  temperance,  I  am 
now  of  a  different  opinion." 

That,  as  I  have  said,  has  been  sent  to  me 
by  a  traveller  who  was  waiting  for  an 
hour  at  a  station  where  there  was  no 
convenience  for  waiting,  except  a  refresh- 
ment room,  with  all  its  discomfort  and 
inconvenience.  This  Circular  says  there 
is  no  evidence  about  inconvenience  ex- 
perienced. I  think  everybody  will  bear 
me  witness,  who  is  conversant  with  the 
subject,  that  there  is.  It  may  be  that 
none  of  your  Lordships  have  been 
detaiDcd  at  stations  where  this  accommo- 
dation is  not  provided;  but  there  are 
large  and  important  stations  where  there 
is  no  accommodation  except  of  this 
nature.  I  do  not  know  that  we  should 
do  wisely  at  all  times  to  appeal  to  our 
fellow  subject-s  at  the  Antipodes  for 
arguments,  but  I  may  say  that  so  strong 
is  the  feeling  among  the  colonists  with 
regard  to  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
at  railway  station  refreshment  rooms, 
that  in   New   Zealand  it  is  prohibited 


altogether,  and  in  Victoria  such  liquors 
are  not  allowed  to  be  sold  at  railway 
refreshment  rooms  within  a  radius 
of  20  miles  from  Melbourne.  That 
shows  what  they  think  of  the  evil  in 
connection  with  this  subject.  I  do  not 
see  that  statistics  are  required  in  a  case  of 
this  kind.  I  do  not  see  that  they  are  at 
all  necessary  to  prove  my  case.  When 
you  are  dealing  with  the  motives  and 
influences  which  affect  men,  I  do  not 
think  statistics  are  indispensable  for 
proving  your  case.  If  you  are  dealing 
with  any  economic  question  affecting  the 
country,  or  any  matters  of  trade,  it  is 
necessary  to  consult  the  Barometer  of 
Trade ;  so,  if  you  are  discussing  the  in- 
crease or  diminution  of  crime,  statistics 
are  very  valuable ;  and  again,  with  regard 
to  education,  you  will  find  figures  come 
usefully  to  hand.  With  regard  to  sani- 
tary matters,  too,  or  sanitary  legisla- 
tion, if  you  are  going  to  inquire  into  the 
question  of  sanitation  as  aft'ecting  people's 
lives,  vital  statistics  are  of  the  utmost 
importance.  But  I  do  not  see  that,  in 
regard  to  the  ordinary  motives  for  human 
action,  statistics  are  required  to  prove  the 
case.  I  am  content  to  appeal  to  the  ex- 
perience of  mankind  in  this  matter.  All 
that  is  asked  for  in  this  Bill  is  to  extend 
a  principle  which  is  already  known  to  the 
law,  namely,  that  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
Uquors  should  not  be  allowed  without 
control.  That  is  a  proposition  which  has 
always  found  its  place  in  the  English 
law,  and  I  need  not  discuss  the  necessity 
for  such  restriction.  It  was  said  last 
year,  "  Why  not  leave  the  matter  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Licensing  Justices  T'  I 
do  not  see  that  the  Licensing  Justices 
could  properly  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion. What  you  are  now  asked  to 
do  is  to  provide  that  a  license 
for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
shall  not  be  granted  on  certain  premises 
unless  certain  other  premises  are  pro- 
vided. Under  the  existing  law  all  that 
the  Licensing  Justices  have  to  do  is  to 
satisfy  themselves  as  to  the  propriety  and 
sufficiency  of  the  accommodation  provided 
in  respect  of  the  premises,  and  they 
would  be,  I  think,  exceeding  their  juris- 
diction and  going  outside  the  sphere  of 
the  matters  confided  to  them,  if  they 
imported  into  the  consideration  of 
licensing  a  railway  station  refreshment 
room  the  question  whether  there  was 
accommodation  apart  from  the  refreshment 
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room  which  they  were  called  upon  to 
license,  Ycmr  Lt>rdship3  will  remember 
that  the  discretion  of  the  Justices  is 
already  very  much  restricted  by  law — 
Parliament  has  limited  the  discretion  of 
the  Justices  to  certain  matters.  The 
diseretioii  which  the  Justices  exercise 
ia  of  a  very  limited  character.  I 
need  not  point  out  the  difEerent 
qualifications  and  restrictions  w^hich 
Parliament  imposes  with  reference  to 
the  different  licensee,  but  in  the 
csase  of  publicans'  licenses,  the  only 
matters  which  the  Justices  have  left  to 
their  discretion  are  as  to  whether  the 
required  accommodation  is  necessary,  and 
as  to  the  respectability  of  the  applicant  for 
the  license.  They  are  rigidly  restricted 
as  t(3  the  minimum  accommodation  to 
be  provided  for  the  public,  and  they 
are  restricted  as  to  the  penal  dis- 
qualifications which  the  applicant  may 
be  lyincf  under,  or  any  disqualifications 
which  may  affect  tht^  applicant  in  regard 
to  complying  with  the  law*  So,  again, 
with  regard  to  beer-selling,  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Justices  is  confined  to  the 
question  of  the  value  of  the  house 
licensed  and  other  similar  matters-  Then, 
with  I'cgard  to  lic4?riscs  for  the  sale  of 
beer  off  the  premises,  there  are  restric- 
tions on  the  discretion  of  the  Justices, 
So  that  having  limited  the  discretion 
of  the  Justices  in  those  important 
respects,  you  are  only  asked  now  to 
extend  the  principle  by  giving  them 
power  to  do  that  which  they  would 
not  at  present  have  power  to  do, 
namely,  take  into  consideration  other 
things  beyond  the  accommodation  pro- 
vided by  the  refreshment  rooms  them- 
selves. You  are  empowering  them  to 
do  that  which,  without  this  legislation, 
would  be  wholly  cxtmneous  to  tlie  duties 
entrusted  to  them.  In  all  these  matters 
Parliament  has  pointed  out  to  the 
Justices  the  rules  by  which  they  are  to 
be  guided,  aud  I  ask  your  Lordships  to 
exiend  the  application  of  this  principle 
somewhat  further,  and  to  say  that  here- 
after a  license  shall  not  be  granted  to 
any  new  railway  refreshment  rooms 
w^ithout  taking  care  tlint  adequate  ac- 
commodation is  provided  for  the  public, 
without  the  discomfort,  inconvenience, 
and  temptation  which  occur  wlierc  tht-re 
are  only  rooms  or  premises  jji  which  the 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  is  actively 
going  on.  This  circular  which  I  have 
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received    focusses    all     the     objections 
which   were    made   to   the   Bill    of  last 
year,  but  it  is  really  a   very  misleading 
document.     I  have  already  j jointed  out 
to   your  Lordships  that   the   first   par 
graph  describing  the  professed  object 
the    Bill  is    entirely   misleading.      Tb€ 
Bill  has  not  for  it«  object  the  providing" 
of  more  extensive   waiting  accommoda- 
tion,   but     requires     that   whei^e    there 
is   no   ^^ting    accommodation    now,    it 
shall    be  provided  before    a    licence    is 
granted  for  a   refreshment  room.     The 
fact  is  that  the  whole  of  this  document 
comes  a  year  too  late.     It  looks  as  if  it 
had  l>een  struck  off  a   jg^t  ago  and  not  J 
put  into  circulation  until  now.  Paragraph  i 
3  says  that  upon  consideration  it  will  be  J 
found  tliat   it  is   sought   to   make   the' 
licence  holder  responsible  for  the  mainten- 
ance of  order  in  the  other  premises^  and 
that  the  Licensing  Authority  is  to  be  oon^ 
stituted  the    judge  as  to  whether  such  I 
waiting    accommodation    is    su£Bciently| 
ample.     That  is  perfectly  true  in  respect  I 
of  a  hcence  to  be  hereafter  granted.   Bull 
it  may  be  said  that  in  this  way  a  burden 
is  being  imposed  upon  the  licencees,  and 
there    is  a    paragraph    in    the  Circular  < 
following  that  points  out  that  a  lic^nc^  | 
holder  is  a  person  unconnected  wnth  the 
Bail  way     Company  s    affairs,     and   has 
no    right   with    regard    to    any     part 
of    the    Railway    Company's    property, 
except  that  which  is  leased  to  him.  That  | 
might  be  all  very  well  with  regard  to  the 
past,  but  it  has  nothing  whatever   to  do 
with  legislation  for  the  future.  Of  course 
the  licence  holder  must  be   e^c  hypothe^\ 
the  tenant  of  the  Company,  and  all  he^J 
will  have  to  do   will  be    to  obtain    from 
his  landlord  a  covenant  that   they   mtJI 
comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  law. 
There  will  be  no  hardship  in  that   If  the 
Bailway  Company  \\\\\  l>e  bound  by  that 
covenant,  and  if  they  fail  to  observe    it 
the  leasee  would  have  his  action   against  ' 
them  for  damages,     I  say  that  no  hard- 
ship would  arise  if  you  limit  the  measure  ' 
in  the  manner  to  which  1  have  referred. 
I  think  if  your  Ltjrdshipa  will  read  the* I 
Circular  attentively  you  will  see  that  \i\ 
admits    there    is  good  reason   for   some 
such     legislation     as    this.      The     last_ 
paragraph  says — 

*'  li  might  be  posaihld  to  demonstrato  tbtij 
in  Bcme  pk€ea  BuHicient  waiting  accommodation  T 
would  bo  provided,  but  that  CAnnot  be  dono  i 
without  makiag  the  liceace  holder  respoutiblo 
in  the  matter," 
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Well,  I  say  that  can  be  done  without 
making  the  licence  holder  responsible  at 
all^  because  in  all  future  leases  all  he 
will  have  to  do  is  to  obtain  that  covenant, 
and  ho  will  then  have  his  remedy  against 
the  company  whose  property  is  to  be 
benefited  by  the  granting  of  the  lic3nce. 
Tlien  paragraph  4  says  that-^ 

**  It  would  be  obviously  wrong,  UDJast,  and 
impossible  to  make  the  contractors  under  tiieir 
existing  leases  responsible  for  the  waiting* 
rooms." 

That  may  ba  true.  It  may  be,  and  it 
might  have  been  a  valid  objection  last 
year,  but  it  does  not  lie  against  the  Bill, 
as  at  present  proposed  for  your  Lord- 
ships' consideration.  It  may  be  said,  if 
your  Lordships'  do  not  propose  to  touch 
existing  waiting  room^  is  it  worth  while 
to  legislate  in  this  matter  at  all?  I 
think  it  is.  In  the  first  place  we  are  by  no 
means  at  the  end  of  the  growth  of  our  rail- 
way system  in  England.  Our  industrial 
conditions  have  altered  very  much  during 
the  past  few  years.  The  great  Railway 
Companies  have  had  to  double  their  lines, 
and  they  all  tell  you  that  that  is  not  the 
best  way  to  deal  with  our  heavy  through 
traffic,  but,  on  the  contrary,  it  is  far 
better  to  make  alternative  lines  over 
which  that  traffic  may  be  carried,  so  as 
to  open  up  new  country.  And  I 
think,  with  the  accumulations  of  capi- 
tal which  exist  in  this  country,  it  is  by 
no  means  improbable  that  we  may  see 
much  larger  developments  of  the  rail- 
way system  than  at  present  exist.  With 
tbe  increase  of  population,  further  accom- 
modation is  required  for  the  travelling 
public,  and  I  think  it  will  be  a  very 
valuable  thing  to  place  upon  the  Statute 
Book  such  a  provision  as  this.  I  think 
if  Parliament  concurs  in  restricting 
future  licenses  in  the  manner  I  propose, 
it  is  not  chimerical  to  suppose  that  the 
great  Railway  Companies,  who  have  up 
to  this  time  granted  various  rights  under 
agreements,  as  the  leases  run  out,  would 
find  it  worth  while  to  relieve  their  pas- 
sengers and  customers  from  the  discom- 
fort and  inconvenience  to  which  I  have 
already  referred,  and  in  that  way  alone, 
I  think  the  passing  of  this  measure 
might  have  a  very  beneficial  moral 
effect  by  bringing  home  to  Railway 
Companies  the  duties  they  owe  to  their 
passengers  and  customers.  Son: ebbing  is 
said  in  the  Circular  about  the  absence  of 
public  discussion  in  reference  to  this 
YOL.  CCCXLII.    [thied  series.]  ■ 


question.  I  have  had  an  intimation  tha 
the  great  Temperance  Organisations  in  thi 
country  were  anxious  to  agitate  in  favour 
of  this  Bill,  but  I  thought  it  better  to 
present  the  matter  before  your  Lordships 
without  embarking  on  any  great  popular 
agitation,  and  for  this  reason,  that  this 
Bill  does  not  owe  its  origin  to  any 
great  temperance  organisation  at  all, 
and  I  do  not  see  why  your  Lordships 
should  be  deprived  of  the  credit  which 
you  will  gain  by  legislating  upon  this 
subject  of  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors. 
For  myself  I  am  by  no  means  disposed 
to  accept  the  temperance  platform.  No 
doubt  their  agitation  has  done  a  great 
deal  of  good,  but  I  think  they  carry  their 
principles  much  too  far.  I  would  rather 
appeal  to  your  Lordships'  sense  of  justice 
than  to  popular  agitation  on  this 
subject,  and  I  trust  that  this  House  will 
take  the  common-sense  view  of  the  rights 
of  ordinary  railway  passengers.  I  have 
been  urged  to  incorporate  in  this  Bill 
other  matters  with  regard  to  this 
subject.  There  has  been  a  great  practice 
of  hawking  liquors  about  on  the  railway 
platforms.  I  believe  that  practice  is 
thoroughly  illegal,  and  the  North 
Western  Railway  Company  has  aban* 
doned  it,  but  I  am  afraid  the  Great 
Western  still  allow  it  to  prevail.  A 
license  to  sell  intoxicating  liquors  in  a 
refreshment  room  certainly  does  not 
carry  with  it  a  commission  to  hawk 
liquors  on  railway  platforms  ;  and  I  am 
informed  that  a  great  deal  of  mischief  has 
been  done  by  the  practice.  Still,  I  do  not 
propose  to  incorporate  that  restriction  in 
this  Bill,  as  it  lies  rather  outside  the  scope 
of  it.  I  have  thought  it  wiser  to  leave  out 
of  the  Bill  all  questions  of  that  kind,  and 
to  confine  it  simply  to  the  principle  of 
securing  justice  for  railway  travellers. 
Your  Lordships  are  in  a  very  favourable 
posit'on  for  dealing  with  this  question. 
You  have  interests  which  enable  you  to 
know  the  habits  of  those  for  whom  you 
are  legislating.  As  country  gentlemen 
and  Justices  of  the  Peace,  you  are 
familiar  with  the  habits  of  ordinary 
tmvellers,  "and  it  is  on  their  behalf 
that  I  ask  you  to  pass  the  Second 
Reading  of  'this  Bill.  I  will  re- 
peat that  the  Bill  is  in  no  way 
intended  to  interfere  with  existing  trade 
arrangements  or  existing  contracts.  I 
am  all  for  freedom  of  contract  and  for 
preserving  contracts  when  they  are 
3  0 
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entered  into.  This  Bill  is  free  from  tbp 
objections  mnxie  to  that  of  last  year.  I 
am  by  no  means  wedded  tt)  the  wording 
of  the  Bill,  If  any  noble  Lord  thinks 
it  right  to  provide  more  cleai-ly  than  he 
tbinks  is  done  by  the  Bill  that  it  shall 
not  affect  existing  arrangements,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  adopt  any  suggestions,  but  I 
shall  he  surprised  if  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  should  think  it  right  to 
repeat  the  statements  contained  in  the 
Circular  to  which  I  have  referred,  I 
ask  your  Lordsliips  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  this  Bill 

Moved,    "That     the     Bill     be     now 
read  2v" 

Lord  BRAMWELLt  My  Lords,  I 
move  your  Lordsbips  that  this  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  this  day  six  montks. 
I  cannot  defend  the  Circular  from  the 
many  attacks  which  the  noble  Earl  has 
made  upon  it,  because,  to  tell  the  truth, 
I  have  not  studied  it.  I  thouorht  the 
best  answer  to  the  noble  Earl's  olnserva- 
tions  was  to  be  found  in  the  Bill  itself. 
But  T  may  say  one  thing  in  excuse  fur 
the  autbors  of  the  Circular,  with  which, 
indeed,  I  bad  nothing  to  do,  which  is 
tMfi  :  that  doubts  Inive  been  entertained 
by  very  capable  persons  whether  the  Bill 
is  limited  to  licenses  which  are  to  be 
granted  to  persons  at  railway  stations  for 
tbe  first  time.  My  construction  of 
the  Bill  was  that  it  is,  but  I  imagine  that 
those  who  drew  up  the  Circular  had  their 
fears,  and  if  they  were  wrong  they  may 
he  forgiven,  considering  the  doubts  which 
had  been  entertained  upon  tlie  subject. 
At  all  events,  if  there  is  any  doubt  in  the 
Bill  it  can  be  set  right,  and  1  will  deal  with 
the  Bill  as  one  which  is  applicable,  not 
to  stations  or  to  persons  where  or  to  whom 
licenses  have  been  heretofore  given,  but 
to  places  and  persons  where  or  to  whom 
licenses  may  be  granted  after  this  Bill 
becomes  law,  if  it  ever  does  so.  But  if 
that  is  so,  does  not  the  Bill  stand  self- 
condemned  1  If  these  numerous  stations 
are  so  conducted,  and  the  circumstances 
surrounding  them  are  such  that  no 
legislation  is  necessary  in  regard  to 
them,  what  occasion  is  there  for  w^hat  1 
was  going  to  call — without  disrespect  to 
the  noble  Earl-=this  sort  of  peddling 
legislation  as  to  tbe  half-dozen  stations 
which  may  come  into  existence,  where 
licenses  may  be  granted,  and  where  re- 
freshments  may  be  obtained?  The 
Earl  Beauchamp 


noble     Earl    has    told    your    I^onkbips 
that    tbe    reason    be     has     left     these 
existing      persons     and     stations     out  j 
of     his    Bill     is  because    it  would    be  i 
interfering  with  things  tbat   have  been 
arranged  J    and    1     suppose    he    means.  1 
"vested  interests  ;"  but  if  there  is  any- 
thing of  such  a  character  as  to  require 
legislation  for  future  stations  and  persons^  I 
wby   surely  something   migbt   properly^ 
be  done  as  to  those  already  in  existence,  I 
except,  indeed,  for  one  reason— that,  in 
mj  opinion,  there  is  a  tribunal  already 
wbicb  could  deal  with  them,  tbat  istol 
say  the  Licensing  Magistratt's.     But  in  * 
this  Bill  it  is  expressly  enacted  that  tbe 
Licensinjg-  Magistrates,  however  satisfied 
they  maybe  with  the  arrangements  for  the 
accommodation  required  fntm  the  appli- 
cant for  the  license,  however  desirable 
they  may  think  it  that  the  license  should 
be  granted,   shall    not   grant  it,    unless  1 
these  |>articular  things  are  existing  wliich 
the  noble   Earl  says  should  be  there.     I 
do  not  know  whether    your   Lordships 
know  what  those    things  are.       I    will 
refer  to   them.       There   must    be    two 
separate  rooms — one  for  ladies  and  one  ^ 
for  gentlemen,  besides  the  refreshment 
room.     If  rooms  are  not  there  alifady 
they  must  be  built ;  if  the  land  is  not  there 
upon  which  they  can  be  built  it  must  be 
obtained  ;    and  there    must   be   a   com- 
fortiible  fire    provided  in    ertch   of  those 
rooms.     Those  are    the  requisites  which 
must   exist  already    in   oi*der   that   tb«> 
new  licence  may  be  granted.     \VTiat  'iR 
such  a  requisition  as  that   worth  ?     Tbe 
consequences  will  be  in  many  cases — they 
certainly  well  may  be— that  the  expense 
of  getting  those  two  rooms  and  providing 
the  furniture  and  tire  will  be  such  that 
it  will  not  be  worth  the  while  of  anybody 
to   sell  refreshments   there,  because,  of 
coui'se,  the  expense  of  so   doing  will  be 
part  of  the  cost  of  the  arrangement  that  j 
will  bare  t<i  be  made  for  the  purpose  of  | 
getting  the   licence,      I   will  ask  your 
Lordships  if  it  is  not  most  unreasonable 
to  exact  sucb  a   tbing  as    that'/      Two^ 
sepai-ate  rooms  to  he  furnisbed  and  fi.rc&  ] 
kept  going  in  them  !     What  g*3od  is  to 
l>e  done  by  it  ?     Of  course,  if  the  licence  i 
for  selling  "intoxicating  liquor,"  as  it  is] 
always  called — I  suppose  that  means  beer,  I 
spirits,    wine,    and    what    not — is    noti 
granted,    tbe     premises    will     not    boj 
Heensedfor  8c41ing  anything  there,  even] 
the   most  harmlesa  refreshment  in  the 
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world,  not  because  these  bars  are 
supported  by  the  sale  of  beer  and 
spirits,  but  because  the  people  at  a 
refreshment  room  may  only  be  able  to 
sell  half  of  what  they  would  desire. 
And  what  is  the  consequence  ?  Although 
it  is  admitted  that  a  refreshment  room 
would  be  desirable,  and  although  the 
Licensing  Justices,  either  from  their  own 
knowledge  or  otherwise,  are  aware  that 
the  accommodation  is  pei*fectly  suflBcient 
for  all  reasonable  purposes — not  perhaps 
for  anybody,  who  may  be  kept  there  for 
an  hour,  objecting  to  the  smell  of  beer 
and  gin,  which,  as  we  all  know,  may  be 
very  disagreeable — they  are  to  be  per- 
fectly unable  to  grant  the  licence.  Now, 
what  will  be  tbe  effect  of  all  this? 
There  will  be  two  consequences :  one 
that  you  will  have  a  small  beer  shop 
established  just  oufcside  the  railway  station, 
which,  of  course,  can  always  be  got, 
instead  of  a  decently -conducted  railway 
station  refreshment  room.  Then,  in  the 
other  case,  if  these  rooms  are  got  and 
made  so  luxurious  and  comfortable  as 
the  noble  Earl  would  make  them,  the 
beer  and  spirits  will  be  taken  into  the 
warm  and  comfortable  room  instead  of 
being  drunk  at  the  refreshment 
bar.  It  seems  to  me,  therefore, 
that  more  drinking  would  be  promoted 
by  the  scheme  of  the  noble  Earl  than  is 
carried  ;0n  at  present.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  this  is  really  a  meddling 
with  things  without  any  occasion  for  it. 
The  noble  Earl  says  that  at  the  Antipodes, 
in  New  Zealand,  and  the  district  within 
20  miles  of  Melbourne,  they  are  so 
rigorous  in  their  objection  to  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  hquors  that  they  resolved 
that  those  liquors  shall  not  be  sold  at  all 
in  those  places.  That  would  be  an 
intelligible  proposition,  though  it  vould 
be  a  mischievous  one,  I  think ;  but  the 
legislation  of  the  noble  Earl  would  put 
difficulties  in  the  way  of.  it,  saying  not 
that  you  shall  not  do  it,  but  that  you 
shall  only  do  it  under  circumstances  of 
discomfort.  Now,  there  is  another  proof 
of  unreasonableness  here,  I  think,  in  the 
last  clause  but  one,  by  which  it  is  enacted 
that,  if.  these  rooms,  when .  built  and 
furnished,  are  not  kept  in  good  order  and 
the  fires  kept  up  and  the  place  made 
comfortable — what  do  your  Lordships 
suppose?  —  why  the  unfortunate  bar- 
keepar,  who  has  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  rooms,  and  who  cannot  inter- 


fere with  them,  is  to  be  liable  for 
penalties  as  though  he  were  sell- 
ing liquor  without  a  licence.  Well, 
that  is  the  proposition  which  your  Lord- 
ships are  asked  to  affirm.  I  think  it  is 
one  of  those  examples  which  good  people 
are  always  giving  us.  When  good 
people  are  attempting  to  do  good,  they 
do  not  care  at  what  cost  to  other  people 
it  may  be  that  they  will  bring  it  about. 
The  noble  Earl  said  he  did  not  think 
there  was  any  necessity  for  statistics  in 
this  matter.  I  do  not  think  there  is, 
and  I  do  not  know  that  they  would  help 
him.  But  he  did  give  us  most  reluc- 
tantly some  statistics  of  two  persons  ;  one 
was  the  unfortunate  Divine  who  was  kept 
in  a  refreshment  room  with  the  smell  of 
beer  and  spirits  around  him  for  an  hour, 
and  the  other  was  the  noble  Earl  him- 
self, because  it  is  perfectly  manifest  tbat 
he  dislikes  these  things.  Those  were 
the  only  two  witnesses  he  called  in  sup- 
port of  his  Bill,  and  I  submit  to  your 
Lordships  that  it  should  be  rejected. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  to  add  at  the  end  of 
the  Motion  the  words  "this  day  six 
months." — (The  Lord  BramwelL) 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
Lords,  I  think  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  has  been  a  little  hard  on  the 
noble  Earl  opposite.  I  think  there  is 
something  to  be  said  for  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill,  though  I  do  not 
think  there  is  much  to  be  said  for 
the  mode  in  which  its  provisions 
are  to  be  carried  into  effect.  *The  first 
clause  is,  to  my  mind,  open  to  some  doubt,^ 
but  that,  I  suppose^  the  noble  Earl  would 
remedy.  It  speaks  of  renewing  a  licence 
in  such  a  way  as  that  it  would  apply  not 
only  to  new  licences,  but  to  those  which 
would  have  to  be  renewed  every  year.  I 
presume  that  would  be  remedied,  and  the 
Bill  made  strictly  applicable  to  places 
where  there  are  now  no  licences.  I  have 
not  had  much  personal  experience  of 
station  accommodation,  but  I  should  think 
it  is  a  very  objectionable  thing,  indeed, 
that  passengers — men,  women,  and 
children — should  have  no  place  within 
which  to  wait  except  the  refreshment 
bar.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  satisfactory 
state  of  things.  I  can  quite  conceive 
there  might  be  no  necessity  for  two  wait- 
ing rooms  in  small  stations  where  one 
general  waiting  room  would  be  enough  ; 
3  0  2 
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but  I  fcbitik  where  a  Ballwa}''  Com  pan  j 
or  ail y body  authorised  by  the  corajwnj 
applies  for  a  licence  to  establish  a  refresh- 
ment bar,  there  ia  some  reason  for  saying 
that  some  other  place  should  be  provided 
where  passengers  may  wait  if  they 
choose.  The  primary  object  of  railways 
is  to  carry  passengers,  and  not  ti 
provide  refreshment  bars.  Therefore  I 
think  there  is  something  really  to  be  said 
for  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  But  with 
regard  to  the  last  clause,  to  which 
attention  has  been  called,  I  cannot  con- 
ceive that  Parliament  would  enact  such  a 
provision,  l)ecause  one  cannot  imagine' 
anything  more  intolerable  than  that  if  the 
Hail  way  Company  does  not  provide  fire 
and  coals,  for  example,  the  holder  of  the 
licence  might  be  subject  to  all  the  penal- 
ties to  which  anyone  is  liable  who  sells 
intoxicating  liqiioi-s  oontrarj"^  to  the 
law.  That  is  a  provision  which  nobody 
would  agree  to ;  but  I  c^n  conceive 
that,  the  licence  being  granted  for  one 
year,  it  might  be  presumed  that  the 
Railway  Company  desire  the  refresh- 
iinent  room  to  be  continued  in  that  place, 
otherwise  it  would  not  give  its  sanction ; 
and  when  the  licence  holder  ci»mes  again 
to  the  Justices  for  tlie  renewal  of  the 
licence,  and  it  is  shown  there  has  not 
been  proper 'accommodation  provided  for 
the  passengers,  the  licence  should  not  be 
renewed.  That  would  be  a  proper 
penalty.  Of  coursBj  in  some  cases  the 
•  companies  themselves  are  the  holders  of 
the  licences,  and  no  doubt  in  those  cases 
the  conditions  would  be  observed.  T 
should  think,  my  Lords,  the  Bill  might 
be  read  a  second  time,  and  that  these 
.provisions  might  be  considered  and 
fiinended  in  Committee. 

The  Eaiil  of  HARROWBT:  I  do  not 
think  it  would  he  well  that  this  Bill 
should  be  rejected  as  if  it  were  a  joke,  as 
the  noble  and  learned  Ijiird  suggests. 
He  says  it  would  affect  only  one  or  two 
email  stations  in  the  future  ;  but  when 
I  looked  around  the  Benches  atid  saw  all 
the  leading  representatives  of  the  Rail- 
way Comjjanies  who  have  come  down  to 
^hc  House  to-night,  I  thought  that  there 
must  be  some  very  grave  railway  interest 
iit  stake.  I  do  not  quite  agre^  with  this 
Bill,  but  I  am  rather  inclined  to  supjKirt 
the  Second  Beading  for  these  reasons. 
Nobody  admirer  the  armngement  of  our 
main  lines  of  r*iilway  mora  than  I  do  ; 
Jiut  f*>r  those  who  have  to  travel  across 
T^ie  Earl  oj  KiniberUy 


country,  nothing  more  inconvenient 
be  imagined  than  the  accommodatio] 
provided.  I  have,  unfortunately,  ofte 
to  cniss  the  country  from  east  to  west, 
and  from  west  to  east,  and  the  way  in 
which  one  is  turned  out  of  carriages  and 
made  to  wait  for  other  trains,  and  so  on^ 
is  extremely  provoking  and  trying,  I 
can,  therefore,  support  what  has  been 
said  as  to  the  necessity  for  having  decenb 
railway  waiting  accommodation.  The 
time  lost  in  crossing  the  country  in  that 
way  is  very  great.  I  happen  to 
know  one  place,  a  country  junction, 
which  I  often  have  to  \Tait,  and  1 
find  there  an  exact  picture  of  that  which 
was  so  much  jeered  at  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  as  aflecting  not  only 
the  tni veiling  public,  but  the  rail- 
way people  thems.dves.  At  this] 
cross  junction  I  and  many  of  myl 
country  friends  have  often  to  wait,  and| 
the  only  place  there  is  to  wait  in  is  in  tho 
IxKtking  office,  through  which  there  is  a 
thorough  draught,  and  where  there  is 
hardly  tootci  enough  for  those  who  want 
to  take  tickets.  Tliere  is  a  place  for 
ladies,  and  the  only  other  plac^  is  a 
drinking  shop  which  is  extremely  un- 
savoury from  the  very  nasty  chronic 
smell  of  liquor.  I  think  that  is  a  great 
hardship  to  the  working-class  people  and 
middle-class  people  whom  I  constantly 
see  at  that  junction.  1  believe  if  you 
put  this  to  the  test  by  having  Circulars 
from  the  Board  of  Trade,  as  far  as  my 
knowledge  goes  from  what  1  heard  when 
I  was  in  that  Department,  you  will  find 
that  there  are  a  great  number  of  places 
where  there  is  no  waiting  accommoda- 
tion except  where  liquor  is  suld.  Though 
I  do  not  belong  to  the  Temperance 
Organisation,  I  think  it  is  extremely 
injurious  to  the  railway  servants  them- 
selves that  such  a  state  of  things  should 
exist,  and  it  does  not  make  one's  fellow- 
creatures  sometimes  pleasant  company. 
I  think  that  drinking  at  these  stations  is 
not  a  desirable  thing  for  the  general 
public.  If  you  say  it  is  a  small  thing  for 
Parliament  to  interfere  with,  I  think  it 
was  the  interference  of  Parliament 
which  induced  the  addition  of  smoking 
carriages  to  trains.  Parliament  did  not 
think  thnt  matter  to«:»  trifling  for  inter- 
ference, and  I  put  it  to  your  Lordships 
whether  it  is  not  more  necessary  that 
waiting  ixwras  should  be  provided  where 
people  can  wait  and  ayoid  the  nuisance 
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of  fchese  horrid  drinking  shops  than  to 
provide  smoking  carriages.  Though  I 
do  not  think  the  Bill  perfect,  I  shall 
C3rtainly  vote  in  favour  of  it  as  a  protest 
against  the  very  wretched  accommoda 
tion  which  the  Railway  Companies  pro- 
vide for  their  customers. 

*LoRD  GRIMTHORPE:  I  did  not 
intend  to  trouble  your  Lordships,  but  I 
think  my  noble  Friend  has  suggested 
the  proper  form  for  this  Bill.  It  is 
this :  that  whenever  it  appears  that  a 
Railway  Company  has  not  done  anything 
which  people  think  it  should  do,  the 
Justices  should  not  renew  the  licence  if 
it  has  one.  I  do  not  see  that  there  is 
any  connection  between  the  two  things. 
My  noble  Friend  wants  more  extensive 
waiting  room  accommodation. 

*Earl  BEAUCHAMP:  No;  I  said  a 
waiting-room. 

♦Lord  GRIMTHORPE:  I  know— in 
addition  ;  therefore  more  extensive  wait- 
ing-room accommodation.  That  is  one  of 
my  noble  Friend's  ingenious  distinctions. 
I  submit  that  you  must  look  out 
for  some  more  straightforward  way  of 
enforcing  duties,  if  they  arise.  But 
my  noble  Friend  said  that  Parliament 
required  Railway  Companies  to  provide 
smoking  carriages,  in  order  to  protect 
people  who  do  not  smoke  from  the  illegal 
nuisance  caused  by  people  who  do  smoke. 
But  that  is  exactly  the  sort  of  thing 
Parliament  should  do.  If  it  thinks  these 
refreshment  rooms  should  be  abolished, 
why  not  abplish  them  ?  If  you  desire  to 
pass  a  Bill  requiring  these  waiting-rooms 
to  be  established,  well  let  some  proper 
and  trustworthy  authority  be  enabled  to 
order  them ;  but  I  do  not  agree  with  this 
mode  of  inflicting  the  penalty.  If  they 
are  not  provided,  fine  the  company  in 
some  other  way.  You  would  fine  the 
holder  of  the  licence  under  that  wonder- 
ful 2nd  clause,  if  the  fire  goes  out  or 
anything  is  not  done  which  the  local 
Justices  or  their  friends  want.  Then  my 
noble  Friend  said  that  the  Justices  have 
no  control  now.  That  is  certainly  not  so ; 
for  by  a  recent  decision  which  went  to 
the  Court  of  Appeal,  and  was  acquiesced 
in  —  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was 
carried  to  your  Lordships^  House  —  the 
Justices  have  full  discretion  in  grants 
ing  licenses,  and  in  renewing  them. 
That  is  a  matter  of  perfectly  settled  law 
now.  I  know  from  my  own  experience 
as  a  Justice  that  there  is  always  some 


body  to  be  found  ready  to  make  every 
objection  that  can  be  offered  when  the 
license  is  to  be  renewed.  I  asked  a  man 
on  one  occasion  for  whom  he  appeared, 
and  he  replied,  "I  decline  to  say."  1 
said — "  If  you  decline  to  say,  I  dechne  to 
hear  you."  Of  course,  he  had  been  sent 
to  make  objection  by  somebody — an 
adjacent  public-house  owner,  or  a  Temper- 
ance Organisation,  and  if  he  had  chosen 
to  tell  us  we  must  have  heard  him. 
There  is  nothing  to  prevent  people 
objecting  to  the  granting  or  renewing 
of  licences.  We  must  hear  them,  and  if 
we  do  not,  the  Queen's  Bench  will  say 
that  the  Justices  have  not  thoroughly 
heard  and  determined  the  case  and  that 
they  had  acted  from  prejudice.  There- 
fore, as  far  as  that  goes,  I  cannot 
see  the  slightest  necessity  for  the 
Bill,  because,  besides  being  wrong  in 
principle,  it  is  not  required.  My  noble 
Friend  said  he  had  no  statistics,  and 
did  not  want  any.  Why  does  not 
he  want  any?  Does  he  expect  us  to 
take  his  statements  from  one  unhappy 
divine,  who  had  to  tolerate  the  smell 
of  beer  and  spirits  at  a  railway  station 
for  an  hour,  as  conclusive  ?  All  I  can  say 
is  that  I  should  like  to  have  the  cross- 
examination  of  that  gentleman.  I  have 
had  some  experience  of  railway  stations, 
and  where  on  earth  there  can  be  a  large 
railway  station  in  which  a  great  divine 
was  driven  to  sit  in  the  refreshment  bar 
all  that  time  I  cannot  imagine.  On  the 
other  hand,  I  know  some  where  there  is 
a  waiting-room  nearly  half  the  size  of 
this  House,  but  no  refreshment  room; 
there  is  not  a  cup  of  tea  to  be  had 
in  the  place.  That  is  because  people 
will  not  take  refreshment  rooms  unless 
they  can  sell  beer  and  liquors.  I 
wonder  what  my  noble  Friend's  clients 
want,  if  he  has  any?  People  want  to 
get  a  cup  of  tea  or  coffee  if  they  can.  In 
every  point  of  view,  it  seems  to  me,  the 
Bill  is  entirely  ill-founded  ;  it  is  not  well 
calculated  to  effect  its  object.  Everyone 
who  has  spoken  for  it  admits  that 
it  wants  amending,  and  certainly 
my  noble  Friend  has  not  quite  ap- 
preciated the  effect  of  his  2nd  clause, 
for  he  passed  it  over  as  a  thing 
not  worth  attending  to.  The  unhappy 
licence-holder  would  have  no  means  of 
controlling  the  Railway  Company.  We 
are  always  told  that  Railway  Companies 
are  very  diflScult  people  to  control.     It 
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is  no  use  talking  about  stipulation ; 
if  they  put  up  their  wsiitinjs^rcioms  tu 
auction  they  would  always  find  plenty 
of  people  who  would  take  them  with- 
out any  stipulation  whatever.  There 
is  no  douht  about  that.  I  think,  whether 
my  noble  Friend  kn(»ws  it  <»r  not,  there 
is  a  gO(xl  deal  of  tempLTance  agitation 
at  the  bottom  of  his  Bill. 

♦EarlBEAUCHAMP:  No. 

♦Lord  GHIMTHORPE:  I  think,  al- 
though my  noble  Friend  may  not  be 
conscious  of  it,  that  is  really  the  ciise.  I 
can  see  no  want  whatever  for  the 
Bill,  I  complain  of  it,  injjtead  of 
doing  what  it  prof  eases  in  a  straights 
forward  way  it  does  it  in  an  indirect 
way.  I  quite  agree  that  Railway  Com- 
panies want  a  great  deal  of  control  in  the 
timing  of  their  trains,  and  if  anybody 
will  bring  in  a  Bill  for  that  purpose  I 
will  not  stand  in  the  way.  I  say^ 
deliberately,  that  in  those  sort  of  things 
Parliament  has  a  perfect  right  to  inter- 
fere, and  that  it  has  always  asserted  its 
right  to  interfere,  for  the  public  con- 
venience and  safety,  though  not  for  the 
purpose  of  transferring  railway  profits 
to  other  trades.  Those  are  the  two 
things  for  which  PFirliament  has  a  right 
to  act,  and  beyond  that  it  has  no  right  to 
legislate  in  matters  of  this  kind. 

♦The  Earl  op  GALLOWAY  t  I  hope 
your  Lordships  will  not  be  induced  to 
approve  of  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill.  I  have  listened  very  carefully  to 
wliat  has  been  said,  and  I  cannot  say  I 
have  heard  one  single  real  argument  for 
the  Bill  yet.  I  think  there  is  a  veiy 
strong  feeling  with  regard  to  this  matter ; 
but  the  Railway  Companies  may  be  left 
to  consider  for  themselves  whether  it  is 
necessary  to  liave  one  or  two  extra  rooms 
at  railway  stations.  This  Bill  seems  to 
me  a  moat  irregular  proposition,  if  my 
noble  Friend  wiW  allow  me  to  say  so, 
and  one  which  should  not  be  accepted 
by  your  Lordships. 

♦Lord  de  RAMSEY  :  My  Lords,  I  shall 
ask  yoorattention  for  a  fewraoments  while 
I  endeavour  very  shortly  to  give  a  jTarting 
kick  to  this  Bill.  The  noble  Earl  who 
moved  it  has  more  or  less  admitted  that 
it  is  capable  of  improvement.  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  has  considered  the  fact ; 
but  I  am  advised  that  Clause  5  will  apply 
to  Section  3,  and  that  all  those  who  apply 
for  the  renewal  of  their  licenses  would 
comD  under  them.  The  noble  Earl,  I 
Lotd  Griinthorpe 


understood,  denied  that  he  advocated 
more  extensive  accommodation  ;  but  ht 
did  not  mention  once  in  his  speech  thai 
he  proposed  to  separate  the  sexes  at 
the  stations.  That  would  be  necessaryi 
1  presume,  and  what  would  be  th$ 
result  ?  That  we  shou'd  have  a  first  cbist 
refreshment  rtxim  and  first  clu^s  waiting 
room  for  men  ;  a  first  class  refreshment 
room  and  fii'st  class  waiting  room  for 
ladies,  and  the  same  all  through  ii 
regard  to  the  other  classes  of  passengers.' 

•Earl  BEAUCHAMP:    Kot    for    tb€ 
classes— fur  the  sexes. 

♦Lord   pe  RAMSEY:  I    hardly  think 
that  the  Railway  Comj^anies  would  alter 
their  arranc^ements  and  put   their  firslj 
and   thir<l-class  pas.^engcrs  in  the  same 
waiting-rooms  to  suit  the  clauses  of  thii 
Bill.     It  is  not  practicable.    I  sj»eak  witl 
some  knowledge  of   the  matter,  and 
confidently  assert  that  the  noble  Earl 
in  advance  of  public  opinion  in  regar 
to  it.     It  is  not  a  matter  for  your  Lord* 
ships ;  it  is  essentially  a  matter  for  tha 
Licensing  Authorities  ;  and  if  there  is  anj 
body  of  people  in  the  c^^untiT-  who  have 
a  wish  in  this  matter,  why  do  not  thej 
show  their  strength   at    the    Licensing 
Sessions,  and  use   their  infiuence  witS 
the  magistrates  not  to  grant  the  licenses  as  i 
they  exist  at  present  t     I  am  convinced,  i 
my   Lords,  that   up  to   the  present  the  I 
Licensing  Justices  have  used  great  dis-l 
cretion  in  this  matter,  and  where  they 
have  not  been  wanted  licenses  have  not 
been  granted.     This  is,  I  suggest,  an  un-l 
necessary  interference  with  the  Railway 
Companies  and  the  contractors.     I  will 
take  them  together,  because  the  Railway  J 
Com[ianies  in  some  cases  carry  on  their] 
own  refreshment  rooms,  in  others  it  isil 
done  by  contractors.     It  is  an  unneces-^l 
aary  interference  with  them,  and  I  failj 
to  sec,  up  to  the  present,  that  there  baal 
been   any   particular   demand    for    thinl 
accommtxlation.      To  my  mind,   on  the 
contrary,  there  is  a  very  great  objection 
to   the  noble   Earl's  Bill,  and  it  is  this  j 
We  all  know  that  one  of  the  great  dilEJ 
culties  of  the  day  is  the  carrying  of  the  Me 
tropolitan  trafiic  by    the  great  railways 
around  this  city.      The  noble  Earl  last 
year   suggested  the    exemption    of    thfl 
Metropolis  ;    but  this  year  he  has    nc 
said  a  word  about  that,  and  if  this  Bit 
were    carried,  considering    the    pound 
an  inch  that  land  near  London  is  worthy! 
it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Railwaji 
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Companies  to  do  their  duty  to  the 
passengers,  for  they  woujd  not  be  able 
to  obtain  space  for  the  accommodation.  I 
will  not  detain  your  Lordships  further. 
This  is  essentially  a  mattar  of  supply  and 
demand.  As  far  as  we  have  seen,  the 
Railway  Companies  have  carried  out 
what  was  wanted  of  them ;  but  even  if 
they  had  not,  it  is  a  matter  for  them  to 
decide.  It  is  to  their  interest  to  provide 
good  accommodation  for  their  passengers; 
and  it  is  a  certainty  that  where  good 
accommodation  is  not  provided  in  these 
days  of  competition,  they  will  lose  a  large 
amount  of  traflBc.  I  therefore  would 
ask  your  Lordships  to  reject  the  Bill. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  I  should  Uke  to 
say  why  I  should  vote  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill.  I  agree  very 
largely  with  the  criticisms  of  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend ;  but  I  think  the  Railway 
Companies  do  need  a  little  pressure  in 
this  matter  to  meet  a  complaint  which 
has  been  admitted  to  be  reasonable  by 
even  those  speakers  who  have  opposed 
the  Second  Reading.  I  am  afraid  the 
optimistic  view  on  the  part  of  the  noble 
Lord  representing  the  Board  of  Trade  is 
not  likely  to  put  that  amount  of  pressure 
on  the  Railway  Companies  which  they 
may  need.  The  Bill  only  proposes  to 
deal,  as  I  understand,  with  railway 
refreshment  rooms'  hereafter  to  be 
established.  It  is  said  that  the  system 
is  in  general  a  bad  one,  and  that  you 
should  not  have  a  refreshment  room, 
only  a  waiting  room ;  but  there  may  be 
cases  in  which  it  would  be  possible  to 
avoid  any  difficulty  of  that  kind.  I 
should  like  to  say  that^  as  far  as  the  last 
point  referred  to  is  concerned,  the  power 
might  well  be  exercised  when  licenses 
are  asked  for  in  respect  of  railway 
stations,  upon  ascertaining  what  accom- 
modation is  provided  there,  and  upon 
its  being  shown  that  there  is  reason  why 
the  accommodation  provided  should  be 
the  only  accommodation. 

♦Earl  BEAUCHAMP:  My  Lords,  I 
have  only  a  few  words  to  say.  The  noble 
Lord  has  said  that  last  year  the  Metro- 
polis was  exempted,  and  that  there  is 
now  no  exemption.  It  is  for  this  simple 
reason  :  that  the  mischief  is  done  in  the 
Metropolis.  On  the  Underground  Rail- 
ways in  London,  where  land  is  so 
valuable,  the  stations  have  all  ob- 
tained their  licenses,  and  they  therefore 
are     exempt.       Then     the    noble     and 


learned  Lord  sud  all  existing  licenses 
may  be  brought  under  the  operation  of 
this  Bill  as  it  stands.  That  is  not  my 
intention,  and  if  any  form  of  words  can 
be  suggested  to  make  that  meaning  clear 
I  will  gladly  adopt  them.  I  have  no 
objection  to  make  any  concession  on  that 
point.  Then  with  regard  to  what  was 
said  by  the  noble  Lord  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  I  think  it  has  been  answered  by 
the  noble  Lord  opposite.  As  to  temper- 
ance agitation,  I  can  only  deny  what 
Lord  Grimthorpe  has  attributed  to  me. 
As  regards  the  Licensing  Justices,  I  do 
not  think  anybody  with  the  slightest 
pretension  to  being  a  lawyer  can  say  that 
they  can  deal  with  the  subject  at  present. 
I  was  much  surprised  to  hear  my  noble 
Friend  say  that  the  matter  is  already 
provided  for  by  the  law.  I  am  sure 
the  Licensing  Justices  cannot  deal  with 
the  matter.  The  Licensing  Justices  act 
under  the  authority  of  Parliament.  They 
have  no  power  at  present  in  granting 
a  license  for  one  set  of  premises  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of,  or  what  is  done  on  other 
premises.  If  the  Licensing  Justices  were 
to  take  into  consideration  the  state  of 
premises  A  and  B  when  called  upon  to 
license  premises  C  and  D  they  would  be 
exceeding  their  duty,  which  I  think  is 
what  the  Licensing  Justices  are  not  in 
the  habit  of  doing.  The  noble  Lord  near 
me  has  evidently  his  own  views  about 
the  timing  of  trains.  He  is  very  anxious 
to  have  a  Bill  introduced  with 
regard  to  that  subject,  and  to 
to  keep  Railway  Companies  to  the  con- 
tracts they  have  entered  into,  but  that 
is  entirely  a  different  question.  The 
noble  Lord  has  his  hobby,  and  may  deal 
with  it  I  maintain  tliat  Railway  Com- 
panies are  bound  to  provide  due  and 
proper  accommodation  for  railway  pas- 
sengers, without  exposing  them  to  un- 
necessary discomfort  and  inconvenience. 
That  is  a  very  simple  proposition  ;  and  I 
do  not  think  it  is  a  good  argument  that 
because  we  have  allowed  the  Railway 
Companies  to  slip  out  of  our  control  to  a 
great  extent  we  should  allow  them  to 
escape  from  it  still  further,  and  I  do  not 
see  why  adequate  provision  should  not 
be  made  in  this  matter.  A  noble  Lord  said 
that  the  Railway  Companies  might  put 
the  licenses  up  to  auction,  and  A,  B,  C, 
and  D  might  contend  with  each  other 
for  them,  and  disregard  the  conditions. 
They  might ;  but  what  would  be   the 
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consequence  ?  They  wonld  have  no 
grievance  whatever  to  complain  of  on 
being  deprived  of  their  licenses.  It  is 
quite  possible  the  penalty  in  the  last 
clause  may  be  too  severe.  If  so,  I  shall 
be  happy  to  amend  it;  but  nobody 
knows  better  than  Lord  Kimberley 
what  diflBculties  there  are  surrounding 
such  a  question  as  this.  I  shall  be  glad 
if  your  Lordships  will  give  a  Second 
Reading  to  this  I3ill,  which  I  am  quite 
sure  will  be  of  great  use  to  a  large  por- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 

Oil  Question,  that  the  word  "  now " 
-  n  ".'1  part  of  th  e  Motion  ?  Their  Lord  shi  ps 
dlvide<i  : — Contents  17;  Xot-Contents  54. 

Resolved  in  the  negative. 

Bill  to  be  read  £*  on  this  day  six 
months. 

TRUST  COMPAN[KS   BILL.— (No.  42.) 
Amendments    (on    Re  -  commitment) 

reported  (according  to  order)  ;  and  Bill 

to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

COLONIAL     COURTS    OF    ADMIRALTY 
BILL.— (No.  44.) 
Read    3"    (according    to  Torder)  ;  an 
amendment  made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent 
to  the  Commons. 

THE  BERLIN  LABOUR    CONFERENCE. 

QUES'nON — OBSERVATIONS. 

*The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN  :  My 
Lords,  before  asking  the  question  which 
stands  in  my  name  on  the  Notice  Paper, 
T  should  like  to  express  my  great  satis- 
faction that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  found  themselves  in  a  position  to 
accept  the  invitation  to  assist  at  the 
Congress  now  assembled  at  Berlin  for  the 
discussion  of  cartain  matters  affecting 
labour.  It  would,  I  think,  have  been  a 
very  unfortunate  thing  if  this  country, 
which  has  taken  the  lead  in  manufac- 
turing enterprise,  and  also  in  the  care 
and  consideration  bestowed  upon  the 
people  employed  in  them,  as  shown  in 
such  matters  as  the  observance  of  Sun- 
day, and  the  restrictions  placed  upon  the 
employment  of  children,  young  persons, 
and  women,  had  not  been  adequately 
represented  ata  Conference  of  this  nature. 
My  Lords,  I  do  not  myself  attach  a  very 
great,  certainly  not  an  exaggerated, 
importanc3  to  what  the  probable  and 
immediate  results  of  the  Congress  may 
be  as  far  as  this  country  is  concerned.  I 
Earl  Beanchami) 
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have  no  doubt  a  great  deal  of  good  will 
result  to  workers  in  foreign  countries, 
and  I  hope  that  a  great  deal  of  good  will 
eventually  result  to  the  workers  in  this 
country.  But  the  matter  is  one  which 
has  attracted  a  great  deal  of  attention, 
not  only  on  account  of  the  exalted 
position  of  the  originator  of  the  idea, 
and  on  account  of  the  fact  that  this  is 
the  first  occasion  on  which  Governments 
have  met  together  to  discuss  matters 
affecting  labour,  and  to  endeavour  to  de- 
vise means  whereby  the  interests  of 
labour  may  be  furthered  in  their  respec- 
tive countries.  It  also  attracts  attention 
on  account  of  certain  matters  which  are  to 
be  there  under  discussion.  There  can  be 
no  doubt  that  a  great  result  will  be 
achieved  if  this  Congress  itself,  or  future 
discussions  originating  from  it,  can  devise 
any  means  whereby  in  the  event  of  inter- 
national competition  becoming  excessive 
and  injurious  in  its  effects,  means  may  be 
devised  whereby  those  injurious  effects 
upon  the  moral  and  physical  health  of 
the  working  populations  might  be  modi- 
fied. But  there  is  one  particular  point 
which  is  of  enormous  importance  to  us 
in  this  country,  and  that  is  the  S3Cond 
and  third  matters  which  are  mentioned 
to  be  brought  under  discussion.  It  is  said 
that  inasmuch  as  the  working-day  in 
mines  is  fraught  with  great  danger  to 
health,  it  is  a  matter  for  discussion 
whether  it  should  be  subject  to  limita- 
tion. As  to  that  proposition,  I  have  only 
to  say  that  I  am  sorry  it  does  not  go  a 
little  further,  and  say  that  there  isdangerto 
life,  for  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that 
thousands  of  lives  have  been  lost  in  this 
country,  owing  to  carelessness  arising 
from  fatigue,  which  has  been  caused  from 
working  excessive  hours  in  mines  under 
hard  conditions.  The  other  subject  of 
discussion  to  which  I  alluded  is, 
whether  it  would  be  possible  in  the  pub- 
lic interest,  in  order  to  assure  the 
regularity  of  the  output  of  coal,  to  subject 
labour  in  mines  to  International  regula- 
tions. I  need  not  point  out  to  your 
Lordships  the  enormous  importance  to 
this  country  of  anyhing  aft'ecting  the 
output  of  coal.  The  coal  industry  is  in 
one  respect  the  greatest  in  the  country  ; 
that  all  the  other  manufacturingindr  stries 
depend  upon  it ;  and  the  coal  industry 
itself,  to  a  great  extent,  depends  upon 
the  foreign  trade  in  coal.  On  account  of 
this  particular  subject  which  is  to  come 
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under  discussion,  and  on  account  also  of 
the  great  importance  for  several  reasons 
that  have  appeared  of  this  Congress  as  a 
whole,  it  seems  to  me  (that  is,  of  course, 
supposing  no  injury  can  accrue  to  the 
Public  Service  by  doing  so)  that  it  would 
be  very  desirable  that  the  Instructions 
under  which  our  Plenipotentiaries  and 
Delegates  are  discussing  thes3  matters, 
should  ba  presented  to  Parliament  before 
the  Recess,  and  1  therefore  wish  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government  if  they  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Copy 
of  the  Instructions  given  to  the  Plenipo- 
tentiaries appointed  to  rapresent  thiscoun- 
try  at  the  Labour  Conference  at  Berlin  ? 
The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  It 
is  entirely  unusual  to  lay  the  Instruc- 
tions given  to  our  Representatives  at  a 
Congress  or  Conference  on  the  Table 
before  that  Conference  is  concluded.  I 
do  not  mean  to  say  that  there  have  been 
no  exceptions  to  the  rule,  but  the  excep- 
tions are  exceedingly  rare.  On  the 
present  occasion  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  temptation  to  commit  an  irregularity, 
becaus3  the  Instructions,  if  laid  upon 
the  Table,  would  not  interest  my  noble 
Friend  in  the  least.  They  are  of  the 
most  general  character,  and  mainly  echo 
the  terms  of  the  Despatch  in  which  the 
invitation  to  the  Conference  was  accepted. 
It  is  obvious  that  only  general  Instructions 
could  be  given,  because  we  were  not 
aware  of  the  precise  nature  of  the  pro- 
posals which  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
German  or  other  Governments  to  submit. 
If  the  Conference  had  been  one  of  our 
suggestion,  or  had  been  summoned  by 
this  country,  of  course  the  summons  would 
have  been  given  with  certain  specific 
objects  which  might  have  been  dwelt 
upon  in  Instructions  to  Plenipotentiaiies. 
But  where  the  Conference  is  of  a  character 
so  entirely  novel,  and  the  precise  nature 
of  the  recommendations  suggested  for 
submission  is  a  matter  of  uncertainty, 
there  clearly  could  be  no  advantage 
in  giving  hypothetical  Instructions. 
Of  course,  our  Representatives  act 
on  the  principle  that  nothing  of  import- 
ance shall  be  assented  to  without  the 
sanction  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
being  first  obtained ;  and,  knowing  who 
the  Representatives  are,  I  do  not  think 
that  there  is  any  danger  of  their  giving 
any  unwise  or  incautious  assent.  But  I 
have  every  ground  for  believing  that, 
although  the  results  of  the  Conference 


may  not  appear  very  large  as  compared 
to  the  sensation  which  the  Conference 
has  created  and  the  notice  which  has 
been  attracted  to  it,  still  considerable 
advantage  will  result  from  its  delibera- 
tions, and  not  the  smallest  advantage 
will  be  that  it  will  give  some  hope  that 
other  countries  will  come  up  to  the  level 
which  this  country  has  already  attained 
in  the  care  which  it  bestows  on  the  regu- 
lation of  infant  and  female  labour,  and 
for  the  provision  of  the  weekly  rest 
which  we  so  much  value.  If  that  is 
done,  not  only  will  a  great  and  philan- 
thropic end  be  obtained,  but  also  a  great 
end  of  justice  for  the  labourers  of  this 
country.  Our  working  population  has 
now  for  many  years  past  been  working 
at  a  great  disadvantage  in  point  of  pure 
commercial  competition  by  reason  of  the 
very  care  and  precautions  which  Parlia- 
ment has  properly  taken  in  their  higher 
interests  which  I  have  named.  If  that 
result  comes  from  the  Conference,  it  will 
be  of  great  advantage.  I  do  not  say  that 
other  results  may  not  come,  and  that 
there  may  not  be  mattors  coming  up  at 
the  Conference  with  respect  to  which 
Parliament  Avill  have  subsequently  to  be 
consulted  ;  but  I  think  that  there  is  every 
ground  for  balieving  that  the  recom- 
mendations which  the  Conference  is 
likely  to  make  will  be  in  general 
harmony  with  those  principles  which  the 
English  Parliament  has  hitherto  pursued. 

THE   SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
SWEATING  SYSTEM. 

•The  Earl  op  DUNRAVEN:  In 
asking  your  Lordships  to  exempt  me 
from  further  attendance  on  the  Select 
Committee  which  you  appointed  three 
Sessions  ago  to  inquire  into  the  Sweating 
System,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
proper  for  me  to  go  into  my  reasons 
in  detail  on  this  occasion,  however 
desirous  and  anxious  I  might  be  to  do 
so,  and  I  am  most  anxious.  Your  Lord- 
ships will,  I  think,  realise  that  this  in- 
quiry is,  in  some  respects,  very  peculiar 
in  its  character.  You  will  uudei'stand 
that  it  is  not  a  very  pleasant  thing  to  ask 
to  be  dissociated  from  one's  Colleagues 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  and  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  believe  that,  in  my  mind 
at  any  rate,  the  motives  which  actuate 
me  are  amply,  and  more  than  amply, 
sufficient.  Your  Lordships  know  that,  in 
the  first  week  of  last  August,  your  Com* 


^wealing  System- 

mitiee  decided  to  postpone,  cm  account  of 
the  lat^  period  of  the  Session,  the  consi- 
deration of  the  Draft  Report,  which^  as 
Chairman,  it  was  my  duty  to  bring  up. 
And  jou  ar j  probiibly  aware,  because  it 
appears  to  be  generally  known,  that  when 
the  Committee  reassembled  a  month 
ago  they,  ou  a  Division,  unanimously 
decided  not  to  tdike  into  consideration 
that  same  Draft  Report ;  and  they  have 
not  met  since,  I  do  not  wish  to  make 
any  remarks  about  that,  other  than  to 
eay  that  it  indicates,  of  course,  a  veiy  con- 
fiiderable  difference  of  opinion  between 
the  Chairman  and  the  Committee  as 
to  the  whole  nature  and  cliaracter  of  the 
Report  that* is  called  for  by  the  evidence 
that  was  given  before  the  Committee. 
The  House  will  some  day  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  judging  of  all  these  matters; 
and  when  your  Committee  report, 
assuming,  of  coui-se,  that  1  am  still  alive 
and  not  disabled  by  the  decrepitude  of 
extreme  old  age,  I  shall  be  able  to  enter 
into  any  explanation  that  may  seem 
necessary  or  desirable.  I  will  only  mid 
that  I  feel  myself  to  be  in  a  very  unsaf  is- 
factory  and  equivocal  position  in  so  far 
as  1  am  credited  with  duties  and  respon- 
«ibilities  that  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
fulfil  and  to  discharge,  I  am  and  must 
be  held  liable,  outside  this  House,  at 
any  rate,  in  matters  of  fact  and  opinion 
which  I  am  powerless  to  affect  or  in- 
fluence. If  any  good  could  result 
from  my  continuing  to  serve  on  your 
Lordships'  Committee,  I  think  it  would 
be  my  duty  to  put  on  one  side  any  con- 
siderations of  that  kind,  however  much 
my  opinions  or  my  views  might  bo 
liable  to  misconception,  but  I  can  be 
of  no  service  to  the  Committee  or  to 
the  House,  or  to  the  public  in  this 
matter.  Any  useful  work  that  I  was 
able  to  perform  was  accomplished  many 
months  ago  ;  nnd  as  I  feel  certain  that  no 
harm  can  possil>ly  arise  to  any  pei-son 
interested  in  the  matters  that  were 
brought  before  the  Committee,  I  feel 
m.ysolf  at  liberty  to  ask  your  Lordships  to 
relieve  mo  from  what  I  think  is  a  false 
position,  a  |wsition  very  unsatisfactory 
and  disagreeable  to  me  ;  and  with  all 
respect  I  ask  your  Lordships  to  dispense 
with  my  further  services  on  this  Com- 
mittee, 

♦The  Eakl  of  DKEBT  :  My  Lords,  of 
course   1  do  not  riso  for  the  purpose  of 
objecting  to  tlio  Mfjtion  of  the  noble  Earl 
The  Earl  vf  Dunraveit 


Sdeei^  Committee* 


leefi 


opposite,    however    much    I   and    othe 
Members  of  the  Committee  may  re^ 
the  decUiou  to  which  he  has  come ;  butj 
quite  agree  with  him  tliat  this  is  not 
time  at  which  any  controversial  dlscussic 
can  take  phure  with  regard  to  the  eau 
of  his  retirement  from  the  Commit 
In  the  first  place,  it  would  be  cont 
to  the  Rules  of  this  House  to  enter  ixitol 
discussion    ninm    the    proceedings    of 
Committee  which  is  still  sitting  and  hi 
not  yet  reported  j  in  the  next  place,  eveii 
if  it  were  not  contrary  to  order,  it  would 
be  contrary  to  common  sunse,  becaUBo 
is  quite  obvious  your  Lordships  can  be 
judges  of  the  merits  of  a  dispute  wit 
regard  to  which  you  liave  not  the  Pap 
before  you.    Neither  the  Report  to  whi 
the  noble  Earl  has  refen'ed  nor  any  oth^ 
wliicli   may  Ix*  substituted  for  it  are 
your  Lordships*  hands  ;  and  in  the  absenfl 
of  those  documents  it  is  clearly  imp 
sible  for  you  to  form  any  judgment  up 
the  question  at  issue,     I  will  only  say 
that  in  my  judgment^  and  I  may  say  in 
the  unanimous   judgment  of  those  wbo 
sat  with  me  upon  the  Committee,   there 
is  really  no  such  fundamental  difference 
of     opinion     between    our     views    and 
those  of  the  noble  Earl  as  he  seems  to 
imagine,  and  we  did  not,  and  do  not,  se 
that  there  was  .anything  to  necessit 
his  retirement.     At  the  same  time, 
fully  !idmit  that   is  entirely  a  questia 
for  him  to  decide.     We  therefore  acco]3 
his  decision,  and  we  shall  always  do  f-u 
justice    to  the  ciire  and  attention  and 
assiduous  labour  which  he  has  given  i 
what  ho  truly  calls  an  unusually  difficis 
and  protracted  inquiry. 

LofiD  THRING:    My    I^rds,    I    fe 
called  upon  to  make  a  few  observations 
ujxjn  tiiis   subject.      Of  course,  as    the 
noble  Lords  have  said,  it  is  impossible  for 
us    tn   discuss   the    matter    now,       Tlij 
di-aft   Report    of    the    noble   Earl    hii 
not    yet    been     made    public.       Thoa 
of     the     other      noble      Members 
the    Committee    are   not    even   print 
yet,  and,  therefore,  we   cannot  compai^ 
til  em*     But  there   is  one  circumstance 
which  I  feel  bound  to  call  your  Lordshij 
attention.     Immediately  after  the  sitUu 
toi-ik  place   at    which    the   noble    Earll 
Rejiort    was    rejected,  there  appeared 
paragraph  in  various  newspapers  statii] 
that   the   noble  EarVs  Report  had  bee 
rejected    beti^auso   it  showed    too   mud 
sympathy  with  the  poi^r  and  prophesying 
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that  the  Report  which  bears  my  name 
would  be  colourless,  would  express  no 
sympathy  with  the  poor,  and  was  alto- 
gether the  Report  of  a  political  economist 
of.  the  oldest  and  driest  school.  I  shall 
say  nothing  with  regard  to  the  Report, 
for  it  will  speak  for  itself  ;  but  this  I 
will  say,  that  I  and  the  other  noble  Lords 
on  the  Committee  were  not  less  careful 
of  the  needs  and  wants  of  the  poor  than 
the  noble  Earl ;  and  I  am  able  for  myself 
and  Colleagues  to  express  the  admiration 
which  we  have  felt  at  seeing  the  patience 
with  which  the  poor  be»r  their  sufeerings, 
at  the  absence  of  e^paggeration  on  the 
part  of  the  witnesses -;|aia  the  plain  and 
simple  way  in  which  jt^<^  related  fheir 
tales  of  misery ;  and  mdl|ii;tlian  that,  our 
admiration  at  that  whicli' has,  perhaps, 
still  more  impressed  itself  upon  our 
minds  than  any  other  circumstBbnces  in 
this  inquiry,  namely,  the  unbounded 
charity  with  which,  according  to  the  evi- 
dence, the  poor  relieve  each  other's  neces- 
sities. I  may  assure  your  Lordships 
that  the  Report  will  do  full  justice  to  the 
conduct  and  needs  of  those  whose  position 
was  inquired  iiito. 

Ordered,  That  the  Lord  Kenry  (^. 
Dunraven  and  Mount-Earl)  be  exempted 
from  further  attendance  on  the  Select 
Committee. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Eight  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Teu  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Monday,  24th  March,  1890, 


QUESTIONS, 


LBELAND—EMPLOYMENT  OF  INSPEC- 
'J'OR  JARVIS. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  Frederick 
Jarvis  is  now  an  Inspector  in  the  em- 
ployment of  the  Criminal  Investigation 
Department,  and  is  now  in  London; 
whether  he  Was  in  the  employment  of 
the  Department  in  December,  1888; 
whether  in  that  month  of  1888  he  was 
at  Del  Norte,  Colorado,  a  town  close  by 


the  ranch e  of  P.  J.  Sheridan  ;  and,  if  so, 
what  was  the  object  of  his  mission  there ; 
and  whether,  if  he  does  not  personally 
know  if  Jarvis  was  at  Del  Norte  in 
December,  1888,  and  why  he  went  there, 
he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  of 
Jarvis  1 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  MArmEWS, 
Birmingham,  E.) :  The  answer  to  the 
first  two  paragraphs  is  in  the  affirmative. 
I  am  informed  that  Inspector  Jarvis  was 
never  at  any  time  at  or  near  Del  Norte, 
Colorado. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  Has  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  caused  inquiry  to  be 
made  as  to  whether  Inspector  Jarvis  is 
now  in  London,  and  was  this  information 
derived  from  him  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  derived  my 
information  from  the  head  of  the 
Criminal  Investigation  Department,  to 
whom  I  referred  the  hon.  Member's  ques- 
tion this  morning. 

MR.  P.  J.  SHERIDAN. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  following  passage  in  a  tele- 
gram from  Kirby,  an  agent  of  the  Times 
in  America,  to  Mr.  Soames,  the  Solicitor 
of  the  Tirnes — 

"  If  you  want  me  to  take  him  (Mr.  P.  J. 
Sheridan)  over  you  must  amend  your  evidenoe 
in  Court  after  reading  my  report  as  to  his  refus- 
ing to  accept  any  sum  to  go  over,  to  make  his 
life  more  safe  here  ;*' 

Whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Soames 
had  already  given  evidence  before  the 
Special  Commission  in  regard  to  his  re- 
lations with  Kirby,  and  Kirby's  relations 
with  Sheridan  in  regard  to  moneys  to  be 
paid  under  certain  eventualities  to  Sheri- 
dan; and  whether,  in  view  .of  the  fact 
that  the  words  above  cited  appear  to 
amount  to  a  suggestion  from  one  of  the 
agents  of  the  Times  to  the  Solicitor  of 
the  Timss,  that  the  latter  should  make  a 
false  statement  on  oath  before  the  Special 
Commission,  the  Public  Prosecutor  in- 
tends to  take  any  action  in  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  extract  from  the  tele- 
gram in  question  by  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Harbour  Division 
of  Dublin  on  the  4th  inst.  Without 
seeing  the  "  report "  alluded  to,  and  the 
communication    to    which     Kirby    was 
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rnittee  decided  to  postpone,  on  account  of 
the  lata  period  of  tbe  Saasiou,  the  eousi- 
deration  of  tbe  Draft  Report,  which,  as 
Chairman,  it  was  nay  duty  to  bring  up. 
And  yon  are  probably  aware,  because  it 
appears  to  be  genemlly  known,  that  when 
the  Committee  re-assembled  a  month 
ago  they,  on  a  Division,  unanimously 
decided  not  to  take  into  consideration 
that  same  Draft  Report ;  and  tbey  have 
not  met  since,  I  do  not  wish  to  make 
any  remarks  about  that,  other  than  to 
say  that  it  indicates,  of  course,  a  very  con- 
siderable difference  of  opinion  between 
fclie  Chairman  and  tbe  Committee  as 
to  tbe  whole  uature  and  character  of  the 
R-eport  that^is  called  for  by  the  evidence 
that  was  given  before  the  Committee. 
The  House  will  some  day  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  Judging  of  all  these  matters; 
and  when  your  Committee  report, 
aaauming,  of  course,  that  I  am  still  alive 
and  not  disabled  by  tlie  decrepitude  of 
extreme  old  age,  I  shall  be  able  to  enter 
into  any  explanation  that  may  seem 
necessaiy  or  desirable.  I  will  onJy  add 
that  I  feel  myself  to  Ije  in  a  very  unsatis- 
factory and  equivocal  position  in  so  far 
as  1  am  credited  vdth  duties  and  respon- 
fiifailitiea  tliat  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
fulfil  and  to  discharge.  I  am  and  must 
\iQ  held  liable,  outride  this  House,  at 
s^^  rate,  in  matters  of  fact  and  opinion 
which  I  am  powerless  to  affect  or  in- 
liuence.  If  any  good  could  result 
from  my  continaing  to  serve  on  your 
Lordships*  Committee*  I  think  it  would 
be  my  duty  to  put  on  one  side  any  con- 
siderations of  that  kind,  however  much 
ray  opinions  or  my  views  might  be 
liable  to  misconception,  but  1  can  be 
of  no  service  to  the  Committee  or  to 
the  House,  or  to  the  public  in  this 
matter.  Any  useful  work  that  I  was 
able  to  perform  was  accomplished  many 
months  ago  ;  and  as  I  feel  certain  tliat  no 
harm  can  psjsaibly  arise  to  any  person 
interested  in  the  matters  that  were 
brought  before  the  Committee,  I  feel 
myself  at  liberty  to  ask  your  Lords! lips  to 
reUev©  me  fr(>m  what  I  think  is  a  false 
position,  a  position  very  nnfiatisfactury 
and  disagreeable  to  me  ;  and  with  all 
respect  1  ask  your  Lordships  to  dispense 
with  my  further  services  on  this  Com- 
mittee, 

♦The  Earl  of  DERBY  :  My  Lords,  of 
course   I  do  not  rise  for  the  purposj  of 
objecting  to  the  Mtjtion  of  tho  noble  Earl 
Tkt  £arl  of  iJunraven 


opposite,    however    much   I   and    othe 
Members  of  the  Committee  may  reg 
the  decision  to  which  he  lias  come  ;  but  ] 
quite  agree  with  him  that  this  is  not  tb 
time  at  which  any  controversial  discussi 
can  take  place  with  regard  to  the  cau 
of  his  rati reme lit  fro)n  the  Committed 
III  tho  first  place,  it  would  be  contr 
to  the  Rules  of  this  House  to  enter  into  i 
discussion    upon    the    pn>ceedings    of 
Committee  which  is  still  sitting  and  baa 
not  yet  re{>oi*ted  j  in  the  next  place,  eveij 
if  it  were  not  contrary  to  order,  it  woul(" 
be  contrary  to  common  sense,  because  ii 
is  quite  obvious  your  Lordships  can  be 
judges  of  the  merits  of  a  dispute  wii^ 
regaT"d  to  which  you  have  not  the  Paj 
before  you.    Neither  the  Report  towhic 
the  noble  Ivirl  has  referred  nor  any  otb 
which   may  be   substituted  for  it  are 
your  Lordships'  hands  ;  and  in  the  absenc 
of  those  documents  it  is  clearly  imiios- 
sible  for  you  to  form  any  judgment  up 
tho  question  at  issue.     I  will  only 
tliat  in  my  judgment,  and  I  may  say 
the  unanimous  judgment  of  those  wL 
sat  with  me  upon  the  Committee,   thei 
is  really  no  such  fundamental  differenc 
of     opinion     between    our     views    anH 
those  of  the  noble  Eiu'l  as  bo  seems 
imagine,  and  we  did  not,  and  do  not»  se| 
that  there  was  .anything   to  necessitati 
his  retirement*     At  the  same  time, 
fully  admit  tlrnt   is  entirely  a  quest ioii 
for  him  to  decide.     We  therefore  accept 
his  decision,  and  we  shaH  always  do  ful 
justice    to  the  cai'e  and  attention  and  ti 
assiduous  lalxiur  which  he  has  given 
what  he  truly  calls  an  unusually  difficullj 
and  protracted  inquiry. 

Lour  THRING :  My  Lords,  I  fe  ^ 
called  upon  to  make  a  few  observations' 
ufMin  tlxis  subject.  Of  ecturse,  as  the 
noble  Lords  have  said,  it  is  imixjssible  for 
us  to  discuss  the  matter  now.  The_ 
draft  Report  of  the  noble  Earl  ha 
not  yet  been  made  pubUc.  Thos 
of  the  other  noble  Members  of 
the  Committee  are  not  even  printed 
yet,  and,  therefore,  we  cannot  compare 
them.  Rut  there  is  one  circumstance 
which  I  feel  bound  to  call  your  Lordshif 
attention.  Immediately  after  the  aittiii 
took  place  at  which  the  noble  Earli 
Rei>ort   was    rejected^  there  appeared 

paragraph  in  various  newspapers  statii: 

that  the  noble  EarVs  Report  bad  been 
rejected  because  it  showed  too  muck 
sympathy  with  the  poor  and  prophesyix 
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tliat  the  Report  which  bears  my  name 
would  be  colourless,  would  express  no 
sympathy  with  the  poor,  and  was  alto- 
gether the  Report  of  a  political  economist 
of.  the  oldest  and  driest  school.  I  shall 
say  nothing  with  regard  to  the  Report, 
for  it  will  speak  for  itself  ;  but  this  I 
will  say,  that  I  and  the  other  noble  Lords 
on  tlie  Committee  were  not  less  careful 
of  the  needs  and  wants  of  the  poor  than 
the  noble  Earl ;  and  I  am  able  for  myself 
and  Colleagues  to  express  the  admiration 
which  we  have  felt  at  seeing  the  patience 
with  which  the  poor  be^  their  suSferings, 
at  the  absence  of  exaggeration  on  the 
part  of  the  witnesses  ^>a^  the  plain  and 
simple  way  in  which  |^(^  related  {heir 
tales  of  misery ;  and  mdlii^tlian  that,  our 
admiration  at  that  which '  bip,  perhaps, 
still  more  impressed  itself  tipon  our 
minds  than  any  other  circnmstBbnces  in 
this  inquiry,  namely,  the  unbounded 
charity  with  which,  according  to  the  evi- 
dence, the  poor  relieve  each  other's  neces- 
sities. I  may  assure  your  Lordships 
that  the  Report  will  do  full  justice  to  the 
conduct  and  needs  of  those  whose  position 
was  inquired  ilito. 

Ordered,  That  the  Lord  Kenry  (^. 
Dunraven  and  Mount-Earl)  be  exempted 
from  further  attendance  on  the  Select 
Committee. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Eight  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Monday,  24th  March,  1890, 


QUESTIONS, 


IBELAND—EMPLOYMENT  OF  INSPEC- 
U'OR  JARVIS. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  Frederick 
Jarvis  is  now  an  Inspector  in  the  em- 
ployment of  the  Criminal  Investigation 
Department,  and  is  now  in  London; 
whether  he  Was  in  the  employment  of 
the  Department  in  December,  1888; 
whether  in  that  month  of  1888  he  was 
at  Del  Norte,  Colorado,  a  town  close  by 


the  ranche  of  P.  J.  Sheridan ;  and,  if  so, 
what  was  the  object  of  his  mission  there ; 
and  whether,  if  he  does  not  personally 
know  if  Jarvis  was  at  Del  Norte  in 
December,  1888,  and  why  he  went  there, 
he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  of 
Jarvis  1 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matihews, 
Birmingham,  E.) :  The  answer  to  the 
first  two  paragraphs  is  in  the  affirmative. 
I  am  informed  that  Inspector  Jarvis  was 
never  at  any  time  at  or  near  Del  Norte, 
Colorado. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Has  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  caused  inquiry  to  be 
made  as  to  whether  Inspector  Jarvis  is 
now  in  London,  and  was  this  information 
derived  from  him  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  derived  my 
information  from  the  head  of  the 
Criminal  Investigation  Department,  to 
whom  I  referred  the  hon.  Member's  ques- 
tion this  morning. 

MR.  P.  J.  SHERIDAN. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  following  passage  in  a  tele- 
gram from  Kirby,  an  agent  of  the  Times 
in  America,  to  Mr.  Soames,  the  Solicitor 
of  the  Times — 

''  If  you  want  me  to  take  him  (Mr.  P.  J. 
Sheridan)  over  you  must  amend  your  evidenoe 
in  Court  after  reading  my  report  as  to  his  refus- 
ing to  accept  any  sum  to  go  over,  to  make  his 
life  more  safe  here  ;*' 

Whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Soames 
had  already  given  evidence  before  the 
Special  Commission  in  regard  to  his  re- 
lations with  Kirby,  and  Kirby's  relations 
with  Sheridan  in  regard  to  moneys  to  be 
paid  under  certain  eventualities  to  Sheri- 
dan; and  whether,  in  view  .of  the  fact 
that  the  words  above  cited  appear  to 
amount  to  a  suggestion  from  one  of  the 
agents  of  the  Times  to  the  Solicitor  of 
the  Tim£s,  that  the  latter  should  make  a 
false  statement  on  oath  before  the  Special 
Commission,  the  Public  Prosecutor  in- 
tends to  take  any  action  in  the  matter  1 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  extract  from  the  tele- 
gram in  question  by  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Harbour  Division 
of  Dublin  on  the  4th  inst.  Without 
seeing  the  "  report "  alluded  to,  and  the 
communication    to    which     Kirby    was 
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replying,  it  is  difficult  to  say  what  he 
refers  to  ;  but  I  do  not,  from  that  extract, 
either  by  itself  or  in  Cf^nneetion  with  any 
evidence  of  Mr-  Soamess,  draw  the  in- 
ference that  Mr.  Kirby  suggested  to  Mr. 
Soames  that  be  should  make  a  false  state- 
ment upoa  oath,  and  I  do  not  sec  any- 
thing in  the  facts,  so  fur  as  I  know  them, 
on  which  the   Public  Prusecutor   could 

Mb,  COBB  (Warwick,  S,E.,  Rugby): 
Have  the  police  obtain etl  the  information 
as  to  Mr.  Soames  having  drawn  the  £10 
and  £5  notes  from  the  Bank  in  August 
and  September,  1888;  and  have  the 
j>olice  also  obtained  information  as  to 
when  and  to  whom  Mr.  8aames  paid 
away  the  two  notes  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  informed  that 
the  police  obtained  the  information  that 
the  notes  in  question  were  paid  out  on 
Mr.  Soames's  clieques,  but  they  did  not 
obtain  information  as  to  when  or  to 
whom  Mi*.  Soames  paid  away  the  two 
notes. 

THK  DEATH  OF  JOHN  CONOLLY. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co,,  Mid) :  I  i)eg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the  evi- 
dence given  at  the  inquest  upon  the  sudden 
death  of  John  Otmrilly,  of  Leap,  County 
Cork,  in  the  bail  section  of  the  Cork 
County  Gaol,  on  Wednesday,  the  12th 
instant,  from  which  it  appears  that 
Conolly,  when  previously  imprisoned,  a 
short  time  since,  was  confined  iu  an 
invalid  cell ;  that  he  had  been  anointed 
by  Father  Carney,  C.C,  on  the  mornin*.' 
of  his  lirrest,  and  was  found  in  betl  by 
the  pohce,  who  arrested  him,  took  him  to 
Leap,  and  kept  him  there  all  night ;  that 
Dr.  Moriarty,  the  prison  physician,  swore 
that  the  man  was  seriously  and  dan- 
gerously ill,  and  not  in  a  fit  condition  to 
be  removed,  and  that  he  died  fr<jm  col- 
lapse in  consequenca  of  his  removal  by 
tlie  police  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
post  mortem  examination  proved  the  man 
had  suffered  from  extensive  disease  of 
the  heart,  lungs,  pleura^  and  liver  ;  and 
whether  the  Government  propose  to  take 
any  action  with  regard  U)  the  conduct  of 
the  police  on  this  occasion? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  rort 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  The  attention  of  the  Irish 
Government  has  been  directed  to  the 
Ciso  referred  to  It  appears  that  the 
Mr,  MntthHws 


deceased,  who  had  been  out  on  bail  on  n\ 
charge  c«f  cattle  stealing,  was  arrested  oa' 
March  lOtli,  at  the  instance  of  one  of  his 
sureties  on  his  sworn    information  that 
the  man  was  about  to  abscond.      Thai 
pilice  had  no  reason  to  believe  that  thul 
deceased  man  was  in  a  serious  condition  j 
of  health,     On  the  contrary,  it  appears,  I 
from  evidence  given  at  the  inquest,  that] 
the  deceasetl's  mother  stated    in    theirl 
presence  on  the  occasion  of  the  arrest  1 
that  the  man  ought  to  be  out  at  work,  i 
as  she   never  saw     him  looking  better, 
Dr,  Moriarty  appears  in    his  evidence  to  I 
have    stated,  as    the    result   of    a    post^ 
niorfffit  examination,  that  the    cause    of 
death  was  syncope,  and  that  he  found  n 
consiilerable  amount  of  disease,  sufficient  I 
to  caus3  death  at  any  moment.     Thai  j 
disease    appears    to    have    been  of  the 
nature  indicated  in  the  second  pamgrapli. 
The  Government  are  not  aware  of  action  ! 
on  their  |jart    being    called    for.      Thol 
Coroner's  jury  acquitted  the  police    of] 
any  culpabilitv  in  the  mutter. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  th5»tt 
this  man  was  confined   on  his   first  im- 
prisonment  in    an    invalid    cell,    under 
medical  supervision,  owing  to  the  delicate] 
state  of  his  health  ? 

Mk.  ilADDEN  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  thmk  the 
hon.  Member  is  quite  right  that  on  the 
occasion  of  his  tirst  arrest  ConoUy  was 
confined  iu  the  hospital,  but  there  was 
no  reason  to  suppose  at  that  time  that 
his  illness  was  of  the  serious  nature 
which  it  subsequently  turned  out  to  be. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Hiis  the  attention  of  j 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  been  called  to  I 
the  ftK't  that  at  that  time  ConoUy  wsis 
suffenng  from  extensive  disease*  t 

Mr,  MADDEN  :  I  do  not  thiuK  that 
attention  was  called  to  the  actual  condi- 
tion of  the  man  until  the  pout   mort^n  I 
examination  took  place.     Until  that  took 
place  the  serious  character  of  the  disease  | 
had  not  manifested  itself* 

Dh.  TANNER  :  Is  it  not  the  feet  thatj 
when   released  from  his   first  imprison- 
ment this  man  was  unable   to  walk  and  | 
was  assisted  dowTistairs  ? 

Mk.  madden  :  1  know  nothing  about  J 
that, 

COMPULSORY  EDUCATION  IN 
IHELAND. 
Mk.  W.  a.  JLiCDONALD  (Queen*s] 
County,  Ossory) :  I  beg  id  ask  the  At- 
torney Genera!  fur  Ireland   whether  his] 
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attention  has  been  called  to  a  resolution 
in  favour  of  compulsory  education  for 
Ireland,  passed  by  the  National  School 
Teachers'  Congress  at.  the  beginning  of 
January  last ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
a  similar  resolution  has  been  passed  by 
the  teachers  at  several  preceding  con- 
gresses; whether  it  is  clear  from  the 
census  returns  that  the  proportion  of 
persons  who  cannot  read^and  write  is 
greater  in  Ireland  than  in  Great  Britain ; 
whether  this  disproportion  is  due  to  the 
absence  of  any  system  of  compulsion  in 
Ireland  ;  and  whether  he  will  introduce 
any  legislation  giving  practical  effect  to 
the  recommendation  of  the  Teachers  ? 


Mr.  madden  :  The  attention  of  the 
Irish  Government  has  been  called  to  the 
resolutions  referred  to.  It  is  the  case 
that  the  proportion  of  wholly  illiterate 
persons  appears  to  be  larger  in  Ireland 
than  in  Great  Britain.  I  have  no  special 
information  as  to  the  cause  of  this  dis- 
proportion ;  but  there  is  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  the  hon.  Member's  conten- 
tion is  not  accurate.  However  desirable 
a  system  of  compulsory  education  for 
Ireland  might  be,  it  would  not  be  prac- 
ticable to  consider  the  matter  with  a 
view  to  legislation  at  the  present 
time. 

ENNISKILLEN  POSTMASTER. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  claims  of  David 
McGaw,  of  Enniskillen,  for  compensation 
for  breach  of  contract  by  the  Postmaster 
of  Enniskillen  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Mr.  McGaw  recovered  judgment  against 
the  Postmaster  at  the  Ecftiiskillen 
Quarter  Sessions,  and  that  the  judge 
advised  that  the  Treasury  should  be 
petitioned  for  compsnsation  for  Mr. 
McGaw ;  and  whether,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  Treasury  will  give  com- 
pensation 1 

♦The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge)  :  Mr. 
McGaw's  claims  have  frequently  been 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Treasury. 
After  he  had  taken  prucaedings  against 
the  Postmaster  of  Enniskillen,  in  1884, 
to  obtain  specific  performance  of  an 
agreement  to  take  a  lease  of  the  old  pust- 
office  premises  for  40  years  (from  1879) 
at  £40  a  year,  he  wa-s  offered  £200  to 


cancel  the  agreement.  This  he  refused, 
and  the  Postmaster  was  compelled  to 
execute  the  lease.  Mr.  Magaw  has, 
therefore,  no  claim  for  compensation  on 
that  account. 

LAND  COMMISSION— ROSCOMaiON. 

Mr.  0*KELLY  (Roscommon,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  great 
delay  has  occurred  in  dealing  with  appli- 
cations to  have  fair  rents  fixed  in  that 
portion  of  Roscommon  included  in  the 
Carrick  on  Shannon  Union  ;  that  origi- 
nating notices  served  in  1887  have  not 
yet  been  dealt  with  by  the  Land  Courts, 
and  that  the  landlords  are  pressing  for  full 
rents ;  and  whether  he  can  undertake 
to  expedite  the  hearing  of  cases  m  the 
district  of  Roscommon  1 

Mb.  madden  :  The  Land  Commis- 
sioners report  that  two  sets  of  Assistant- 
Commissioners  have  been  working  con- 
tinuously in  the  county  Roscommon 
since  October  last,  and  will  continue  in 
that  county  until  all  the  originating 
notices  received  before  December,  1887, 
have  been  disposed  of.  There  has  been 
no  unnecessary  delay  in  the  disposal  of 
cases  from  the  district  referred  to,  the 
several  unions  having  been  taken  up  in 
their  turn.  There  is  no  official  informa- 
tion that  the  landlords  are  pressing  for 
full  rents.  Lists  will  shortly  be  issued 
for  the  district  of  Roscommon  mentioned. 

BELFAST   LINEN    LAPPERS  FRIENDLY 

SOCIETY. 
'  Mr.  sexton  (Belfast.  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  any  steps  have  been 
taken  by  the  late  Trustees  or  late 
secretary  or  chairman  of  the  Belfast 
Linen  Lappers  Friendly  Society,  or 
otherwise,  to  recover  the  money  which, 
by  the  annual  statement  of  accounts  of 
the  society  to  the  Slst  December,  1888, 
appears  to  have  been  misappropriated; 
whether  any  inquiry  has  been  made  into 
the  allegation  that  receipts  for  amounts 
dae  as  salary  to  the  society's  medical 
officer  wer3  forged ;  have  the  late  Trustees 
or  other  officers  given  all  the  information 
required  to  the  society ;  have  they  com- 
municated the  facts  to  the  Registrar  of 
Friendly  Societies  ;«and  what  steps  he  has 
taken,  or  intends  to  take,  to  secure  the 
recovery  of  the  money  ? 
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Mr:.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Registrar  of  Friendly  Societies  tbat 
neither  he  nor  the  Assistant  Registrar 
for  Ireland  has  any  information  on  the 
matters  in  qnestion,  and  not  being  in 
possession  of  any  information  on  the 
miitter,  he  has  taken  no  steps  and  is  not 
in  a  positiozi  to  take  any.  I  would 
suggest  thai  the  hon.  Member  should 
oommnnicate  with  the  Registrar,  bo  that 
wliatover  action  is  necessaxy  may  be 
taken. 

THE  BELFAST  POST  OFFICE. 
Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post^ 
master  General  what  decision  haa  been 
come  to  with  respect  to  higher  appoint- 
ments in  the  Telegraph  Department  of 
the  Belfast  Post  Office,  and  generally  as 
to  the  number  and  classification  of 
officials  in  that  department ;  how  soon 
the  promotions  and  appointments  conse- 
quent upon  the  adoption  of  the  new 
system  will  be  made  :  nud  whether  length 
of  service  will  bo  considered  in  the  case 
of  promotion  1 

^Mr.  RATKES:  In  the  Belfast  Post 
Office  a  few  higher  appointments  have 
recently  been  sanctioned.  No  time  will 
be  lost  in  promoting  to  these  appoint- 
mentSf  and  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member 
that,  in  making  the  promotionSj  due 
weight  will  be  attached  to  length  of 
service. 

EDUCATION  IN  IRELAND. 
Mb.  FOLEY  (Galway,  Connemara)  i  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  with  regnrd  to  the  facts  that  the 
Boards  of  National  and  Intermediate  Edu- 
cation and  the  Senate  f»f  the  Royal  L^ni- 
versity  are  so  constituted  as  to  include  a 
Catholic  element  in  the  proportion  of  one 
half,  that  the  higher  paid  ripp)iatment6 
in  these  institutions  follow  the  same  rule, 
and  tliat  this  proportion  is  maiutjiined 
by  the  free  action  of  the  Executive 
Government,  there  being  no  statutory 
provision  in  this  respect ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  governing  body  lind 
office  bearers  of  the  Queen's  College, 
Gal  way  J  are  and  have  been  for  some 
time  exclusively  Protestant ;  and  whether 
the  Executive  will  make  appointments  in 
Gal  way  on  the  same  principle  that 
obtains  in  the  institutions  named  above, 
on  the  ground  that  a  distinct  Ministerial 
pledge  was  given  iu  this  House  that  the 
patronage  of    the    Crown  would    be  so 


exercised  as  to  secure,  if  p>ssihle,  the 
services  of  Catholics  in  the  appointments 
to  Queen's  College,  Gnlway  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  must  ask  the  hoiu_ 
Member  to  postpc>ne  the  question,  as  1 
have    not    read    the    information   tha 
would  euftblo  me  to  answer  it. 

THE  IRISH  MAIL  SERVICE. 
Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Fos^ 
master  General  what  is  the  cause  of  tl 
delay  in  granting  the  extm  mail  ^ 
jippointed  on  the  limited  mail  servic 
in  Ireland,  their  permanent  appoint 
ments  ;  whether  these  officials  are  not 
four  years  doing  the  duty  of  mail  guar 
on  the  limited  mail  service,  and  wheths 
some  of  them  have  U>  or  17  years^ 
service  ;  and  why  they  have  not  as  y^ 
been  supplied  with  mail  guards'  nnifor 
in  substitution  for  those  of  leti 
carriers  ? 

♦Mb.  RAIKES:  The  appointment 
mail  guards  has  long  been  d i scon  tin u.e 
The  men  to  whom  the  hon.  Membe 
refers  are  postmen.  The  travelhng  dut 
is  much  sought  after,  as  the  postmen,  ii 
addition  to  their  wages  as  such,  reoei^ 
while  performing  it  a  trip  allowance* 

HAGEE  COLLEGE. 

Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
aware  that  the  death  of  the  lata  Re^ 
Dr.  Withers  has  deprived  Magee  Coll©^ 
of  representiition  upon  the  Senate  of  tJifl 
R(»yal  University  ;  and  that  Mtigee  Col- 
lege is  the  only  one  of  the  four  colleges 
recognised  by  the  University  withoi]  ~ 
such  representation  ;  and  whetherJ 
having  regard  to  the  relations  of  thi 
college  ft>  the  University,  and  the  nuniJ 
ber  of  matriculated  students  of  the  Unii 
versity  in  attendance  upon  its  classes," 
he  proposes  to  continue  its  rei^resdnta- 
tion  upon  the  Senate,  by  the  appoint 
ment  to  the  existing  vacancy  of 
member  of  the  Magee  College  Faculty  fj 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  The  matter  referred 
to  by  my  hon.  Friend   has  been  already 
engaging  the  attention  of  the  Irish 
veniraent^     and     is   still     under     con^ 
sideration, 

GOVERNMENT    ABVERTISE51ENTS    D 
IRELAND. 
Mr,  PATRICK  JOSEPH  O^BRIEN; 
I   beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
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Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  fact  that,  at  the  recent 
Spring  Assizes  at  Nenagh,  the  Grand 
Jury  for  the  North  Riding  of  Tipperary 
passed  unanimously  a  resolution  ap- 
proving of  having  the  public  advertise- 
ments published  in  the  Tipperary 
Sentinel,  the  newspaper  representing 
popular  opinion  circulating  in  the  dis- 
trict ;  and  that  when  the  resolution 
subsequently  came  before  the  Grand 
Jury  for  the  South  Riding  of  the  county 
in  the  ordinary  way,  they  refused  to 
ratify  it,  the  foreman,  as  reported,  mak- 
ing use  of  these  words — 

**  I  may  state  I  have  a  resolution  here  from 
the  Grand  Jury  of  the  North  Biding,  recom- 
mending  us  to  give  advertisements  to  the  Ttjp- 
perary  Sentinel.  Is  there  any  such  paper  in 
existence  ?  *  We  will  have  nothing  to  do 
with  any  such  paper.*  " 

Can  he  state  on  what  grounds  this  course 
was  adopted,  and  the  recommendation  of 
the  Grand  Jury  where  the  paper  in 
question  was  published  set  aside,  they 
having  full  knowledge  of  the  merits  of 
the  case  of  which  the.  Grand  Jury  at 
Clonmel  admitted  their  entire  ignorance ; 
and  whether  he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be 
made  into  this  matter,  which  concerns  so 
largely  the  ratepayers  of  the  county  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  There  is  no  official 
information  on  the  subject  of  this  ques- 
tion, as  Grand  Juries  are  not  under  the 
control  of  the  Irish  Government.  The 
Secretary  of  the  Grand  Jury  of  the 
South  Riding  of  Tipperary  has,  however, 
favoured  me  with  a  statement  to  the 
effect  that  the  resolution  referred  to  was 
received  by  the  Grand  Jury,  bnt  as  no 
member  knew  anything  about  the  news- 
paper mentioned,  and  as  no  one  appeared 
on  its  behalf,  they  decided  to  postpone 
the  consideration  of  the  matter. 

TUBERCULOSIS. 
Mb.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  whether  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  been  directed  to  the  fact  that  a  num- 
ber of  cattle,  the  property  of  small 
lleshers,  are  being  condemned  on  account 
of  the  disease  known  as  tuberculosis ; 
that  the  fleshers,  through  no  fault  of 
theirs,  are  thas  deprived,  in  many  cases, 
of  their  means  of  subsistence ;  and 
whether  the  Government  will  take  some 
action  to  compensate  fleshers  thus  de- 
prived of  their  cattle,  taking  into  con- 


sideration the  fact  that  compensation  is 
given  to  owners  of  animals  destroyed 
under  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals) 
Act? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  op 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin,  Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford) :  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
must  have  been  misinformed.  No  cattle 
that  I  am  aware  of,  the  property  of  small 
fleshers  or  others,  are  condemned  or  have 
been  condemned  on  account  of  tuber- 
culosis. What  has  happened,  I  believe, 
is  this — that  in  the  case  of  certain 
animals  which  have  been  bought 
apparently  in  perfect  health  tuberculosis 
has  been  subsequently  discovered  after 
the  animals  have  been  killed,  and  the 
meat  in  consequence  has  been  con- 
demned as  unfit  for  human  food  by  the 
Sanitary  Inspector.  The  loss  in  tliat 
case  to  the  butcher  is  very  serious,  and  it 
appears  to  be  exceedingly  hard  upon  him. 
But  I  am  afraid  it  is  one  of  the  risks 
which  are  incident  to  the  trade,  and  I  am 
not  aware  that  it  is  in  the  power  of  any 
authority  to  compensate  persons  for  any 
losses  which  have  arisen  under  those 
circumstances.  I  am  inquiring  into  the 
matter,  however,  and  I  am  to  receive  a 
deputation  on  the  whole  question  very 
shortly  in  conjunction  with  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  after  which  I  shall 
be  better  able  to  pronounce  a  more 
definite  opinion. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  consider  this  case  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Bill  he  is  about  to  introduce 
for  taking  further  powers  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  No,  Sir.  It  would  be 
impossible  for  me  to  deal  with  this  ques- 
tion in  connection  with  the  Bill,  which  I 
have  already  laid  on  the  Table,  with 
regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia.  The  two 
questions  differ  greatly  in  many  respects, 
but  I  shall  give  to  the  hon.  Member's 
question  most  careful  attention,  with  the 
hope  of  its  being  possible  to  take  some 
measures  with  regard  to  it  at  a  later 
period. 

NEWFOUNDLAND  FISHERIES. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  if  he  is  aware  that  great 
discontent  exists  in  Newfoundland  about 
the  settlement  of  the  Fishery  Question 
between  the  Government  and  France ; 
and    whether  any  protests  against  this 
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settlement     haye    been    received    from 
Newfoundland  by  the  Government  ? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFMRS  (Sir 
X  Fergusson,  Maucliest:*r,  N.E,)  :  Her 
Majesty ^s  Government  have  learned  by 
telegra]ih  that  the  two  Houses  of  the 
Newfoundland  Legislature  have  passed  a 
Resolution  protesting  against  the  modus 
lyivetifli  agreed  upon  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  that  of  France 
for  the  regulation  of  the  lobster  fisheries 
during  the  ensuing  season.  Only  a 
telegraphic  report  of  this  arrangement 
Ims  as  yet  reached  the  colony,  and  it 
appears  to  have  bt^tsn  imperfectly  un- 
derstood. 

Mu.  W.  REDMOND  :  Was  the  Gch 
vernment  of  Newfoundland  consulted  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  regard  to 
the  arrangement  come  to  ? 

♦Sir  J,  FERGtJSSON  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  stated 
so  the  other  night  ;  and*  so  far  as  the 
principle  of  a  moduH  r{v>endi  is  concerned, 
there  was  no  distipprovah 

Dr,  TANNER:  Will  adequate  pro 
tection  be  afforded  to  the  officers  of  the 
fisheries  of  Newfoundland  T 

♦Sm  J.  FERGUSSON ;  I  stated  the 
other  night  that  there  would  be  a  con- 
tinuation of  the  stutitg  quo  until  a  more 
permanent  arrangement  lias  been  made  ; 
that  is  to  say  that  all  the  existing  factories, 
whether  French  or  English,  will  Ixi 
protected. 

POLICE  SUPERANNUATION. 

Mr.  COLMAN  (Norwich)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  revise,  during  this 
Session,  the  terras  and  conditions  of 
Police  Superannuation  ? 

Mr,  THOMAS  HENRY  BOLTON 
(St.  Pancras,  N.) :  I  also  wish  to  ask  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  when  a  decision 
is  likely  to  be  given  with  reference  to 
theprojKJsed  revision  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Superannuation  scheme  1 

Mb.  ^UTTHEWS:  The  subject  of 
Police  Superannuation  has  for  a  con- 
siderable  time  received  the  attention  of 
the  Government,  and  1  hops  before  long, 
in  spite  of  ihj  many  difficulties,  to  be  in 
a  position  t>  stut^  to  the  House  the  de- 
cision the  Government  h^vo  arrived  at 
vntU  respL»ct  to  tJie  matter. 
Mr,   IViiiiaTn  limlinond 


Sir  H.  SELWIN-IBBETSON  (Essex, 
Epping)  :  Arising  out  of  this  question,  and 
having  in  Wew  the  great  disappointment 
to  which  the  police  have  been  aubJecte^T 
I  should  like  to  ask  whether,  considerin 
the  question  has  so  repeatedly  been 
brought  before  the  House,  the  GovemJ 
ment  are  not  prepared  to  give  son  _ 
definite  assurance  that  they  wiU  press 
the  matter  to  a  decision  this  year. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  Governmei 
are  quit 3  sensible  of  tlie  importance 
the  question,  and  are  extremely  anxious 
to  arrive  at  a  settlement* 

THE  COAL  MINES  REGULATION  ACT." 
Mft.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottingham^ 
Rushcliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secret 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  wha 
is  the  total  number  of  colboriea  whic 
yet  reftain  exempted  from  the  obligation 
to  provide  weigJiing  machines,  impose' 
by  **  Tlie  Coal  Mines  Regulatioii  Ac<j 
1887  ;  "  and  at  how*  many  c<ilberies  ha 
this  exemption  been  withdrawn  by  hii 
since  Ist  April,  1889'? 

Mr.  MAITHEWS :  The  number 
mines  where  exemptions  as  to  weighir 
machines  granted  under  the  Act  of  1 873 
are  still  acted  upon  is,  in  all,  83. 
these,  over  39  persons  are  employed  iB 
23,  and  under  30  persona  in  60,  Nj 
exemptions  as  to  weighing  have  beel 
withdrawn  by  me  since  April  1,  1889 
and  no  application  has  been  made  to  mi 
for  that  purposs. 

THE  BLOOMfcJBURY  K1FLE8. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)! 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  fo 
War  w^hether  he  is  aware  that  nearlj 
the  whole  of  the  bandsmen  of  the  lOtl 
Middlesex,  Bloorasl«ury  Rifles,  have  reJ 
cently  received  w^ritten  notice  from  thfl 
Adjutant  that  they  have  been  redact 
to  the  ranks  for  insisting  on  the  per 
formance  of  a  clause  in  their  conditio 
of  service,  by  which  they  were  guaraE 
teed  a  minimum  of  10  engagements  pe^ 
year,  at  bs.  pi'r  engagement ;  and  whethe 
he  will  cause  an  incjuiry  to  be  made  as  \ 
the  circumstances  under  which  thee 
Volunteers,  engviglng  as  bandsmen 
have  been  reduced  to  the  ranks 
privates? 

♦I'liK  SECRETARY  ok  STATE  ko 
WAR  (iMr.  E.  Standope,  Lincolnshire 
Horncastle) ;  The  bandsmen  in  questio 
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were  reduced  to  the  ranks  for  insabordina- 
tion,  and  not  becanse  theyinsistedonbeing 
paid  for  a  minimum  number  of  engage- 
ments. Being  members  of  the  Volunteer 
<K)rps,  they  continue  as  privates  on 
ceasing  to  be  bandsmen.  As  a  matter  of 
discipline  this  was  a  case  for  the  Com- 
manding Ofl&cer,  and  I  do  not  propose  to 
institute  any  inquiry  on  the  subject. 
But  it  seems  to  me  clearly  a  case  where 
the  Commanding  OflBcer  ought  to  be 
-strongly  supported  in  maintaining  the 
•discipline  of  his  corps. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  May  I  ask 
whether  any  other  case  of  insubordination 
has  been  brought  before  the  notice  of 
the  Commanding  Ofl&cer  except  asking 
for  money,  which  they  were  entitled  to, 
and  which  in  writing  had  been  agreed 
to  be  paid  to  them  ? 

•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  No,  Sir ;  that  was 
not  the  only  act  of  insubordination.  I 
have  been  shown  the  receipts  in  full, 
signed  by  the  bandsmen,  for  all  that  was 
due  to  them. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  No  doubt  there 
are  receipts  in  full  now  ;  but  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
the  only  act  of  insubordination  alleged 
at  the  time  was  the  asking  for  a  payment 
of  money  which,  by  agreement,  they 
were  entitled  to  ? 

•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  have  only  to 
say,  so  far  as  the  evidence  has  come 
before  me,  that  the  Commanding  OflScer 
was  justified  in  the  action  he  took. 

GLASGOW  POST  OFFICE. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  if  he  can 
explain  why  at  the  Glasgow  Post  OflBce 
the  Is.  allowed  for  refreshments  at 
Christmas,  and  formerly  paid  to  the  men 
in  cash,  was  last  Christmas  paid  in  4d. 
refreshment  tickets  available  only  at  the 
Post  Office  "  Dining  Club,"  and  on  what 
grounds  about  150  men  who  declined  to 
accept  the  allowance,  because  paid  in 
this  way,  were  deprived  of  the  allowanc3 
altogether;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Glasgow  Postmaster  is  one  of  the  pro- 
prietors of  this  club,  and  that  the  supplies 
for  the  club  ard  obtained  from  a  farm 
belonging  to  the  Postmaster;  and  whether 
he  will  now  undertake  to  pay  the  Is. 
allowance  to  those  men  who  were  de 
prived  of  it  at  Christmas  ? 

VOL.   CCCXLII.     [thtbd  series.] 


•Me.  RAIKES  :  I  find  that  at  Christ- 
mas of  1887  and  1888  the  Postmaster  of 
Glasgow,  instead  of  distributing  to  the 
stafE  refreshments  to  a  value  not  exceed- 
ing Is.  a  head  as  authorised,  gave  to  each 
member  money  to  procure  his  own 
refreshment.  This  was  contrary  to  regula- 
tion, and  last  Christmas  the  authorised 
practice  of  distributing  refreshments 
gratuitously  was  reverted  to.  The  Post- 
master has,  I  understand,  taken  great 
personal  interest  in  the  management  of 
the  post  oflice  refreshment  room,  and 
mainly  through  his  exertions  it  has 
become  a  complete  success,  and  given 
much  satisfaction  to  the  staff.  He  assures 
me  that  he  has  no  pecuniary  interest  in 
it,  direct  or  indirect.  May  I  venture  to 
suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  that  before 
putting  a  question  of  such  stupendous 
interest  it  might  be  well  to  ascertain  a 
little  more  carefully  how  far  the  serious 
imputations  conveyed  by  it  have  any 
relation  to  fact  ? 

POSTAL  ARRANGEMENTS  AT  BARRA. 
Mr.  KEAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
insuflSciency  of  the  postal  crr.iDgements 
and  accommodation  at  Barra,  during  the 
fishing  season,  when  upwards  of  5,000 
persons  are  collected  there  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  all  letters  have  to  be  called 
for  at  the  post  office  by  the  public,  while 
the  space  available  for  them  inside  the 
office  is  stated  to  be  only  12  feet  by  3 
feet  6  inches,  and  that,  consequently, 
many  persons  have  frequently  to  wait 
for  an  hour  or  two  before  they  can  get 
inside  to  receive  their  lettei;^ ;  whether 
he  will  consider  the  advisability  of  having 
the  letters  delivered  at  the  stations 
of  the  respective  curers,  in  whose  em- 
ployment the  bulk  of  the  fishing  popula- 
tion are,  and  to  whose  care  their  letters 
are  generally  addressed ;  and  if  he  is 
aware  that  such  delivery  would  only  cost 
the  Postal  Department  about  12s.  a  week 
during  the  eight  weeks  in  the  year. 

♦Mr.  RAIKES :  Yes,  Sir.  My  atten- 
tion has  been  directed  to  this  matter.  A 
delivery  by  postman  is  made  in  the 
village  of  Castlebay  (Barra)  throughout 
the  year,  and  the  letters  called  for  at  the 
post  office  are  mainly  those  for  the  fish- 
ing population  stationed  there  during 
the  months  of  May  and  June.  Some 
time  ago  alterations  were  made  at  the 
3  P 
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local  posfc  office,  which  hare  facilitate*!  the 
tr*ansaction  of  postal  telegraph  business 
by  the  public,  and  I  am  informed  that 
there  will  in  future  be  no  difficultT  in 
pmraptly  distributing  the  letters  called 
for.  A  special  deHvery  at  the  curing 
stations  could  be  provided  for  at  the  rate 
mentioned  by  the  hon  Member,  bat 
seeing  that  the  cost  of  the  postal  service 
to  BarRi  is  already  five  times  the  revenue 
prmhiced  by  the  com^spnndonce^  I  regret 
that  I  do  not  feul  justitied  in  further  in- 
creasing the  expenditure. 

PEMBROKE   DOCKYARD. 

Mb.  PHILIPPS:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  tlie  Admiralty  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  low  rate 
of  wnages  pnid  to  the  workmen  at  Pembroke 
Dockyard  :  and  w)j ether  the  rate  of 
wages  at  Pembroke  Dock  is  lower  than 
the  rate  of  wages  at  other  Koyal  Dock- 
yards; and,  if  so,  whether  the  pay  of 
the  workmen  at  Pemhrr>ke  Dock  can  be 
raised  ? 

Tm  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADin- 
KALTY  (Lord  G.  HA>fiLToN\  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  The  rates  of  wages  for  the 
different  classes  of  workmen  arc  the 
same  at  Pembroke  as  at  the  other  d<ick- 
yards.  There  is  one  uniform  sca.le  of 
rates  for  all  tlie  yanls.  My  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Pembroke  has 
for  a  long  time  past  pressed  on  me  the 
advisability  of  so  grading  tlie  different 
rates  of  pay  as  to  insure  a  more  certain 
rise  within  fixed  periods  for  deserving 
workmen  to  the  higher  rates  of  pay. 
This  matter  I  have  for  some  time  past 
l^en  c^jnsidering,  and  in  a  very  few  days 
new  regulations  will  be  issued. 

AN  ALLEGED   UNSEAWORTIIY  SHIP— 

THE  CADOXTOX. 

Mr.  ARTHLTll  WILLIAMS  (Glamor^ 
gan,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretaiy  of 
J!^tate  for  the  Home  Department  whetlier 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  case 
of  11  seamen  who  were  brought  before 
three  magistrates  at  Cardiff  on  Saturilay» 
the  loth  instant,  for  refusing  \^  go  to 
sea  in  the  steamship  Cadoxlon,  which 
had  been  obliged  to  put  back,  leaking 
badly,  for  repairs,  and,  who  set  up  as  a 
defence,  that  she  was  still  nnseaworthy  ; 
and  whether  he  w"ill  inquire  why  the 
magistrates  refused  an  adjournment 
until  the  following  Monday,  when  the 
Mr.  Baikes 


Report  which»  it  was  admitted,  had  been 
made  by   Lloyd's  Surveyor,  could  have 
been  obtained,  but  sent  all  the  men  ta  | 
prison  with  hard  lalxmr  for  1 4  days  1 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  •.  Yes,  Sir ; '  I  have 
obtained  a  Reix)rt  from  the  Jmsticefl. 
They  inform  me  that  they  had  befere 
them  the  evidence  of  the  captain  that  the  1 
repairs  had  been  passed  by  Lloyd ^s 
Surveyor,  and  also  the  evidence  of  the  [ 
Board  of  Trade  Surveyor,  who  had  made 
an  independent  inspection,  and  on  whose 
evidence  they  greatly  relied,  that  the 
vessel  was  |)erfeetly  fit  to  go  U)  aea^ 
The  leakage  had  been  in  the  joint  of  thc^ 
injection  valve.  The  ship  had  already 
been  detained  for  a  day^  the  next  day 
was  Sunday,  and  a  further  adjournment 
would  have  caused  two  days*  atlditional 
delay.  The  Justices  adjourned  the 
hearing  until  late  in  the  afternoon  in 
order  to  enable  Lloyd's  Surveyor,  who 
had  telegraphed  announcing  his  arrival, 
to  attend  ;  but  inasmuch  as  he  did  not 
appear  at  the  time  announced,  the 
magistrates,  being  quite  satisfied  with 
the  evidence,  did  not  feel  justified  in  \ 
consenting  to  any  further  adjournment. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Mr. 
A.  Williams, 

Mr.  ^UlTTHEWS  said  :  The  ground 
of  the  decision  of  the  magistrates  was  that 
the  men  had  disobeyed  a  lawful  onler* 

CHURCH  REVENUES. 
Mr.  CHA^ISING  (Northampton,  E,) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the   Secretary  of  State  for 
the    Home    Department    whether     the 
portion  of  the  Return   of  the    Propertj'- 
and  Revenues  of  the  ChuiTh  of  England 
and    the    Ecclesiastical    Commissioners^ 
which  is  to  lie  presented  to  the   House 
before  the  Ist  of  June,  will  include  the  [ 
Returns   for   the   Metropolitan   area,  or  J 
what  it  will  include  ? 
•    Mk.  MATTHEWS:  The  prt^pai-ation  of  j 
the    Return    is    being    carried    out,    in 
accordance  with  the  terras  uf  the  Order, 
in  counties.      The    portion    which    it   i&  I 
hr»ped    to   present    befoj*e    June  1    will  f 
probably  include  the.County  of  Middleaex. 

POST  OFFICE  INSUIUNXE. 

Mr  ALFRED  THOMAS  (Glamorgan, 
E.)  :     I    beg    to    ask     the    Post  waster  j 
General   whether,  considering  the   fact] 
that    while   the  Post    Office  Insurance  I 
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secures  to  its  contributors  for  the  same 
cost  50  per  cent,  more  than  the  collecting 
•  Industrial  Insurance  Societies,  the  amount 
of  premiums  received  by  one  of  these 
Societies  alone  is  annually  200  times 
greater  than  the  amount  received  by 
the  Post  Office,  he  will  cause  to  be 
posted  in  a  conspicuous  place  jin  every 
Post  Office  in  the  Kingdom  two  sepsurate 
notices  in  clear  type,  drawn  up  in  simple 
easy  language,  setting  forth  the  scale  of 
Post  Office  Insurance  and  also  the  scale 
of  Post  Office  Pensions,  so  that  persons 
desirous  of  making  provision  for  old  age 
can  see  at  a  glance  the  advantages  of 
doing  so  through  the  Post  Office. 

•Mr.  RAIKES  :  1  am  extremely  anxious 
to  make  known  as  widely  as  possible  the 
great  advantages  which  the  Post  Office 
offers  in  some  9,000  towns  and  villages 
to  persons  who  are  desirous  of  making 
provision  for  old  age  by  means  of 
annuities  and  the  system  of  insurance. 
Thousands  of  leaflets  have  been  issued 
throughout  the  country  with  this  object, 
and  notices  are  furnished  to  every  office. 
It  is  difficult  to  draw  up  in  concise  terms 
notices  which  will  meet  the  large  variety 
of  cases,  all  differing  in  individual 
particulars,  which  must  always  exist  in 
every  community.  Tables  are  given  at 
page  399  of  the  Post  Office  Guide,  to 
which  I  should  like  to  draw  the  hon. 
Member's  attention.  I  shall  be  glad  if 
philanthropic  persons  would  help  in 
schools  and  parishes  to  impress  upon 
those  for  whom  these  facilities  are 
provided  the  wisdom  of  availing  them- 
selves of  these  opportunities.  I  may  add 
that  I  have  given  instructions  for  the 
issue  of  a  new  notice  calling  attention  to 
the  subject. 

♦Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.) :  Are 
postmasters  permitted  to  act  as  agents 
for  other  Insurance  Companies. 

*Mr.  RAIKES:  I  apprehend  that  no 
postmaster  who  gives  the  whole  of  his 
time  to  the  service  would  be  allowed  to 
do  so,  and  I  do  not  think  that  any  post- 
master who  has  been  appointed  recently 
has  been  allowed  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Some  evidence 
was  given  before  the  Select  Committee 
on  this  subject,  and  I  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  con- 
sider the  possibility  of  giving  some  in- 
ducement to  Postmasters  and  others  in 
some  places  to  collect  insuranc3S  for  the 
Post  Office. 


•Mb.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  May 
I  ask  whether  the  system  of  Post  Office 
Insurances  and  Annuities  is  not  so  com- 
plicated that  it  is  impossible  for  a  work- 
ing man  to  understand  the  regulations  ? 

•Mr.  RAIKES  :  In  reply  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton, I  may  say  that  I  have  given 
great  attention  to  the  subject  and  shall 
be  glad  to  do  all  in  my  power  to  effect  an 
improvement  in  the  present  system.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  endorse  the  objection 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Islington 
(Mr.  Bartley),  although  I  think  that  the 
existing  regulations  might  be  improved. 

CONSTITUTION  HILL. 

Captain  VERNEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  whether 
Constitution  Hill  is  now  the  only  road 
through  the  parks  available  for  cabs  but 
forbidden  to  bicycles  and  trycicles ;  and 
whether  he  will  make  arrangements  that 
those  vehicles  be  permitted  to  travel 
along  Constitution  Hill  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  Under  the  Rules  of  the  parks, 
dated  in  September  last,  bicycles  and 
tricycles  are  not  allowed  on  Constitution 
Hill.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  well  to 
propose  to  alter  these  Rules  in  that  re- 
spect, at  all  events  until  we  have  ex- 
perience of  their  working  during  the 
season,  when,  I  suppose,  a  larger  num- 
ber of  carriages,  cabs,  and  equestrians 
may  be  expected  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  road. 

THE  SECOND  AFGHAN  WAR. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  it  is  a  fac^  as 
stated  by  the  Athenceum,  that  Colonel 
Hammond  has  been  instructed  to  pre- 
pare for  publication  an  expurgated  edition 
of  the  History  of  tlie  Second  Afghan 
War,  compiled  by  Captain  S.  Pasfield 
Oliver,  R.A.,  under  the  orders  and  super- 
vision of  the  late  Sir  Charles  Mac  Gregor, 
when  that  officer  was  Quartermaster  of 
India,  which  was  printed  in  six  volumes 
by  the  Intelligence  Branch  of  the  Quar- 
termaster General's  Department  at  Simla 
and  Calcutta ;  and,  if  so,  what  objection 
there  is  to  this  history  being  now  publisned 
in  extensOj  in  order  that  Military  stu- 
dents may  learn  the  entire  truth  of  the 
origin  and  conduct  of  that  war  ? 
3  P  2 
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Sib  J.  FERGUSSON:  A  revised 
edition  of  the  work  referred  to  has 
been  prepared  nnder  the  orders  of  the 
Government  of  India.  It  included  origi- 
nally confidential  papers  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Government  of  India  and 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  ought  not  to  be 
given.  The  usefulness  of  the  book  is 
quite  independent  of  those  confidential 
papers. 

SIKKIM. 
Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  can  inform 
the  House  if  a  settlement  has  yet  been 
arrived  at  with  the  Chinese  Governmeni 
and  the  authorities  of  Thibet  regarding 
the  question  of  Sikkim  ;  and,  if  so,  what 
are  the  terms  of  settlement ;  and  when 
Papers  relating  to  the  subject  will  be 
presented  to  Parliament  ? 

•SiB  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  am  happy  to 
be  able  to  inform  the  House  that  a  Con- 
vention sefctling  the  boundary  of  Thibet 
and  Sikkim,  and  other  matters  relating 
to  it,  has  been  signed  by  the  Viceroy  of 
India  and  the  Plenipotentiary  of  the 
Emperor  of  China.  The  Convention  is 
on  its  way  to  this  country  for  ratification, 
and  when  this  has  been  given  it  will  be 
laid  before  Parliament. 

•Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man lias  not  answerad  the  question  with 
regard  to  the  presentation  of  the  Papers 
relating  to  the  subject.  Does  he  propose 
to  present  any,  and  if  so,  when  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  presume  that 
Papers  will  be  presented  when  the  Con- 
vention has  been  ratified. 

•Mb.  BRYCE :  Pressnted  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  India? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  By  one  De- 
partment or  the  other. 

THE  INDIAN  COUNCILS  BILL. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
May  I  ask  to  what  day  it  is  proposed  to 
defer  Order  No.  6,  which  is  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Indian  Councils  Bill  ? 
•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  The  Second 
Reading  will  be  deferred  until  the  17fch 
of  April,  but  I  am  unable  to  say  whether 
the  Bill  will  come  on  on  tliat  day  or  not. 

CANNIBALISM  AT   SUA  KIN.  I 

Mr.  CHA.NNING  :   I  beg  to  ask  the  I 

Under   Secretary   of   State   for  Foreign  ' 


I  Affairs  whether  the  attention  of  Her 
I  Majesty's  Government  has  been  drawn 
I  to  the  statements  as  to  alleged  canni- 
balism at  Suakin,  made  in  the  Daily 
Telegraph  of  11th  March  ;  and  whether 
any  official  inquiry  will  be  made  into 
the  truth  of  those  statements  and  the 
present  condition  of  the  Soudanese  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Suakin? 

•Sir    J.     FERGUSSON:    The    latest 
intelligence  on  the  subject  is  contained 
in  a  Report  received  on  Saturday  from 
Her    Majesty's    Consul   at  Saakin.     It 
describes  the  shocking  state  of  destitu- 
tion among  the  Arabs  who  have  collected 
outside  the  place.     No  mention  is  made 
of  acts  of  cannibalism  ;  but  he  states  that 
he    has    seen    children    devouring    the 
foulest  refuse,  and  that  cats  are  eaten. 
He  believes    that  the  daily   death-rate 
may  be  taken  as  about  1 1 ,  but  adds  that 
there  must  be  a  great  loss  of  life  in  the 
far  interior  to  which  no  remedy  can  be 
applied.    A  local  committee  is  organising 
relief ;   £500   has  been  contributed   by 
the  Egyptian  Govern ment ;  a  hospital  for 
the  worst  cases  has   been   established; 
food    is    distributed   to   2,000   starving 
paople  daily,  and  relief  works  are  being 
organised ;  but  I  fear  that  the  supplies 
are  inadequate  to  the  growing  demands. 
As  to  the  causes  of  this  distress  besides 
war,   owing  to  the  want  of  rain  during 
the  past  three  years,  there  has  been  a 
failure  of  the   harvests  in  the  Soudan, 
and  the   dho'rra  crop  due  in  January 
was  destroyed  by  locusts.     This  has  led 
the  Arabs  to  draw  down  from  a  great 
distance  towards  Suakin  in  the  hope  of 
obtaining  relief.     Her  Majesty's  Consul 
at   Suakin  expresses  a  hope   that  addi- 
tional funds  may  be    provided    for  the 
relief  of  this  great  misery  by  charitable 
contributions    in    this   country ;    and  a 
relief  fund  has  been  opened  at  Messrs- 
Cox  <fe  Co.     The   best    help    would    be 
the   despatch   of  at   least   £500  to  the 
Consul  at  Suakin. 

•Mr.  CHANNING:  Will  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  consider  the  desirability 
i)f  sending  out  cargoes  of  grain  or  sup- 
plies of  that  nature  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  This  is  a  matter 
which  has  only  lately  come  to  ojir  notice, 
amd  we  are  informed  that  the  starving 
p2ople  have  only  lately  collected  there. 
It  is  hoped  that  private  benevolence  may 
meet  the  crse. 
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*Mr.  BRYCE:  May  I  ask  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  make 
representations  to  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment, in  order  to  induce  them  to  in- 
crease the  amount  of  relief  they  pro- 
pose to  give,  having  in  view  also  the 
wholesome  political  results  that  may 
accrue  ? 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  will  convey 
your  suggestion  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 

*The  IIRST  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Wesl^ 
minster)  :  I  may  inform  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  at  the  present  moment  the 
Egyptian  Government  are  distributing 
relief. 

SEVERE  SENTENCES. 

Mr.  GROTRIAN  (Hull,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  report  of  a  trial  at  the  Assizes 
held  recently  at  York,  according  to  which 
a  young  girl  between  16  and  17  years  of 
age  named  Florence  Wardell  was  sen- 
tenced to  18  months'  imprisonment  with 
hard  labour,  upon  conviction  of  stealing 
a  silver  bracelet  and  some  articles  of 
trifling  value  from  her  employer ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  tender 
age  of  the  offender,  and  also  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  it  was  her  first 
offence,  committed  under  circumstances 
of  great  temptation,  she  having  been  in- 
duced to  leave  her  home  by  a  singer  at  a 
music  hall,  whose  a.cquaintance  she  had 
formed,  he  will  cause  inquiries  to  be 
made  with  a  view  to  the  mitigation  of 
the  sentence  which,  under  the  circum- 
stances, was  passed  upon  her  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  Yes,  Sir;  my 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  case,  and 
I  am  now  making  inquiry  into  the  cir- 
cumstances. 

VOLUNTEER  CAPITATION  GRANT. 

Mr.  mac  INNES  (Northumberland* 
Hexham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  the  total  amount  of  Capi- 
tation Grant  given  to,  or  due  to,  the 
Volunteers  for  the  years  1888  and  1889 ; 
and  what  conditions  were  imposed  in 
reference  to  the  increased  grant  of  5s.  ? 
*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  The  total  Capi- 
tation Grant  for  1886  was  £396,894  10s., 
and  for  1889  it  amounted  to  £474,641  8s. 
The  condition  imposed  for  obtaining  the 


increased  grant  of  35s.  was  that  men  of 
Rifle  Volunteer  Corps  should  pass  into 
the  second  class  in  the  musketry  course. 
Men  who  failed  in  this,  but  fired  60 
rounds  of  ball  cartridge,  hitting  the 
target  at  least  1 2  times,  obtained  a  grant 
of  10s.  No  conditions  were  imposed  on 
corps  other  than  rifles  for  obtaining  the 
increased  Capitation  Grant. 

TRIALS  IX  CAMERA. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Solicitor  General 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  paragraph  in  the  Mancliester  Examiner 
of  March  19th,  to  the  effect  that  an  ap- 
plication is  to  be  made  to  the  Court  to 
try  the  case  arising  out  of  the  Salford 
gas  frauds  in  camera;  fliud  whether  it 
is  competent  for  a  Judge  to  order  such  a 
case  of  fraud  to  be  tried  in  camera, 
the  Press  and  the  public  being  excluded 
from  the  Court  ?  . 

Mr.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.)  :  Before 
this  question  is  answered  I  wish.  Sir,  to 
raise  a  small  point  of  Order.  I  want  to 
know  whether  it  is  competent  for  a 
Member,  during  the  progress  of  a  trial, 
to  put  a  question  in  this  Housa  about  a 
matter  of  fact  already  settled  and  decided, 
but  in  regard  to  which  some  prospective 
action  is  pending,  such  question  being 
only  calculated  to  prejudice  one  of  the 
parties  in  the  case.  In  view  of  the  mis- 
understanding which  has  already  arisen  ' 
in  regard  to  this  matter,  perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed  to  make  an  exceedingly  short 
statement.  [Cries  of  "  Order."]  Then 
1  will  content  myself  with  putting  the 
question  of  Order. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  There  is  nothing 
disorderly  in  the  question,  and  the  Law 
Officer  of  the  Crown  can  reply,  if  he 
chocs 3 s  so  to  do. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir  E. 
Clarke,  Plymouth) :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  to  state  that  I  had  not 
seen  the  paragraph  in  the  paper  to  which 
he  calls  my  attention  until  he  was  good 
enough  to  send  it  to  me.  I  have  com- 
municated with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  York,  who  is  leading  counsel 
for  the  defendants ;  and  he  informs  me 
that  there  is  not  the  slightest  foundation 
for  the  suggestion  that  it  is  proposed  to 
make  an  application  to  the  Court  to  try 
the  case  in  camera. 
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EMPLOYERS'  LIABILITY   BILL. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First   Loi*d  of  the   Treiifiury  if  he  can 
atate  when  the  Employers'  Liability  Bill 
will  be  circulated  to  Members? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  every 
reason  to  hope  that  it  will  be  circulated 
t^  Members  iu  the  course  of  this  week. 

SCOTCH  C03kIM0N  LANDS. 
Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
(Wick  Burghs) :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Fi  rst  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether,  in  view  of  the  very 
strong  belief  existing  in  miiny  parts  of 
Scotland  tliat  *'  cominoiity,"  or  common 
lands,  have  been  unjustly  enclosed  and 
appropriated  by  adjacent  proprietors,  he 
will  recommend  the  i^isue  of  a  Royal 
Commission  to  iiiquire  into  the  circum- 
stances and  conditions  under  which  such 
enclosures  and  appropriations  have  taken 
place? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMiTH:  Much  more 
specific  information  on  this  subject  would 
be  required  than  is  contained  in  tlie 
question  to  justify  the  CTOvernment  in 
considering  the  question  of  appointing  a 
Royal  Commission,  but  if  such  infer  ma- 
tion  is  placed  before  us  it  will  receive 
due  attontiom 

Mr. MACDONALD  CAMERON:  I  beg 

to  give  another  notice  that  on  an  early 
day  I  intend  to  move  a  Resolution  on 
the  subject. 

REDUCTION  OF  EUROPEAN  ARMA- 

MENTS. 
Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
aton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govera- 
meut  have  received  any  oommunication, 
official  or  otherwise,  from  the  Emperor 
of  Germany  in  regard  to  His  Majesty^a 
desire  for  a  Conference  of  the  European 
Powers  upon  the  subject  of  a  mutual 
and  simultaneous  reductiou  of  armaments ; 
and  whether,  failing  any  such  proposal 
being  made,  the  Government  will  endea- 
vour to  ascertain  the  views  upon  the 
subject  of  the  nations  with  whom  they 
are  in  friendly  relation  1 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Her  Majesty's 
Govemment  have  received  no  such  com- 
munication. It  18  notorious  that  no  such 
intention  is  entertained  by  any  Govern- 
meut.  Her  Majesty's  Govemment  are 
lu  friendly  relations  with  all  the  Powers, 


but  they  are  not  in  a  position  which 
would  justify  their  taking  the  step  pro- 
posed. 

IRELAND— THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 

Mk.  ROWNTREE  (Scarborough):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
if  he  can  now  say  what  is  the  total  cost 
of  the  SjKJcial  Commission,  1888,  which 
the  Government  propose  to  defray  out  of 
the  National  Exchequer ;  and  if  any 
further  Vote  is  required  at  what  time 
and  in  what  manner  it  will  be  brought 
before  the  House  1 

TmtSP^CRETARY  m  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  I  am  not  able 
to  say,  until  the  accounts  for  the  current 
financial  year  are  made  up,  what  the 
total  payments  from  the  Exchequer  on 
account  of  the  Special  Commission  will 
be.  I  do  not  anticipate  that  any  further 
Vote  will  be  required. 

MURDER   OF  A  BRITISH   SUBJECT   IN 
KOQMAKIA. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  AfPairs  what  action 
the  Government  proposes  to  take  with 
regard  to  the  case  of  the  Marine,  named 
Page»  belonging  to  Her  Majesty's  Ship 
Cockatrice,  who  was  i*ecently  murdered 
by  some  Roumanian  soldiers  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  A  despatch  waa 
received  on  the  21st  instant  from  the 
British  acting  Charffe  (TAffaire^  at 
Bucharest  relative  to  tliis  murder,  and  it 
was  also  reported  through  the  Admiralty. 
The  Commander  of  the  Cockatriee  and 
the  British  Vice  Consul  have  watched 
the  proceedings  taken  by  the  authorities 
in  the  case.  Several  persons  are  in 
custody,  and  as  they  are  amenable  to 
Military  Law  the  ease  will  be  dealt  with 
by  Court  MartiaU  If  if  should  he  con- 
sidered desirable  to  employ  a  Roumanian 
advocate  to  watch  the  case  on  behalf  of 
the  Admiralty  the  Britisli  Cf targe 
ft  Affaires  will  be  authorised  to  retain  the 
services  of  one. 

TOLUNTEERS*  TRAVELLING  EXPENSES. 
Me.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
in  regard  to  Clause  693  of  the  Volunteer 
Regulations,  1887,  namely, — 

'VAn  anntmi  allowance  of  4a.,  in  aid  of  the 
oxpeaee  of  ira^elUug  to  and  from  the  ran^^ 
will  be  granted  od  accaont  of  each  efficieufi 
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Rifle  Volunteer,  the  headquarters  of  whoee 
company  are  distant  more  than  fivd  miles  from 
the  ordinary  rile  range ; " 

whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  that  the  efl&cient  Volunteer 
should  personally  have  the  benefit  of  the 
full  allowance  of  4s.,  or  is  it  intended 
that  the  Commanding  Officer  shall  have 
the  entire  control  or  disposal  of  the 
whole  sum,  or  part  thereof ;  and,  if  only 
of  part,  how  much  of  the  allowance 
should  be  paid  by  him  to  an  efficient 
Volunteer  ? 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  This  allowance 
is  a  capitation  grant  for  efficients,  and, 
like  other  capitation  allowances,  is  pay- 
able to  the  Commanding  Officer  and  the 
Finance  Committee  of  a  corps,  under  the 
rules  approved  for  that  corps,  with  a 
view  to  the  payment  of  such  travelling 
expenses  to  the  ranges  as  the  Command- 
ing Officer  may  deem  right  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  the  efficiency  of  the 
men.  It  will  thus  be  seen  that  the 
allowance  is  to  the  corps  and  not  to  the 
individual  Volunteers. 

HENLEY  SCHOOL  BOARD. 
Me.  FRANCIS  STEVENSON  (Suf- 
folk, Eye)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
School  Board  of  Henley,  in  Suffolk, 
lately  refused  to  accede  to  a  request 
made  by  a  parent  that  his  child  should 
be  allowed  to  work  for  the  Inspector's 
examination  a  garment  supplied  by  the 
parent  himself,  instead  of  one  supplied 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Board  and  Vicar 
of  the  parish,  and  that  the  parent  having, 
in  consequence  of  the  above-mentioned 
decision,  withdrawn  his  child  from  school 
during  the  sewing  lesson,  was  informed 
that  the  child  would  not  be  received  any 
longer  at  the  school ;  and  whether  such 
refusal  is  in  the  power  of  the  Board  any 
in  accordance  with  custom  ? 
*The  vice  PRESIDENT  or  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  The  circumstances  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers  are  not  of  very 
recent  date,  and  the  Department  have 
reason  to  believe  that  the  difficulty  is  at 
an  end.  There  was  no  warrant  for  the 
withdrawal  of  the  child,  and  the  action  of 
the  parents  was  accompanied  by  personal 
discourtesy  to  the  master ;  but  the  Board 
exceeded  their  power  in  prematurely 
intimating  that  the   child   would  not  be 


received  back,  although  it  would  obviously 
have  been  the  duty  of  the  Department 
to  support  them  in  maintaining  disci- 
pline against  irregular  withdrawals,  which 
comes  of  school  work. 

,  VESTRY  OF  ST.  BOTOLPH,  BISHOPS- 
GATE. 
Mr.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  Penrith  (Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther) 
if  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
following  facts:  that  the  Vestry  of  St. 
Botolph,  Bishopsgate,  are  entitled  by 
"The  Dulwich  College  Act,  1857,"  and 
the  new  scheme  of  1882,  to  elect  six 
out  of  24  in-door  pensioners,  each 
entitled  to  receive  £1  per  week  and 
residence,  or,  in  lieu  of  residence,  6s. 
extra  per  week ;  that  a  vacancy  occurred 
in  January,  1889,  in  their  number  of  in- 
door pensioners,  which  the  Vestry  filled 
up  by  electing  Widow  Jane  Barker,  of 
64,  Skinner  Street,  •  Bishopsgate  ;  that 
the  Governors  of  Dulwich  College  re- 
fused to  recognise  her  as  an  in-door 
pensioner,  but  offered  to  allow  her  10s.  a 
week  as  an  outside  pansioner  ;  this  sum 
she  has  taken  under  protest,  claiming  the 
full  allowance  to  which  the  Vestry  con- 
sider her  entitled;  and  whether  the 
Charity  Commissioners  will  sanction  the 
payment  to  this  poor  person  of  the 
allowance  which  her  predecessor  re- 
ceived 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumber 
land,  Penrith)  :  The  Vestry  of  St.  Bo- 
tolph, Bishopsgate,  are  entitled  to  elect 
one-fourth  out  of  such  number,  not 
exceeding  24,  as  accommodation  is  pro- 
vided for  in  the  almshouses.  There  is  at 
present  only  accommodation  for  16  alms- 
people,  and  in  January,  1889,  there  was 
no  vacancy.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  election  of  Jane  Barker  was  invalid. 
The  Charity  Commissioners  have  no 
power  to  sanction  the  payment  men- 
tioned except  by  a  new  scheme,  which 
they  are  willing  to  make  upon  receipt  of 
a  proper  application. 

IRELAND— ARRESTS   AT    CLONGOREY. 

Me.  SEXTON :  May  I  ask  the  Chief  * 
Secretary  whether  he  is  aware  that  at 
6  o'clock  qn  Friday  morning  a  number 
of  bailiffs  at  Clongorey  arrested  and  took 
out  of  bed  two  women,  Mrs.  Kelly  and 
Mrs.  Morris,  and  the  latter's  infant,  and 
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that  they  were  conveyed  to  Dablin, 
where  the  woman  and  child  are  in  pri- 
son ;  by  what  procedure  this  conduct  is 
justified,  and  how  long  those  persons  are 
to  remain  in  prison  1 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  Perhaps  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
allow  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
to  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  madden  :  I  have  no  official 
information  on  the  subject.  I  know  that 
certain  arrests  have  recently  been  made 
at  Clongorey.  If  they  are  ths  same  as 
those  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
tliey  are  arrjsts  for  disobedience  to  an 
iajuaction  issued  by  the  County  Court 
Jud^e  at  th(?  suit  of  the  landlord,  over 
which  the  Government  have  no  control. 
I  am  not  aware  that  any  women  have 
been  arrested.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  placj'a  question  on  the  Paper  T  will 
make  inquiry. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Were  the  bailiffs 
justified  in  refusing  to  show  their 
warrant,  and  is  the  imprisonment  to  be 
indefinite  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  I  do  not  like  to  give 
a  hypothetical  answer.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  put  a  question  on  the  Paper 
I  will  make  inquiry. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

♦Captaix  VERNEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
intends  to  take  the  Tithes  Bill  after  the 
Second  Reading  from  day  to  day  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  it  will 
be  ix)ssible  to  read  the  Tithes  Bill  a 
second  time  on  Thursday.  I  shall  ask 
the  House  afterwards  to  give  what 
facilities  it  can  for  proceeding  with  the 
BiU 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne)  :  Is  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer able  to  siy  when  he  intends  to 
make  the  Financial  Statement  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschex,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  On  Monday,  the  14th 
of  April,  as  at  present  advised. 


PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  ACTS. 
Address  for — 

**  Return  showiDg  the  names  of  all  Places  in 

England,  in  Scotland,  and  in  Ireland  in  which 

the  Public  Lil-rarirs  Ads   hnd   been    adopted 

prior  to   iho  25th   day  of  March,   1890,  with 

Mr.  Sexton 


Tables  Bhowing  for  each  Place  its  PopulatioD 
according  to  the  Census  of  18^1 ;  the  date  of 
adoption  :  date  of  opening  the  Library  ;  date  of 
opening  Branches,  if  any  ;  date  of  opening 
Museum  and  Art  Gallery,  if  any;  number  of 
Volumes  in  Reference  Library,  in  Lending 
Library,  and  in  Branches  on  the  25th  day  of 
March,  1890 ;  number  of  Volumes  issued  in  th& 
year  ended  on  that  day ;  average  daily  attend- 
ance in  Reading  Rooms  during  that  yf  ar;  Income 
and  Expenditure  during  that  year,  distinguish- 
ing Incuroefrom  other  sources  than  Public  IJate, 
if  any  (iu  continuation  of  Parlianifu^ary 
Paper,    Ko,   lOU,  of   befcsitn   1884-5).'*  — (Jl/r.. 

PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS  COMMITTEE. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Lane  be  discharged 
from  the  Committae  of  Public 
Accounts. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Webb  be  added  to 
the  Committee. — (^Mr.  Jackson.) 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  1)  BILL. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for     To-morrow,      at     half-past     Three 
o'clock. 

MO  TIOJ^S. 


PURCHASE  OF  LAND  AND  CONQESTEI> 
DISTRICTS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

*(4.20.)  Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  rise 
to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  ta 
provide  further  facilities  for  the  pur- 
chase of  land  in  Ireland  ;  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  condition  of  the  poorer  and 
more  congested  districts ;  and  for  the 
constitution  of  a  Land  Department.  I 
shall  have,  I  am  afraid,  in  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  Bill,  to  tax  so  severely  the 
patience  and  attention  of  the  House  that 
I  shall  not  waste  any  annecessary  time 
in  arguing  the  point  as  to  whether  it  in 
or  is  not  a  desirable  policy  to  increase  the 
number  of  occupying  owners  in  Ireland. 
The  truth  is  that  on  that  question  every 
Party  in  this  House,  every  statesman  of 
eminence,  and  the  public  generally  have 
long  made  up  their  minds.  Twenty-one 
years  ago,  at  the  time  of  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church,  the  first 
practical  effort  was  made  to  carry  out 
this  policy — a  policy  which  was  continued 
by  the  Act  of  1870  ;  it  formed  part  of 
the  special  Land  League  programme  of 

1879,  and  it  was  aimed  at  by  one  at  least 
of  the  clauses  of  the  Act  of  1881.  I 
recollect    that    a  Resolution  urging  the 

Housj  to  give  further  facilities  on   the 

subject  was  brought  forward  in  1883  by 
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my  noble  Friend,  now  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  and  was  seconded  on  that 
occasion  by  myself,  then  sitting  below 
the  Gangway.  That  was  followed  soon 
after  by  an  abortive  attempt  at  legis- 
lation on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bridget  jn  Division  (Sir 
G.  Trevelyan)  in  1884.  The  first  Ash- 
bourne Act  was  passed  in  1885;  the 
second  Ashbourne  Act  was  passed  with 
general  consent  in  1889.  We  have, 
therefore,  opinions  expressed  by  in- 
dividuals, and  sanctioned  by  Parliament, 
extending  over  20  years  in  favour  of 
some  measure  of  the  kind  which  I  now 
propos3  to  introduce.  I  think  there  are 
on  both  sides  men  who  view  with  some 
disfavour  any  policy  which  might  re- 
move from  rural  social  life  the  landlord 
class.  I  myself  hava  great  sympathy 
with  their  views.  I  believe  that  in 
England  and  Scotland  the  landlord  class 
are  not  only  a  valuable  social  element, 
but  that  they  contribute  materially  to 
the  w^elUbeing  of  two  other  classes  of  the 
community  engaged  in  the  cultivation  of 
the  soil.  I  believe  without  the  landlord 
class  it  would  not  b3  possible  for  the 
labourers  through  the  mere  competition  of 
the  market  to  be  so  well  housed,  so  well 
paid,  or  so  well  provided  with  allot- 
ments; and  I  do  not  believe^  that  the 
farming  class  would  be  so  prosperous 
had  they  been  obliged  not  merely  to 
provide  the  working  capital  for  farming 
their  land,  but  to  do  that  which  in  England 
and  Scotland  is  done  invariably  by  the 
landlord,  namely,  to  provide  the  fixed 
capital  also.  Bat  these  three  functions 
of  the  landlord  class  are  fulfilled  far  less 
effectually  in  Ireland  than  in  England 
It  has  not  been  the  practice  in  Ireland 
for  the  landlords  to  supply  either  per- 
manent improvements  or  dwellings  for 
agricultural  labourers  to  any  large 
extent,  and  in  regard  to  those  social 
duties  to  which  I  have  alluded  they  have 
been  absolutely  deprived  in  many  parts  of 
Ireland  by  political  events,  to  which  I  need 
not  further  refer,  from  exercising  the 
beneficial  influence  in  their  neighbour- 
hood which  is  happily  exercised  by 
their  brethren  in  England.  Well,  for 
this  and  other  reasons  it  Ls  eminently 
and  specially  desirable  that  we  should 
endeavour  to  increase  the  number  of 
occupying  owners  in  Ireland.  It  is  for- 
tunate for  us  that,  difficult  as  that 
problem  is,  it  is  far  easier  for  two  reasons 


than  it  would  be  in  the  case  of  England' 
or  Scotland.  These  tivo  reasons  are 
that  the  price  of  land  in  Ireland  is,, 
and  has  been,  far  lower  than  in  this  island. 
Therefore,  it  is  possible  to  give  far 
greater  advantages  to  the  purchasing 
tenants  than  it  would  be  here ;  and 
the  second  reason  is  that  the  security' 
of  an  Irish  holding  is  almost  sure  to  be 
relatively  better  than  the  security  of 
an  English  or  Scotch  holding,  because  it 
includes  not  merely  what  the  landlord 
has  to  sell  to  the  tenant,  but  upon  the 
tenant  right,  which  the  tenant  already 
possesses ;  while  in  England  and  Scot- 
land, as  the  landlord  is  the  owner  of  alf 
the  improvements,  there  is,  no  tenantV' 
interest  to  serve  as  a  collateral  security. 
With  these  short  preliminary  observa- 
tions, I  will  come  at  once  to  the  Bill, 
premising  that  if  I  do  not  make  its  pro- 
visions clear  to  hou.  Gentlemen  it  is, 
in  pirt  at  least,  because  we  have  to  deal 
with  a  land  system  the  mcst  difficult 
and  complicated  in  the  world.  In 
Ireland,  I  believe,  you  have  tenures 
unknown  in  any  other  part  of  the  worlds 
for  example  the  cases  alluded  to  in 
the  debate  the  other  night,  in  which 
agricultural  land  is  held  at  a  full 
rent  in  perpetuity.  You  have  in 
Ireland  cases  in  which  as  many  as 
^ve  separate  persons  are  concerned 
in  the  ownership  of  the  land,  beginning 
at  the  bottom  with  the  tenant  and  ending 
five  removes  off  with  the  head  landlord. 
You  have  a  condition  of  things  in  which 
many  estates  are  encumbered  almost 
hopelessly ;  and  as  if  this  was  not  enough, 
you  have  besides  the  chronic  difficulty 
presented  by  the  congested  districts.  In 
explaining  the  Bill  it  may  be  con- 
venient to  begin  with  its  last  part, 
namely,  the  constitution  of  the  Body 
by  whom  the  measure  will  te  ad- 
ministered. Some  members  of  thisr 
House  familiar  with  the  present  con- 
dition of  Irish  land  legislation  may  be 
aware  that  there  are  no  fewer  than  five 
Public  Bodies  at  this  moment  in  Ireland 
concerned  with  the  valuation  of  land,  the 
sale  of  land,  or  the  lending  of  money  on 
land.  You  have  the  Landed  Estates 
Court,  the  Commissioners  under  the  Act 
of  1881,  the  Commissioners  under  the 
Act  of  1885,  the  Commissioners  of 
Valuation;  and,  finally,  the  Board  of 
Works,  one  of  the  multifarious  duties 
of  which    is    that   of    lending    on    the 
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80cnrity  of  land  money  advanced  for  im-  f 
prove  ments  and  of  wil  lee  ting  the  instal- 
ments from  the  borrowers.  We  prtipose 
in  this  Bill  to  umalgamate  all  those 
various  De|mrtment8  in  one  Ik?[mrtment, 
called  the  Land  DepaHraent,  and  to  this 
Body  we  shall  entrust  the  administration 
of  the  Act,  employing  as  its  first  mem- 
bers those  who  have  so  ably  fullilkd 
dieir  respective  functions  in  the  various 
Departments  which  I  have  just  enumer- 
ated. I  «liall  not  delay  further  with 
that  part  of  the  Bill :  it  ^ill  be  fully 
diseusBed  afterwards.  It  will  be  enough 
for  the  House  at  this  stage  to  understand 
that  part  of  our  proposal  is  to  effect  tlie 
amalgamation  of  the  different  Bodies 
which  are  side  by  side  e^irrj'ing'  on  with- 
out mutual  knowledge  similar  fuucti*:ms, 
in  itself  a  reform  of  no  small  ningnitude. 
Having  exijlained  that  in  a  few  words, 
let  me  now  come  to  the  main  body  and 
substance  of  the  Act  itself,  Perhapj*  I 
best  approach  the  consideration  of 
this  difficult  subject  by  stating  the 
main  problems  we  have  to  solve,  and 
giving  our  general  solution  of  them  before 
I  attempt  to  explain  the  particular  method 
by  which  that  solution  is  to  be  carried 
into  eJ^ect,  The  first  question,  therefore, 
ifi,  ought  the  Land  Bill  to  be  compulsory  1 
The  House  is  aware  from  what  has  been 
eaid  elsewhere  that  the  answer  we  give 
to  that  question  is  in  the  negative. 
In  our  opinion,  the  Land  Bill  ought  not 
to  be  compnlsory.  And  I  can  give  reasons 
to  the  House,  which  I  think  will  convince 
them,  that  the  conclusion  we  have 
arrived  at  is  the  right  conclusion.  In 
the  first  place,  it  will  be  admitted  that 
compulsion  should  ho  used  very  S])aringly 
for  any  purpose.  Nothing  but  necessity 
justifies  it ;  though  no  doubt  where  neces- 
sity exists  it  should  always  be  applied .  I  n 
the  second  place,  I  think  it  will  be 
admitted  that  the  cs  impulsion  cannot  be 
one-sided.  You  cannot  oblige  the 
landlord  to  sell  without  at  the  same  time 
obliging  the  tenant  to  buy.  To  compel 
the  landlord  to  sell  would  in  many  cases 
produce  a  sense  of  injustice  in  the  land- 
lord ;  and  to  compel  the  tenant  to  buy 
might  bo  used  by  the  tenant  at  a  subse- 
quent stage  as  an  excuse  for  not  paying 
the  instalments,  the  payment?  of  which 
he  could  represent  himself  as  having 
been  forced  against  liis  will  to  under- 
take. The  thiixl  reason  is  that,  if  you 
have  a  compulsor}'  sale,  you  must  have  a 
Mr  A,  J.  Balfmir 


system  of  compulsory  valuation  as  betwi 
buyer  and  seller,  tenani.  and  landlord,  and 
neither  one  party  nor  the  other  will  be  eon- 
tent  to  siceept  the  decision  of  the  tribunal 
you  will  be  obliged  to  establish.  The 
seller  will  invariably  think  that  he  is 
made  to  sell  at  too  low  a  price,  and  the 
buyer  tlrnt  he  is  made  to  bny  at  too  high 
a  price.  The  fourth  reason  which  I  gi 
for  not  making  the  Bill  compulsory  is, 
think,  more  conclusive  than  any  of  tJ 
others.  You  cannot  make  the  Bill  co^ 
pulsory  without  making  it  applicable 
all  Ireland  ;  and  if  you  are  going  to 
that,  you  must  liave  funds  at  your  dis] 
snflicient  to  buy  the  whole  of  the  land 
Ireland^  and  there  is,  in  my  opinion,  no- 
possibility  of  providing  at  once  for  such 
an  enormous  transaction  as  the  transfer 
of  the  whole  nf  the  land  of  Ireland  for 
the  existing  owners  to  the  existing 
occupiers  without  straining  British  credit 
to  a  degree  which  neither  the  House  nor 
the  country  would  tolerate.  The  second 
preliminary  problem  we  have  to  solve 
is  this :  ought  we  or  ought  we  not 
to  throw  any  risk  upon  the  British 
taxpayer?  On  that  question  I  again 
give  the  answer,  No,  I  lay  do^  ~ 
the  general  principle  that  it  is 
only  inexpedient  but  impossible 
ask  the  British  taxpayer  to 
anything  in  order  to  carry  out  the  grei 
object  of  increasing  the  occupying  o^me; 
in  Ireland.  I  think  we  must  all  admit, 
however  right  or  desirable  such 
OQurse  might  be  in  the  abstract,  at  t 
present  stage  of  the  controversy 
is  impiBcticable,  1  cannot  s 
I  cannot  take  upon  myself  the  respo] 
bility  of  suggesting — any  proposal  wliii 
would  throw  any  burden  upon  the  ta^ 
])ayers  of  the  country.  Well,  Sir,  the 
third  question  which  I  put  t^i  myself  is 
this :  Is  British  credit — by  which  I  meM 
the  power  of  the  British  Exchequer 
borrow  in  the  market — is  that  to 
used  to  carry  out  our  object  or  not  1 
I  have  answered  the  two  previ* 
questions  in  the  negative,  I  must  ans 
this  question  in  the  affirmative.  I 
explain  to  the  House  at  a  later  stage  how 
this  third  condition  may  be  made  entirely 
harmonious  with  the  second  condition ; 
but  in  the  meanwhile  let  me  say  that 
without  the  use  of  British  credit  it  will 
be  impossible  by  any  system  of  land  pur- 
chase to  give  that  immediate  odvanl 
to  the  Iriah    tenants  which   they  hm 
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hitherto  received  from  the  schemes  from 
tima  U}  time  sanctioned  by  this  House. 
Neither  do  I  see  my  way  to  provide, 
under  such  conditions,  any  fair  method 
of  paying  the  landlord.  In  the  third 
place,  if  that  is  not  done,  your  scheme 
will  be  so  much  waste  paper,  for,  unless 
you  give  fair  payment  to  the  landlord 
when  he  sells,  he  will  refuse  to  sell ;  and 
unless  you  give  some  inducement  to  the 
tenant  to  buy,  he  will  refuse  to  buy,  and 
thus  the  whole  labour  of  the  House  in 
trying  to  contrive  a  scheme  of  land  pur- 
chase would  be  thrown  away.  I  pass  now 
to  my  fourth  problem :  Are  the  congested 
districts  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  Bill  or 
are  they  not  ?  We  answer  that  question 
in  the  affirmative.  They  are  to  be  dealt 
with.  We  admit  that  the  congested 
districts  present  the  most  difficult  of  all 
the  problems  connected  with  Irish  land 
and  Irish  society.  But  while  they  are 
the  most  difficult,  they  are  also  the  most 
important.  If  we  do  not  deal  with  it, 
we  would  be  guilty  of  omitting  that 
problem  which,  of  all  others,  requires 
to  be  dealt  with.  The  fifth  problem 
I  have  to  state  is  this :  If  tiie  con- 
gested districts  are  to  be  dealt  with,  are 
they  to  be  dealt  with  precisely  in  the 
same  way  as  the  rest  of  Ireland  ?  To  that 
question  I  answer.  No.  The  congested 
districts  have  special  difficulties  and 
needs  of  their  own.  The  Bill,  there- 
fore, will  require  modifications  and  ad- 
ditions before  it  can  be  made  appropriate 
to  the  treatment  of  the  particular  evils 
under  which  they,  suffer.  The  sixth  and 
last  problem  which  I  need  mention  now 
is :  Are  we,  in  providing  advances 
to  the  tenants  for  the  purchase 
of  their  holdings,  to  adopt  the  plan 
that  was  adopted  in  all  the  earlier 
schemes — in  the  Bright  Clauses  of  1870, 
in  the  Land  Act  of  1880,  and  in  the  Bill 
of  the  Member  for  Bridgeton  in  1884 — 
namely,  that  of  advancing  to  the  tenant 
of  only  a  fixed  proportion  of  the  price  of 
his  holding?  We  have  decided  that  we  will 
not.  adopt  it  It  is  not  adopted  in  the 
Ashbourne  Act,  and  we  see  no  reason  for 
adopting  it  now.  But  we  do  adopt  another 
plan.  We  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
advance  towards  acquiring  any  holding 
more  than  20  years'  purchase  of  its  net 
rent.  Where  it  is  sold  for  more  than  20 
years'  purchase,  in  such  cases  we  think  we 
have  done  enough  in  contributing  20 
years*  purchase  towards  the  total  price, 


and  that  it  is  no  hardship  on  tenants  who 
have  a  tenant-right  probably  at  least 
equal  in  value  to  the  property  of  the 
landlord  to  find  by  other  means  the 
additional  years^  purchase  which  may  be 
required  to  buy  their  holdings.  I  may, 
perhaps,  with  advantage,  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  explaining  the  meaning  of  the 
expression  "  net  rent " — a  term  which  I 
shall  have  to  use  frequently.  It  is  the  more 
necessary  to  explain  it  because  we  do  not 
use  it  in  the  same  sense  in  which  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  used  it  in  his 
Bill  in  1886.  He  there  defined  net  rent 
as  the  rent  after  all  the  landlord's  out-  • 
goings  were  deducted.  By  net  rent  we 
mean  the  rent  from  which  has  been 
deducted  that  share  of  the  local  rates 
now  paid  by  the  landlord,  and  which, 
after  purchase,  must  be  paid  by  the 
tenant.  That  is  the  only  deduction  we 
make.  I  define  net  rent,  there- 
fore, as  merely  the  gross  rent 
minus  that  part  of  the  rates  and 
taxes  which  hitherto  has  been  paid 
by  the  landlord,  but  will  henceforth  be 
paid  by  the  purchasing  tenant.  Let 
me  take  now,  for  the  purpose  of  illus- 
trating the  procedure  under  our  Bill,  the 
cas  ?  of  a  holding  of  which  the  gross  rent 
is  £107  and  the  net  rent  £100,  and  on 
which  there  is  a  year's  arrears  due  to 
the  landlord.  The  landlord  and  tenant 
under  our  Bill  are  permitted — indeed, 
they  are  encouraged — to  meet  together 
and  bargain  as  to  what  the  price  of  that 
holding  shall  be.  I  will  suppose  for  the 
sake  of  argument  that  they  agree  that 
all  the  holding  shall  be  sold  and  all  debts 
between  the  landlord  and  tenant  wiped 
out  for  the  price  of  £1,700,  which  is  17 
years'  purchase  of  the  net  rental.  If 
they  fail  to  agree  they  may,  if  they 
please,  but  only  if  they  please,  refer 
the  question  of  price  to  the  Land 
Department.  But  the  Land  Department, 
in  fixing  this  price,  of  course  must  not 
do  what  the  parties  might  legitimately 
do  in  making  their  own  bargain, 
namely,  take  into  account  the  year's 
arrears.  The  Land  Department  are 
instructed  in  the  Bill  that  in  fixing 
the  price  they  are  to  consider  the  value 
of  the  holding,  or  rather  the  landlord's 
share  of  the  holding,  and  this  alone ;  but 
if  the  landlord  and  the  tenant  wish  it 
they  may  represent  to  the  Land  Depart- 
ment that  they  agree  to  add  arrears, 
up  to  but  not  beyond  two  years,  to  the 
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price,  and  the  Land  Department  may  if 
they  please  sanction  the  arrangement.  In 
this  case  we  will  suppose,  in  order  to  carry 
on  my  illustration,  that  inst^iad  of  agree- 
ing voluntarily  to  fix  the  price  at  £1,700, 
the  parties  go  to  the  Land  Department ; 
and  the  Department  say,  "We  think 
£1,600  is  the  value  of  the  landlord's 
interest  in  the  holding,  but  if  you  desire 
that  the  year's  arrears  should  be  added 
on,  you  may  do  so;  in  that  case  the 
advance  we  ara  prepared  to  make  towards 
tho  purchasa  of  the  holding  will 
b3  £1,700,  or  17  years'  purchase." 
The  Land  Department  is  in  no 
case  to  advance  for  any  purchase 
bsyond  20  years ;  so  if  you  take  the 
case  of  a  farm  in  which  there  was  an 
agreement  through  the  Court  (as  we 
t3rm  it  in  the  Bill)  for  20  years' 
purchase  nothing  in  that  cas3  could  be 
added  on  for  arrears.  Whether  an  arrange- 
ment is  not  made  through  th3  Court  or 
is  made  through  the  Court,  the  Land 
Department  are  bound  to  satisfy  them- 
selves that  various  conditions  are  fulfilled 
before  they  sanction  an  advance.  I  will 
only  mention  the  most  important.  They 
must  satisfy  themselves  that  it  is  a  bond 
fide  transaction,  and  that  there  is  no 
collusion  between  a  landlord  who, 
owing  to  the  encumbered  condition  of 
his  estate,  is  but  a  nominal  owner 
and  his  tenants.  They  must  satisfy 
themselves  that  the  holding  is  an 
adequate  S3curity  for  the  advance  made 
upon  it;  and  they  must  satisfy  thems3lves 
that  not  more  than  20  years'  purchase  is 
to  be  advanced  for  it.  When  they  have 
done  all  those  things  the  Land  Department 
then  at  once  make  a  vesting  order,  and 
as  soon  as  they  have  made  the  Vesting 
order  the  tenant  at  once  and  without 
further  delay  bacomes  owner  of  his  hold- 
ing, subject  only  to  the  annuity 
charged  on  it.  All  arrears  and  debts 
to  the  landlord  are  wiped  out  ;  all  head 
rants  are  abolished ;  and  the  man  is  made 
proprietor  of  a  holding  to  wliich  no  pe- 
cuniary obligation  of  any  kind  is  attached 
except  only  the  necessity  of  paying  the 
annuity  of  4  per  cent,  upon  the  money 
advanced.  I  think  everyone  who  is 
practically  acquainted  with  the  actual 
working  of  the  Ashbourne  Acts  from 
1885  to  the  present  day  is  aware 
that  this  plan  would  constitute  an 
enormous  reform  of  procedure.  Under 
the  existing  systam  it  is  practically 
Mr.  A.  J,  Bal'fmir 


nec3ssary,  before  the  sale  is  comi- 
pleted,  to  do  two  things,  both  of  which 
may  involve  great  delay  and  great  cost. 
One  is  the  determination  of  title ;  the 
other  is  the  consent  of  the  mortgagees  to 
the  retention  of  the  landlord's  fifth  in 
the  hands  of  the  Land  Department ) 
and  principally  owing  to  the  neces- 
sity of  going  through  those  opera- 
tions beforj  the  sale  is  concluded,  it 
is  frequently  not  brought  to  a  final 
determination,  the  money  paid  over, 
and  the  relation  between  landlord  and 
tenant  absolutely  severed,  for  one,  two, 
and  in  some  cases  three  years,  after  the 
agreement  lias  been  sanctioned.  That  is 
not  the  fault  of  the  able  gentlemen  who 
administer  the  Act  of  1885 ;  it  is  the 
fault  of  the  system  ;  and  we  think 
we  shall  be  able  radically  to  reform 
it  by  the  provisions  of  this  Bill 
which  I  am  explaining  to  the  House. 
By  it  all  the  claims  which  formerly 
existed  in  reference  to  the  tenancy  are 
transferred  to  the  money  which  has 
been  paid  for  the  tenancy ;  and  the  land- 
lord's fifth  is  compulsorily  retained  with- 
out going  through  the  form  of 
asking  the  consent  of  the  mortgagees. 
All  questions  of  title  are,  there- 
fore, deferred  until  the  stage  after 
the  tenant  has  become  owner ;  and  I 
believe  that  while  no  injustice  can 
possibly  be  done  in  those  circumstances 
to  the  encumbrancer,  the  mortgagee,  or  the 
landlord,  an  enormous  boon  will  be 
conferred  on  the  tenant  and  every 
other  party  to  the  transaction.  Now 
I  come  to  the  question  of  the 
annuity  which  the  tenant  has  to  pay.  I 
have  told  the  House  that  this  annuity 
is  at  the  rate  of  4  per  cent, 
on  the  amount  advanced  ;  but,  though 
strictly  true,  that  statement  must  be 
further  explained  and  qualified.  In  the* 
case  of  the  holding  that  1  am  considering 
the  price  is  £1,700,  and  the  annuity  at  4 
per  cent,  is  therefore  £68.  We  call  this 
the  normal  annuity,  but  during  the  first 
five  years  of  the  purchasing  tenant's 
occupancy  we  require  that  he  shall 
pay  not  the  normal  annuity  but  80 
per  cent,  of  his  net  rent,  which  is,  of 
course,  less  than  80  per  cent,  of  the  gross 
rent,  though  how  much  less  will  depend 
on  the  particular  district  in  which  the 
holding  is  situated.  In  other  words,  in 
the  particular  case  I  have  chosen  instead 
of  making  him  pay  £68  for  the  first  five- 
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years  we  make  him  pay  £80.  I  think 
that  a  great  many  excellent  objects  ara 
attained  by  that  provision.  In  the  first 
place,  we  think  that  a  reduction  from 
£107  gross  to  £80  is  a  large  and  sub- 
stantial reduction,  of  which  the  tenant 
will  have  no  reason  to  complain.  In  the 
second  place,  we  think  that  so  large  and 
sharp  a  reduction  as  from  £107  to  £68 
may  produce,  and,  we  think,  will 
produce,  considerable  difficulty  on 
adjoining  estates  where  purchase  may 
not  have  taken  place.  For  recollect 
what  we  are  doing  is  this.  We  are 
giving  to  the  tenant  an  immense  ad- 
vantage which  the  landlord  could  not, 
from  the  nature  of  the  case,  -give 
him.  The  contrast  between  the  position 
of  a  tenant  who  has  purchased  and  a 
tenant  who  has  not  is  so  sharp,  if  you 
give  the  full  reduction  all  at  once,  that  we 
think  the  temptation  to  put  undue  pres- 
sure on  the  landlord  to  induce  him  to 
sell,  or  the  discontent  which  will  ensue  if 
he  does  not  sell,  are  sufficient  reasons  for 
making  this  charge  from  the  rent  which 
the  man  has  paid  to  his  landlord  and 
to  the  annuity  which  he  will  ultimately 
have  to  pay  to  the  State  as  gradual  as 
possible.  Although  I  think  those  reasons 
are  of  themselves  of  sufficient  weight  to 
commend  this  arrangement  to  the 
House,  I  have  yet  another  reason,  to 
which  we  attach  still  greater  value. 
If  you  consider  the  particular  case  pre- 
sented in  my  illustration  you  will 
see  that  if  a  tenant  pays  £80  for  five 
years  he  is  paying  for  thoss  five  years 
£12  annually  above  his  normal  annuity, 
which  is  £68.  Five  times  that  difEerence 
makes  £60  ;  and  that  £60  we  propose  to 
retain  as  a  kind  of  tenants*  insurance 
against  periods  of  special  distress.  It  is 
not  to  bs  used  if  the  tenant  fails 
to  pay  his  instalments  through  any  act 
or  fault  of  his  own,  but  only  if,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Land  Department, 
failure  to  pay  instalments  is  due,  not 
to  his  own  act,  but  to  some  mis- 
fortune for  which  he  is  in  no  sense 
responsible.  In  such  a  case  it  is  in  the 
power  of  the  Land  Department  to  draw 
upon  this  insurance  fund  of  £60  should 
the  tenant  fall  into  arrear.  If  this  is 
done,  and  if  an  inroad  is  thereby  made 
into  the  Insurance  Fund,  then  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Department  to  raise  the  fund 
to  its  original  amount  by  again  increasing 
the  annuity  beyond   the   normal  level. 


So  that,  if  after  the  first  ^yq 
years  a  time  of  distress  comes,  and  it  is 
found  necessary  to  draw  on  the  Insurance 
Fund  to  the  extent  of  £40,  the  annuity 
will  again  have  to  be  raised  above  £68 
until  the  fund  once  more  reaches  the 
full  sum  of  £60.  The  House  will  notice 
that  this  scheme  of  insurance  operates 
most  powerfully  exactly  where  it  is  most 
wanted.  In  the  worst  districts  of 
Ireland  the  tenant  will,  of  course,  pay 
a  smaller  number  of  years'  purchase  for 
his  holding ;  I  presume  in  the  con- 
gested districts  13,  14,  or  15  years  will 
not  be  an  uncommon  price,  or  even  less, 
for  a  certain  class  of  holding.  In  those 
cases  the  amount  of  the  insurance  will 
be  very  large  indeed.  If  we  assume  14 
years*  purchase  to  be  given  for  a  holding 
in  one  of  the  poor  districts  of  Ireland,  the 
14  years'  normal  annuity  will  be  £56, 
which  differs  from  £80  by  £24  ;  so  that 
five  times  £24  or  £120  is  put  by  as  the  In- 
surance Fund  on  that  particular  holding, 
which  is  more  than  twice  the  whole 
normal  annuity.  In  other  words,  more 
two  years'  purchase  of  the  normal  annuity 
is  laid  aside  to  protect  the  tenant  from 
expulsion  from  his  holding  on  account  of 
non-payment  caused  by  undeserved  mis- 
fortune. So  far  the  Bill  I  have  been 
describing  is  an  improved  Ashbourne  Act, 
and  nothing  else.  It  is  improved  because 
it  has  been  made  cheaper  and  more  rapid, 
and  because  of  the  establishment  of  this 
Tenants*  Insurance  Fund  by  which  it  has 
been  made  safer  and  smoother  in  the 
working.  Of  course,  this  Insurance  Fund 
is  not  for  ever  withheld  from  the 
tenant,  but  in  the  later  years  it  will  be 
returned  to  him.  If  now  we  turn  our 
thoughts  to  the  consideration  of  what 
further  securities  may  be  brought  for- 
ward to  protect  the  State  which  lends  the 
tenant  funds  to  purchase  his  holding,  I 
think  we  may  say,  speaking  broadly,  that 
there  are  only  two  plans  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. The  first  takes,  as  its  addi- 
tional security,  funds  raised  by  local  and 
general  taxation  in  Ireland.  The  second 
takes  funds  contributed  to  Ireland  by  the 
Imperial  Exchequer.  The  first  is  the  plan 
advocated,  among  others,  by  Mr.  Arnold 
Forster,  who  has  given  great  attention  to 
this  subject.  It  also  formed  the  basis  of 
the  scheme  of  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  in  1886,  and  was  part  basis  of  th©» 
scheme  of  the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division  in  1884.     The  second  is  the  plan 
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adopted  in  the  BiU.  It  will  be  observed 
that  to  Ireland  the  two  schemes  are 
exactly  the  same.  So  long  as  the  contri- 
bution in  lieu  of  defiault  falls  npon  the 
Irish  community,  it  matters  not  ti:»  them 
whether  they  have  g:ot  to  raise  it  by 
local  or  general  t4ixation,  or  whether  it 
is  raised  by  withholding  fi-om  them 
funds  whicli  they  would  otherwise  have 
received ;  but  though  it  does  not  matter 
to  Ireland,  it  matters  seriously  to  the 
Exchequer,  K  you  have  to  depend  for 
your  security  upon  what  you  js^et  by 
taxation  from  Ireland,  it  is  not  absolutely 
impossible  to  conceive  contiDgeDcies  in 
which,  under  even  the  best  contrived 
system,  your  security  may  not  be  forth- 
coming.  But  if  the  Exchequer  is  already 
in  possession  of  full  security  for  its  own 
loan,  this  cannot  be  paid  away  without 
the  consent  of  Parliament,  and  therefore, 
so  far  as  the  Imperial  Exchequer  is 
ooncemetl^  the  plan  of  the  Bill  is  tictter 
than  the  other  plan  I  have  mentioned. 
In  selecting  what  contributions  from  the 
Exchequer  we  should  take  as  security, 
we  have  determined  to  conftrm  ourst^lves 
t^  those  which  are  given  for  local 
pui'poscs ;  and  that  carries  with  it 
the  corollary  that  only  localities  will 
be  responsible  for  default.  I  think 
there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  in 
fa  vour  of  this  course .  I  n  the  first  place ,  i  t 
an  open  question  whether  you  ought  to 
ask  towns  like  Dublin  and  Belfast  to 
incur  very  heavy  responsibilities  for  the 
conceivable  default  of  agricultural  tenants 
in  remote  counties  ;  and  it  is  also  very 
much  open  to  doubt  whether  you  ought  to 
ask  Antrim  to  pay  a  default  which  might 
occur  in  (ltd  way,  or  to  ask  Leinstcr  to 
piy  a  default  which  might  occur  in 
Munster,  We  have,  therefore,  taken  na 
the  unit  of  area  the  county.  Only 
counties  will  have  to  meet  a  default : 
and  only  c  >ntributions  mthin  a  county 
will  be  taken  as  ultimate  security  that 
the  default  will  be  met.  Now,  let  me 
describe  the  method  in  w4iich  the  repay- 
ment will  be  secured.  In  the  first  place 
we  establish  a  Guarantee  Fund. 

Mb,  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian)  :  Will  you  sUte  the  amount 
of  the  fund  which  will  be  available  ? 

*Ke.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  will  come  tt. 
that  later.  We  establish,  in  the  first 
I^lace,  a  Guarantee  Fund,  which  is  to 
constst  of  tw^o  portir>n8--a  cash  portion 
and  a  contingent  portion.  The  ctiah 
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portion  will  c<msist>— (1)  of  a  eontril 
tion  of  £40,000  a  year,  which    Irelau 
has  never  yet  got,  but  which  she  has  j 
right  t<3  get,  as  a  set  off  against  the  i 
vantage  which    England    and    Scotlfl 
have  recently  derived  from  the  Licend 
Dutieshanded  over  to  those  countries ;  (J 
the  Prolxite  Duty  Grant,  which   for  til 
future  we  estimate  at  £200,000  a  yeaj 
(3)  \  per  cent,  on  the  annuity  payable  ' 
the  tenant,  who  is  expected  to  pay  4  pd 
cent.      That   4  per.  cent»  let   me    bei 
observe,    is   made  up   in   the   follow 
manner — 2\   per  cent,    interest,   £1 
Sinking   Fund,   leaving    unappropriab 
5s.t  or  the  \  per  cent,,  to  which  I   haij 
just  *  alluded.      That     \    i>er    cent, 
call  the  Local  Percentage  Fund,  becaii 
after  it  has  passed  through  the  Guarant 
Fund,  it  wnll  be  pi  id  over  to  the 
Authorities  for  purposes  to  be  afterward! 
described.     The  contintjent  portion  will 
consist  of  rates  on  Government  proper 
and  Imperial  cont ributions  for  Poor  Lan 
education,    and   other  similar   purp 
The  total  advance  authorised  in  the 
is  not  to  exceed   the  capitalised  value  i 
those  two  portions  of  the  Guarantee  Fund'^ 
together,   and    ciipitalised    4    per   cent, 
they  will,    I  believe,   amount  to  about 
£33,000,000.     This  security  is  it«elf  com- 
plete ;  but  do  not  let  the  House  suppoee 
that    is     the     only    security    provided 
by    the    Bill.      In   addition    we    hav 
three     collateral     securities  —  (1)    th 
llindlords'   one-fifth,  which    remains, 
under  the  Ashlwurne  Act,  in  the  hand 
of  the  Land  Department;  (2)  the  tenant 
insurance;     and    (3)    £200,000    of 
cumulated  reserve,  the  ovi^m  of  which } 
will  explain.     The  £40,000  of  New  E3( 
chequer  grant   we  propose  to  accumij 
late     for     five     years,     or     until 
reaches  a   sum     of     £200,000. 
sum    will     remain    in    the     hands 
the    Treasury,   and    will   afterwards 
allocated  in  precisely  the  same  fashioTi  ; 
the    £200,000     Probate    Duty,       This 
£200,000    Reserve   Fund    we     prop     ~ 
to    use      for    the    community     in 
cisely    the    same    way    as  w*e  use  tl] 
Tenants'     Insurance     Fund      for      tti 
individual—  to  meet  cases  of  eseeptioc 
distress ;    and  w  hen  that  fund  is  dra^ 
upon    we  shall  refill  it  exactly   as 
refilled  the  Tenants'  Insurance  Fund- 
by     stopping     the    £40,000    until     tlj 
level  of  £200,000  is  again  reached,   No^ 
as  I  have  told  the  House,  wo  take  aa  fii 
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security  for  the  advance,  not  merely  the 
cash  portion  of  the  Guarantee  Fund, 
which  consists  of  contributions  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer,  none  of  which, 
I  may  say  in  passing,  have  been  payable 
for  more  than  two  years  ;  but  we  also 
take  the  contingent  portion  voted  for 
Poor  Law,  educational,  and  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  what  sense  is 
the  Contingent  Fund  local  ? 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  is  consti- 
tuted  solely  by  contributions  for  local 
purposes.  Take  the  Education  Vote  for 
Ireland.  A  certain  amount  is  intended 
for  the  Central  Office  and  organisation  in 
Dublin.  We  do  not  touch  that  at  all ; 
what  we  propose  to  do  is  to  take  as  a 
possible  guarantee  the  contribution  to 
each  county  separately,  yet  though  we 
take  it  a  possible  guarantee  there  is  in 
our  opinion  no  danger  of  either  educa- 
tion or  Poor  Law  being  interfered  with. 
Before  the  contingent  portion  of  the 
fund  is  touched  the  Grand  Jury  are  by 
compulsory  presentment  compelled  to 
raise  from  the  locality  a  tax  equal  to 
the  amount  which  it  is  proposed  to 
withhold.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  reminds 
me  that  the  Contingent  Fund  is  not 
approached  until  the  landlords'  fifth  is 
taken,  until  the  tenants*  reserve  is  taken, 
and  until  the  accumulated  reserve  is 
taken,  and  until,  in  addition,  the  whole 
cash  portion  of  the  Guarantee  Fund  is 
taken.  We  may  therefore,  I  think,  safely 
assume  that  there  is  no  human  possi- 
bility of  this  contingent  portion  of  the 
Guarantee  Fund  being  touched  in  any 
conceivable  circumstances  except  a 
general  political  strike  against  the  pay- 
ment of  annuities — a  contingency  which 
I  decline  to  contemplate.  Let  mo  de- 
velop the  arguments  in  favour  of  this 
position  a  little  further.  In  the  first  place, 
we  have  experience  on  our  side.  Land 
purchase  in  Ireland  has  now  been 
going  on  for  a  considerable  period.  It 
began  in  1869 ;  the  number  of  pur- 
chasers was  increased  in  1870,  again  in 
1880,  and  very  largely  increased  in  1885 
and  1888.  Now,  the  experience  of  these 
20  years — 20  years  of  varying  agricul- 
tural prosperity,  years  of  political  quiet 
and  years  of  political  turmoil,  years  of 
plenty  and  of  dearth — the  general  result 
is  that  practicilly  there  has  been  no  loss 
at  all  on  the  State  advances.     I  believe 


if  pur  accounts  were  carefully  made  out 
it  would  be  found  that  the  irrecoverable 
debts  under  instalments  of  all  kinds 
from  all  purchasers  is  less  than  2  per 
cent,  of  the  total  annual  instalments 
which  ought  to  have  been  paid.  Now, 
under  one  Bill  you  can  go  as  far  as  an 
annual  loss  of  6  per  cent,  without  touch- 
ing  anything  at  all  except  the  ;J  per  cent, 
which  we  give  to  the  localities.  Without 
touching  the  landlords'  fifth,  without 
touching  the  Reserve  Fund,  without 
touching  the  cash  Guarantee  Fund  or 
the  Contingent  Guarantee  Fund,  or  the 
tenants'  insurance,  you  can  undergo  a 
loss  of  three  times  as  much  as  you  have 
undergone,  and  yet  continue  to  pay 
interest  and  Sinking  Fund  to  the  Exche- 
quer. I  think  thit  that  is  a  strong — 
indeed,  an  overwhelming — argument  in 
favour  of  the  safety  of  our  scheme. 
Now,  consider  another  argument,  not 
this  time  taken  from  experience.  Let 
me  assume,  for  the  sake  of  argument, 
that  an  advance  of  £30,000,000  has  been 
made  under  the  Act  for  the  purchase  of 
Irish  land,  and  let  me  take  as  the 
average  value  at  which  sales  have  taken 
place  17  years'  purchase,  which  I  believe 
is  somewhere  about  tiie  value  given 
under  the  Ashbourne  Act.  Very  well ; 
instalments  at  4  per  cent,  on  an  advance 
of  £30,000,000  amounts  to  £1,200,000 
a  year ;  let  me  suppose  that  in  one  year 
— the  hypothesis  is  an  impossibly  un» 
favourable  one — not  a  single  sixpence  of 
annuity  was  paid,  what  funds  would 
there  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  Treasury 
and  of  the  Land  Commission  to  meet  the 
deficiency?  I  will  tell  the  House.  We  shall 
have,  first,  the  £200,000  Reserve  Fund  ; 
secondly,  there  would  be  the  £200,000 
annual  Probate  Grant;  and,  thirdly, 
£40,000  of  the  new  Exchequer  contribu- 
tion and  £75,000,  being  the  \  per  cent 
local  percenfage  on  £1,200,000,  and  there 
would  be,  besides  that,  if  we  accept 
the  hypothesis  of  17  years'  purchase, 
£1,118,000  of  tenants'  reserve;  so  that, 
without  touching  the  £5,000,000,  which 
is  the  landlords'  fifth,  and  without  touch- 
ing a  sixpence  of  the  Contingent  portion 
of  the  Guarantee  Fund,  you  have 
£1,633,000  to  meet  a  call  of  £1,200,000 
on  the  extreme  and  absurd  hypothesis  of 
not  one  sixpence  of  annuity  being  paid 
during  the  year  in  question. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Would  that  be   after 
the  five  years  have  passed  ? 
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•Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  believe  that 
,is  80.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  clearly 
followed  my  explanation.  That  can  only 
.take  place  aft^r  the  five  years  have 
passed  ;  bnt  1  am  assuming  that  tenants 
who  are  allowed  to  have  their  iioldings 
.at  20  per  cent,  less  than  the  net  fair  rent 
[would  not  be  likely  to  fail  to  pay  up  the 
instalments  within  that  period. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone, 
South)  :  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
contemplate  advancing  the  £30,000,000 
jk\l  at  once  ? 

•Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  of  course 
the  whole  hypothesis  is  imaginary;  I 
was  merely  giving  an  illustration  to  show 
how  very  strong  the  Exchequer  were 
without  goivig  near  the  contingent  por- 
tion of  the  Guarantee  Fund,  which  is  the 
ultimate  security.  I  take  a  period  which 
is  the  length  of  the  lease  for  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposita  now  recommend 
fair  rents  should  ba  fixed — namely,  seven 
years ;  I  assume  that  the  whole 
£30,000,000  are  advanced  at  once 
{which,  of  course,  is  impossible),  and  I 
assume  that  the  Insurance  Funds  are  all 
fiUed  up  to  the  brim:  You  would  then 
have  at  the  disposal  of  the  Treasury 
£200,000  Reserve  Fund;  £200,000 
annual  Probate  Grant;  £40,000  Ex- 
chequercontribution  ;£  1 , 1 1 8,000Tenants' 
Insurance  Fund,  and  £75,000,  the  J  per 
C3nt. ;  in  all,  £1,633,000,  to  meet  the  sup- 
posed liability  of  £1,200,000.  But  that 
is  not  all  that  must  happen  before  you 
touch  this  fund.  You  must  assume  that 
tenants  who  are  holding  at  a  sum  at  least 
20  per  cent. — probably  more,  sinc3  on  the 
hypothesis  of  17  years*  purchase  it  would 
be  at  least  32  per  cent. — less  than  the 
JEair  annual  rent,  are  prepared  to  surren- 
der their  holdings  and  be  evicted, 
although  besides  holding  on  these 
favop^rable  terms  they  would  have  re- 
paid a  not  inconsiderable  portion  of  the 
loan,  which  would  also  be  sacrificed.  You 
must  assume  that  no  new  purchasers  are 
ready  to  come  forward  and^ake  the  farms 
from  which  the  defaulters  have  been 
tjvicted.  You  have  got  to  assume  that 
the  insurance,  amounting  to  close  upon 
a  year  s  normal  annuity,  has  proved  in- 
suflBcient ;  you  have  got  to  assume  that 
the  landlords'  fifth  is  insufficient;  that 
the  cash  portion  of  the  Reserve  Fund  of 
£200,000  is  insufficient;  and  that  the 
cash  portion  of  the  Guarantee  Fund  is  in- 
sufficient ;  and,  finally,  you  have  got  to 
3fr.  J.  J,  Balfour 


assume  that  there  has  been  a  strike 
I  against  the  payment  of  a  rate  which  it 
was  found  possible  to  enforce  even  in 
the  worse  times  of  1881-2-3.  If  any  one 
will  take  the  trouble  to  go  over  the  whole 
catalogue  of  fences  which  you  will  have 
to  jump  before  the  guarantee  is  arrived 
at,  you  will  see  that  it  never  can  be 
arrived  at  at  all.  We  are  here  dealing 
with  three  degrees  of  impossibility.  It 
is,  in  my  opinion,  absolutely  impossible, 
unless  there  was  a  second  edition  of  the 
great  calamity  of  1845  and  1846,  that  the 
contingent  portion  of  the  Guarantee  Fund 
shall  ever  be  approached,  and  nothing  that 
has  occurred  in  the  last  20  years  gives 
the  slightest  shadow  of  countenance  to 
such  a  supposition.  The  second  degree 
of  impossibility  is  that  if  the  contingent 
portion  of  the  Guarantee  Fund  were 
approached  it  would  be  found  impossible 
to  raise  the  local  rate,  which  would  pre- 
vent loss  being  sustained  either  in  respect 
of  Poor  Law  or  education.  The  third 
degree  of  impossibility — which  I  may 
describe  as  a  demonstrable  or  mathe- 
matical impossibility — ^is  that  the  Trea- 
sury, which  not  only  is  precluded  from 
advancing  money  beyond  the  capitalised 
Value  of  the  Guarantee  Fund,  but  which 
has  also,  in  addition,  the  collateral 
guarantees  of  which  I  have  already 
spoken,  should  in  any  conceivable  cir- 
cumstances be  one  penny  the  worse. 
I  hope  I  made  these  deductions  clear  to 
the  House.  Some  of  these  points  may 
be  open  to  argument,  though  I  think 
not :  but  that  it  is  mathematically  im- 
possible for  the  Treasury  to  snfFer, 
this  is  not  open  to  argument.  Now, 
Mr.  Speaker,  before  going  into  that 
part  of  the  JBill  which  deals  with  the 
congested  districts,  I  ought  to  make 
one  or  two  supplementary  explanations. 
«In  the  first  place,  I  ought  to  say  that, 
while  the  total  advance  to  Ireland 
generally  is  limited  by  the  capitalised 
value  of  the  Imperial  contribution  for 
local  purposes,  so  the  advance  to  each 
county  is  limited  by  the  <»pitalised  value 
of  the  advances  to  eanh  county.  The 
second  explanation  is  that  selling  land- 
lords are  to  be  repaid  in  Government 
Stock,  bearing  2 J  per  cent,  interest, 
for  30  years.  This  part  of  the  Bill 
will  be  explained  more  fully  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer ;  but  he  tells  me  that,  in  his 
opinion,  that  Stock  is  at  least  as  good  as 
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Consols,  and  if  any  landlord  is  foolish 
enough  to  take  a  difEer<)nt  view,  there 
is  a  provision  in  the  Bill  which 
obliges  t'ae  National  Debt  Commiflsioners 
to  exchange  Consols  for  the  guaranteed 
Land  Stock  should  the  owner  so  desire. 
The  third  supplementary  explanation  I 
ought  to  give  is  that  where  the  Land 
Department  are  of  opinion  that  a  better 
security  would  be  obtained  by  making  the 
landlonl  deposit  less  than  one  fifth  or  the 
purchase- money  on  consideration  of 
making  his  deposit  available  not 
merely  for  the  particular  holding  in 
respect  of  which  it  was  deposited,  but 
every  holding  on  the  estate,  they  are 
at  liberiy  to  adopt  that  plan.  The  third 
supplementary  point  to  which  I  have 
to  call  attention  is  that  we  have 
introduced  a  clause  into  the*  Bill 
which  I  hope  will  do  something  to  settle 
the  difficult  question  of  turbary.  At  this 
moment  the  claims  of  tenants  to  turbary 
are  habitually  settled  by  the  landlords  or 
their  agents.  We  remove  the  landlord 
and  the  agent,  and  it  therefore  appears 
to  ba  absolutely  necessary  that  the  Land 
Department  should  step  into  their  place, 
and  for  this  we  give  them  the  requisite 
powers.  There  is  also  a  clause 
which  attempts  to  carry  out  the 
plan  which  I  ventured  to  adumbrate  to 
the  House  last  Wednesday  with  regard 
to  leaseholders  whose  leases  are  for  more 
than  99  years.  There  is  another  clause 
which  will  enable  Irish  landlords  who 
desire  to  sell  to  invest  the  proceeds 
of  sale  in  securities  paying  a 
larger  interest  than  their  settle- 
ments would  enable  them  to  do. 
We  do  that  in  order  to  facilitate  purchase, 
becauss  all  my  information  goes  to  show 
that  one  of  the  obstacles  which  sale  has 
to  encounter  is  that  selling  landlords 
are  compelled  by  their  settlements  to 
invest  in  securities  not  bearing  more  than 
3  or  4  per  cent,  interest.  Now,  of  course, 
we  do  not  wish  to  put  any  obstacle  in  the 
way  of  landlords  selling.  Irish  land  may,  I 
suppose,  be  considered,  generally  speaking, 
to  be  an  investment  which  bears  interest 
of  not  less  than  5,  and  sometimes  6  or  7 
per  cent.  We  have  framed  a  clause 
which,  whihout  endangering  the  interests 
of  the  remainderman,  will,  we  think, 
enable  Irish  landlords  to  sell  without  so 
great  a  diminution  of  their  income  as 
they  would  have  to  undergo  without  that 
clause.     One  word  about  the  question  of 


local  perconii^.  The  local  percentig«, 
the  Mowae  reodleotB,  is  the  5t.  which  ii 
still  to  spare  after  interest  and  sink- 
ing fund  has  been  provided  out 
of  the  4  per  cent,  aimntty  to  be 
paid  by  the  tenants.  That  5s.  per 
cent,  we  propose  should  be  given  to  the 
localities,  and  we  have  introduced 
a  clans^  which  will  have,  I  hope, 
the  effect  of  causing  the  localities  t» 
which  the  produce  of  that  5s.  is  given  to 
employ  it  in  the  first  instance  in  the 
erection  of  labourers'  cottages  under 
the  Labourers'  Cottages  Act,  should 
labourers'  cottages  be  required  in  the 
unions  of  the  counties  to  which  the  5b.  is 
given.  Many  Acts  have  been  passed  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Irish  tenants.  I  believe 
this  is  a  method  by  which  something 
material  may  be  done  for  the  housing  of 
the  Irish  labourers,  not  only  without 
increasing  the  burdehs  of  the  locality, 
but  by  relieving  them  of  some  of  the 
burdens  which,  under  existing  Acts,  they 
are,  perhaps,  bound  to  impose  upon 
themselves.  The  only  other  remark  I 
have  to  make  before  going  to  the  con- 
gested district  portion  of  the  Bill  is  that 
1  further  propose  that,  unless  Parlia- 
ment should  otherwise  direct,  when  the 
£33,000,000  under  this  Act  is  exhausted, 
the  repayments  of  that  £33,000,000,  as 
well  as  the  repayments  of  the  £10,000,000 
under  the  Ashbourne  Act,  shall  be  re- 
advanced,  so  that  there  will  be  a  perpetual 
fund  from  which  future  purchasss  by 
tanants  may  be  effected.  That  cannot 
come  into  operation  without  the  sanction 
of  Parliament;  but  I  believe  that  by 
that  time  it  will  have  been  conclusively 
proved  by  experience  that  these  re-ad- 
vances can  be  safely  made.  I  hope,  there- 
fore, we  have  established  not  only  a  very 
large  scheme  of  immediate  purchase,  but 
provided  a  permanent  scheme  by  which 
further  land  purchase  may  be  efFeoted. 
I  am  not  sure  whether  I  mentioned  it ; 
but  I  will  do  so  now,  that  the  annuity 
payable  by  the  tenant  of  4  per  cent,  is 
for  49  years,  as  it  is  under  the  Ash- 
bourne Act.  Now  I  pass  to  the  portion 
of  the  Bill  which  deals  specially  with 
congested  districts.  I  am  aware  that 
many  of  those  most  interested  in  ame- 
liorating the  condition  of  the  congested 
districts  are  of  opinion  that  a  system 
of  land  purchase  is  the  very  worst 
possible  way  of  effecting  that  ob- 
ject. Thes'j  particular  observers  have 
3  Q 
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held  thftt  to  enable  tenant-s  in  con- 
gested districts  to  purchase  would  have 
the  effect  of  wliat  is  called  *'  rooting  them 
in  the  soil,"  Though  I  admit  that  the 
question  is  not  free  from  difficulty  or 
doubt,  I  have  distinctly  cnme  to  the 
opinion — aud  I  am  glad  to  be  suppnrted 
in  that  opinion  by  a  man  whose  authority 
no  one  will  dispute,  Mr,  Tuke.  that  pur- 
cl^ase  will  not  have  the  effect  whicli  tliese 
particular  critics  of  land  purchase 
Bchemes  seem  to  think.  After  all,  if 
rooting  these  peopk  in  the  soil  be  an 
evil,  the  eril  is  done  already.  The  whole 
object  of  the  Act  of  1870 — I  do  not  say 
an  illegitimate  object — and  of  the  Act  of 
1881  was  to  root  the  tenants  in  the  soil. 
Ereu  before  those  Acts  came  into  opera- 
tion, and  when  in  theory,  the  landlord 
had  absolute  power  to  evict  if  he  pleased 
every  tenant  on  his  estate,  it  must  be 
admitted  that  nothing  was  done  by  the 
landlords,  so  far  as  I  know,  in  these  con- 
gested districts  to  diminish  the  pressure 
of .  population  on  their  estates.  If  that 
be  so,  I  do  not  see  why  sales  should  not 
be  as  useful  in  congested  districts  as 
elsewhere — why  it  should  not  have  the 
same  healing  effect  upon  those  social 
diseases  connected  with  the  Irish  land 
system,  which  are  the  curse  and  the 
plague  of  Ireland,  I  am  not  at  all 
disposed  to  tkink  iliat  the  fact  that  a 
man  is  the  owner  of  his  holding,  free  to 
stay  or  go  as  he  pleases,  may  not  prove  an 
aid  rather  than  a  hindrance,  if  he  feels 
moved  to  seek  under  mt»re  favourable 
conditions  that  livelihood  which  he  has 
to  struggle  so  hard  to  obtain  in  the  bleak 
districts  of  the  West  of  Ireland.  But 
while  I  think  we  ought  not  to  withhold 
the  privileges  of  purchase  from  the  con- 
gested districts,  there  are  difficulties  in 
applying  to  those  districts  the  whole  Bill 
without  modification.  Two  difficulties  I 
may  mention  which  we  have  attempted 
to  meet,  but  which  personally  I  i-egard 
rather  as  sentimental  than  substiintial. 
The  first  of  these  difficulties  is  this : 
Under  the  general  provisions  of  our  Bill 
the  area  of  charge  in  case  of  default  is 
the  county,  and  in  those  counties 
where  a  large  proportion  of  the  area  is 
congested,  and  where  it  may  therefore 
bo  thought  that  the  security  is  less  go<xl, 
it  might  seem  hard  on  the  uncongested 
portion  of  the  county  to  render  it  liaTile 
for  payment  in  conseqnenc-e  of  default 
in  the  congested  part  of  the  county.  In 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


order  to  meet  that  difficulty  we  adopt  ih 
following  plan  : — We  take  the  definition 
of  a  congested  area  found  in  the  Arrears 
Act  of  1882,  as  marked  out  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  in  every  ca*ie  where  the  area 
so  marked  exceeds  25  |x^r  cent,  of  thj3 
size  of  tlie  county  in  which  it  is  Bitnated 
we  LMinstitutc  it  a  separate  county  for  th 
purpose  of  this  Act,  These  congest 
comities,  of  course,  are  neither  liable  to  be 
called  on  to  pay  the  debts  of  other  coun- 
ties ;  nor  can  other  counties  be  called  on 
to  liquidate  the  debt^  which  congest 
counties  have  contracted.  The  seooi] 
difficulty  is  the  fear  lest  the  interests  < 
education  should  be  trenched  upon  b^ 
the  general  provisions  of  the  Bil 
Though  I  hope  I  have  convinced 
House  that  that  is  quite  illusory 
regards  Ireland  as  a  whole,  it  maybe  i 
that,  as  regards  the  congested  district 
where  the  security  is  less,  that  dan^ 
is  real  and  substantial.  In  order 
meet  that  objection  we  have  wit) 
drawn  the  Education  Vote  of  ihe^ 
districts  from  the  Contingent  por 
of  their  Gum'antee  Fund,  and  we  hat 
sulistituted  for  it  XI, 500,000  from 
Church  surplus,  I  have  t<»ld  the  Houa 
at  great  length  why  I  regard  these  di^J 
culties  as  illusory  »s  regards  Irelaudf* 
generally;  let  me  very  shortly  say  why 
I  reganl  them  as  not  less  illusory  in 
the  congested  districts.  The  Tenants' 
Insurance  Fund,  as  the  House  wi 
recollect,  increases  in  magnitude 
the  price  of  the  holdings  whicli 
contribute  to  it  diminishes.  Now,  I 
presume  that  in  the  congested  district! 
1  have  just  marked  out>,  the  price 
a  holding  will  not,  r>n  the  avemg 
he  more  than  14  years'  purchaser 
I  dai^say  it  will  be  less  in  some  CBses, 
Let  us  assume  for  the  sake  of  argument 
that  it  is  1 4  years'  purchase  ;  tlie  amoc 
the  tenant  will  pay  diiring  the  lirst  Btj 
years  will  be  £80  :  his  normal  annuity 
will  he  X56.  In  five  years,  therefore, 
tenant's  insurance  will  amount  to  XI  2( 
which  is  more  than  two  years'  purcha 
of  his  whole  annuity.  If  we  take  the 
pnce  in  these  very  [Kxir  districts 
13  years'  purcliase,  then  the  normi| 
annuity  will  be  £50,  and  the  amouu 
accuniulat4.'d  in  the  five  years  i^^ill 
XI 40,  which  is  nearly  three  years'  pn 
chase  of  the  annuity.  My  belief  is  tha 
no  distress  which  has  occurred  since  tl] 
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famine,  or  which  is  likely  to  occur  in 
future,  will  put  a  strain  upon  this  In- 
surance Fund  which  it  will  not  be  able  to 
bear,  supplemented  as  it  is  by  the  land- 
lords' contribution  and  by  cash  from  the 
Guarantee  Fund.  I  have  now  explained 
the  modifications  in  the  general  land  pur- 
chase scheme  which  are  required  to  meet 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  con- 
gested districts,  and  so  far  the  administra- 
tion of  the  congested  districts,  for  pur^ 
poses  of  land  purchase,  will,  of  course,  be 
in  the  same  hands  as  that  of  the  rest 
of  Ireland,  namely,  in  the  hands  of  the 
Land  Department.  But,  after  all,  the  Land 
Department  is  a  Department  that  is 
43trictly  tied  up  by  administrative  and 
judicial  rules,  and  it  is  not  fitted,  nor 
could  it  fairly  be  required,  to  undertake 
duties  which  demand  more  elastic  treat- 
ment. For  those  purposes,  therefore, 
which  I  may  describe  as  the  philan- 
thropic portions  of  the  Bill,  I  think 
we  want  somewhat  difEerent  machinery, 
^nd  that  different  machinery  wiU  be 
found  in  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  which  it  is  proposed  to  establish 
under  this  Bill.  This  Board  will  consist 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  the  time  being, 
or  (in  his  absence)  of  the  Undersecretary, 
of  a  Member  of  the  Land  Department, 
and,  in  so  far  as  it  deals  with  fishery 
questions,  of  a  member  of  the  Fishery 
Board.  These  will  be  the  official  Mem- 
bers of  the  Board  ;  but  I  do  not  propose 
that  they  should  be  in  a  majority,  and  I 
intend  that  four  or  five  other  persons 
shall  be  asked  to  serve  on  the  Board, 
persons  who,  though  divorced  from  active 
participation  in  Party  politics,  will  yet 
command  the  approv&l  and  respect  of  the 
people  of  the  districts  whose  interests  it 
is  intended  they  should  serve.  Of  course, 
long  before  the  discussions  on  this  Bill 
reach  their  termination  I  shall  be  pre- 
pared to  state  what  unofficial  names  I 
propose  to  add  to  the  official  names  which 
I  have  already  given  to  the  House.  I 
propose  that  this  Congested  Districts 
Board  should  have  at  its  command 
a  contribution  from  the  Church  surplus 
and  also  the  Irish  Reproductive  and  Sea 
Coast  Fisheries  Fund ;  but  they  will  not 
be  allowed  to  use  the  Reproductive 
Fund  in  other  counties  than  those  to 
which  it  is  already  allocated  by  Act 
of  Parliament.  Now  let  me  shortly 
explain  what  are  the  duties  which  we 
propose  to  impose  upon  the  Board.     We 


propose,  first,  that  it  should  deal  with 
the  special  and  characteristic  disease  of 
the  congested  districts.  We  propose  that 
it  shall  have  special  duties  thrown  upon 
it  in  connection  with  the  amalgamation 
of  holdings.  One  of  the  difficulties  of 
amalgamating  holdings  in  congested  dis- 
tricts is  that  the  value  of  one  holding 
made  out  of  two  holdings  may  not  vqual 
the  value  of  these  two  holdings  taken 
separately.  Part  of  the  value  of  a  hold- 
ing in  these  congested  districts  is  the 
residence,  and  the  privilege  which  resi- 
dence gives.  That,  of  course,  is  lost 
entirely  in  every  case  of  amalga*- 
mation.  Therefore,  there  cannot  be 
amalgamation  on  a  large  scale  in  con- 
gested districts  unless  you  are  prepared 
to  bear  from  some  source  or  other 
the  loss  which  inevitably  falls  on 
the  purchaser  or  the  seller  when  a 
holding  in  a  congested  district  is 
sold  and  incorporated  with  another. 
This  loss,  which  will  amount  to  the 
occupation  value  of  the  house,  we  pro- 
pose should  be  borne  by  the  Congested 
Districts  Board.  We  propose  that  when 
a  tenant  leaves  or  sells  his  holding  it 
shall  be  in  the  power  of  the  Board  to 
pay  him  the  value  of  the  house  on  the 
holding  if  the  holding  is  given  up  to 
a  neighbouring  or  adjacent  tenant  who, 
in  the  nature  of  things,  will  have  no  use 
for  the  house.  We  propose,  further,  that 
the  Board  should  have  power  to  give 
special  aid  to  tenants  in  congested  dis- 
tricts who  are  prepared  either  to  migrate 
or  emigrate,  on  condition,  of  course,  that 
their  holdings  are  sold  to  tenants  in  the 
neighbourhood — and  we  think  that  when 
a  tenant  has  bought  under  this  Act  and 
wishes  to  part  with  his  holding  he  should 
be  obliged  to  part  with  ifc  either  to  a  neigh- 
bouring tenant  or  purchaser,  or  to  the 
Land  Department,  which  will,  of  course, 
be  obliged  to  give  him  the  full  market 
value  of  his  tenancy.  If  a  holding  comes 
into  the  possession  of  the  Land  Depart- 
ment under  those  circumstances,  it  will 
be  the  duty  of  the  Department,  under 
the  direction  of  the  Congested  Districts 
Board,  to  sell  it,  either  in  whole  or  part, 
to  a  neighbouring  tenant.  Then  we 
propose  that  the  Board  shall  have  very 
general  powers  of  aiding  schemes  of 
migration  and  emigration.  This  part  of 
the  Bill  is  drawn  in  very  wide  terms, 
and  I  trust  that  under  it  the  Board  may 
be  able  to  frame  some  scheme,  in 
3  Q  2 
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furtherance  *»£  these  objects,  which  will 
lie  free  from  uny  taint  of  pauperism,  and 
which  will  commend  iUelf  to  the  good 
Be  use  of  tlie  inhahita-nts  of  the  congested 
districts.  The  second  branch  of  what  1 
may  call  the  Boards  philanthropic  duties 
I  may  describe  as  industrial  We  give 
tliem  power  in  the  Bill  to  sell  for  ready 
money,  and  for  ready  money  only,  seed 
potatoes  of  the  proper  quahty  to  tenants 
at  cost  price.  They  may  not  make  a 
profit  by  the  tnins-iction^  neither  may 
they  themsc-lves  giv^  in  charity ;  but 
they  may  receive  donatioua  or  gifts  from 
C3haritable  persona  and  use  them  as  they 
think  fit,  I  may  say,  parentlietically, 
that  I  am  trying  on  my  own  account  a 
email  experiment  of  tliis  kind  on  the 
csoASt  of  Donegal,  and  that  I  hope  some- 
thing may  be  learnt  from  it.  The  next 
business  which  the  Board  are  permitttd 
or  directed  to  undertake  is  investigation 
into  the  localisation  of  fishing  stations  on 
the  coast  of  Ireland.  At  present  we  are 
strangely  ignorant  with  respect  to  the 
fishing  resources  of  Ireland.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  l)een  good 
enough  to  furnish  me  with  funds  which, 
with  the  nssistance  of  the  Royal  Dublin 
Society,  will,  I  hope,  enable  me  to  begin 
at  once  making  investigations  into  the 
fishing  resources  of  the  Irish  coast 
But  the  Board  which  we  hope  to  con- 
stitute under  this  Act  is  clearly  the 
riijht  Body  to  caiTy  out  works  of  this 
description,  and  they  may,  if  they  think 
tit»  give  instruction  in  fish-curing  and  aid 
in  the  improvement  tif  st  fck  and  poultry, 
and  they  may  promote  Icn-al  and  other  in- 
dustries- 1  have  now,  I  fear, exhausted  the 
patience  nf  the  Hinise,as  I  have  my  o^nx 
strength.  I  hope  I  have  made  clear  the 
main  outlines  of  a  measure  wliich,  at 
any  rate,  is  long  and  complicated,  if  I 
may  not  descrilie  it  as  great.  It  em- 
brac^eg  a  reform  and  re-constitution  of  all 
the  Public  Bodies  that  have  to  do  with 
larid  in  lrt*land.  To  the  congested  districts, 
taken  in  connection  with  the  Light  Rail- 
w^ays  Bill  nf  last  year,  it  affonls  a 
measure  of  relief  compared  with  which 
any  other  measure  of  relief  ever  given 
to  thee?  districts  sinks  into  insignificance, 
and  it  gives  this  relief  in  a  form  in 
which  tui  much  t)f  the  relief  ha^  not 
bean  given — it  gives  it  in  a  form  which 
will  not  pauperise  or  demr*ralise  those 
w>io  receive  it.  To  the  tenants  throughout 
Ireland,  including  the  congested  districts, 
Mr.  A,  i,  Bal/our 


it  will  give  generous  and  substantial  aid  to- 
I  wards  making  them  owners  of  the  holdingfi 
tht*y  occupy.  To  this  country  it  will 
give  the  rejKJse  which  ever^^  approach  ia 
a  settlement  of  the  vexed  and  thorny  | 
question  of  the  land  in  Ireland  muBt 
foster ;  and  that  great  end  will  be 
gained  without  any  conceivable  risk 
to  the  taxpayer.  For  nu  inclemency  I 
of  Irish  skies  and^  as  far  as  I  can 
see,  no  mutations  of  Irish  politics  I 
can  com|>el  us  through  this  Bill,  whilst 
we  are  conferring  a  great  boon  upon 
the  Irish  tenant,  to  add  one  sixpence 
to  thi^  burdens  of  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer. 

(O.a)  Mr.  W.  E,  GLADSTONE:  I 
need  hardly  say  that  I  do  not  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  delivering  judgment  upon 
the  measure  which  has  just  been  sub- 
mitted to  ufl.  It  is  only  fair  to  say  that 
that  measure  is  beyond  all  question  a 
comprehensive  measure,  and  that  its 
preparation  has  evidently  been  tbe 
subject  of  great-  care  and  patience.  It 
is  a  very  hirge  measure,  and  it  imposes  a 
very  large  liability  on  the  tax|>ayers  of 
this  country,  although  the  right  hoji. 
Gentleman  has  explained  the  elaborate 
prtwisions  by  which  he  prc^poses  tosccun^ 
that  tliat  liability  shall  not  entail  risk  of 
actual  cost.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  laid  before  us  a  set  of  financiaJ 
proposals  which  I  think,  taken  altogether, 
are  as  compHcated,  perhaps  more  coir- 
plicated,  than  those  of  any  uther  scheme 
that  I  have  ever  known  submitted  to  tJie 
House ;  and  if  in  any  quarter  there  has 
been  any  deficiency  in  obtaining  u 
perfectly  clear  apprehension  of  their 
natui-e  and  effect,  it  is  only  just  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  that 
failure  is  in  no  degree  ascribable  to  any 
want  either  t»f  ability  or  painstaking  on 
his  part.  But  it  is  obvious,  independently 
of  the  difiiculty  of  the  proposals,  that  iitt  I 
judgment  cm\  be  formed  upon  them, 
grave  ns  they  are  and  important  as  are  I 
the  principles  they  involve,  without 
having  an  opiwrfcunity  f>f  ciinsidering  I 
them  ctirefuUy  and  deliberfitely  in  their 
Waring s  upon  one  another,  as  well  | 
as  ujjon  all  the  interests  concerned. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
Government  will  feel  that  it  is  most  I 
material  that  the  H*^use  should  have] 
everi^'  assistance  that  can  be  lent  them  in  I 
arriving  at  that  clear  comprehension;] 
and,   thereftire.  I  shall  express  nay  CiiU'l 
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vanced,  shall  be  constituted  a  sort  of 
circulating  fund,  so  that  there  ma-y  be, 
to  the  extent  to  which  the  fund  applies, 
a  continually  recurring  provision,  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  further  transactions. 
I  believe  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  the  main  issue  of  these  moneys, 
under  the  idea  of  a  circulating  fund,  was 
to  be  subject  to  the  assent  of  Parliament. 
[Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  nodded.]  That  I  was 
not  quite  clear  about.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  proposed  bold — and  1 
think  courage  is  a  material  part,  a 
necessary  instrument,  of  good  legislation 
on  this  subject — he  has  proposed  very 
bold,  and,  as  might  have  been  expected, 
very  complicated  provisions  with  respect 
to  the  congested  districts.  Some  of  those 
provisions,  I  apprehend,  will  raise  very 
considerable  differences  of  opinion.  But 
he  has  looked  the  whole  question  in  the 
face,  and  has  done  what  in  him  lay  to 
encounter  its  difficulties.  One  question 
of  a  financial  character  I  wish  to  put. 
He  expects  that  towards  meeting  the 
demands  of  these  districts  he  will  be 
able  to  command  a  fund  of  1^  millions 
from  the  residue  of  the  Church  surplus. 
Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  intend  to  express  on 
that  subject  any  hardened  scepticism.  I 
know  that  the  resources  of  theChurch  sur- 
plus, which  were  estimated  by  mo  in  1869 
upon  a  very  moderate  basis,  have  proved 
to  be  very  much  more  considerable  than 
was  at  that  time  anticipated.  At  the 
same  time,  the  last  time  I  heard  officially 
anything  about  the  Church  surplus  it 
was  that  it  had  arrived  at  a  state  of  ex- 
liaustion.  I  am  very  glad,  indeed,  if  it 
has  revived.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
may  be  able  to  present  to  us  figures  in 
support  of  the  statement  which  he .  has 
made.  I  do  not  wish  to  express  dis- 
belief or  mistrust  with  regard  to  it.  I 
know  the  surpliis  has  done  much  better 
than  was  expected ;  and  we  shall  be  very 
glad  indeed,  apart  from  any  committal 
of  our  judgment  on  this  question,  if  it  is 
still  likely  to  yield  considerable  resources 
available  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland,  and 
for  the  benefit  of  Ireland  at  what  we 
may  call  its  weakest  point.  With  regard 
to  the  amalgamation  of  holdings  in  the 
congested  districts,  I  wish  to  know 
whether  I  understand  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rightly.  I  presume  he  would 
not  prevent  his  Board  from  voluntary 
amalgamations  where  voluntary  amalga- 
xnations  might  be  practicable.     It  may 


fidence,  in  the  firs';  place,  in  a  general 
form,  and  then  I  will  specify  one  or  two 
particulars — confidence  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  give  us  in  a  documentary 
shape  all  statements  whioh  may  be 
material  for  the  elucidatiem  of  the  case 
and  which  can  be  conveniently  presented 
in  that  form.  Now,^r,  the  House  will, 
of  course,  examiMTwith  great  care  and 
some  jealousy^Aaturally  with  some 
jealousy — the/provisions  which  are  in- 
tended toy/^prevent  the  possibility,  or 
more  thajfi  possibiliiy,  the  probability,  of 
recour^rJB  to  that  which  the  right  hon. 
Gen^man  has  called  the  credit  part  of  the 
Gntorantee  Fund. — [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  : 
Contingent] — the  contingent  part  of 
tike  Guarantee  Fund.  Consequently,  I 
Tiope  that  he  will  exhibit  to  us  in  a  written 
shape  all  the  resources  which  form  part 
of  the  cash  portion  of  the  Guarantee 
Fund,  and  likewise  the  other  assets 
which  are  available,  to  prevent  any 
possibility  of  having  to  fall  back  upon 
the  credit  portion  of  the  Fund  ;  because 
the  House  will  Jeel  that,  supposing  these 
intermediate  resources  to  fail,  we  arrive 
at  a  very  delicate  ground,  a  very  tender 
ground,  indeed,  and  one  which  it  may  be 
very  difficult  in  any  circumstances 
to  occupy,  when  the  question  arises 
as  to  an  interference  with  the 
provisions  made  for  the  mainten- 
iince  of  local  schools,  the  payment 
of  poor  rate,  or  any  other  essential 
local  purposes.  Therefore,  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  show  us  in 
the  clearest  possible  shape  what  are  the 
resources  which  stand  between  us  and  a 
contingency  of  that  kind.  Again,  I  hope 
we  shall  have  presented  to  us,  what  it  is 
to  the  public  interest  and  to  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  place  in  our 
hands  as  the  prop  of  the  present  proposal, 
a  clear  account  of  the  payments  in  arrear 
under  advances  already  made,  with 
respect  to  which  he  has  made  a  Report 
which  has  the  appearance  of  being  of  a 
very  satisfactory  character.  Therighthon. 
Gentleman  gave  us  to  understand  that 
in  the  contemplation  of  the  Govern- 
ment the  sums  which  he  now  proposes 
to  render  available  for  the  purchase  of 

Irish  land — 33  or  35  millions 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  pledge 
myself  to  the  exact  figure. 

Mr.  W.  B.  GLADSTONE:  Thirty- 
three  millions  in  round  numbers,  together 
with    the    ten    millions    already     ad- 
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be  also  oompulsorj  in  certain  circum- 
stances* But,  if  I  understood  him,  those 
Gompulsorj  amfilgamations  are  confined  to 
caBCs  where  the  State,  through  the  Govern- 
ment, has  been  already  put  in  motion  by  a 
transaction  of  purchase .  [Mr,  A.J.  Baj.fouk 
was  understood  to  assent.]  If  that  is  so, 
it  is  very  material  that  it  should  be  under- 
stood. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  met, 
in  a  very  candid  spirit,  the  two  or  three 
Buggestiona  which  I  have  ventured  to 
make,  and  I  will  <^o  no  further  in  troubling 
him,  after  the  arduous  efforts  he  has 
made  in  the  exposition  of  this  most  diffi- 
cult subject.  I  thank  him  for  the  great 
pai ns  he  has  tu.k en ,  I  do  not  d isguise  the 
gravity  of  the  issue  raised  in  a  Bill  of  this 
kind.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
recollect,  as  1  have  good  reason  to  recol- 
lect, wliat  took  place  in  1886,  While 
retaining  an  absolute  liberty  of  judgment, 
I  will  say  that  the  provisions  of  a  Bill  of 
this  kind,  so  far  as  public  duty  will  permit^ 
are  entitled  to  be  revnevved  by  us  in  a 
comprehensive  spirit,  and,  so  far  as 
possible,  to  be  severed  f  rctm  all  those  con- 
troversies of  Party  to  which  we  in  this 
House  are  accustomed. 

Bill  to  provide  farthor  facilitien  for  th» 
pnrohafle  of  land  in  Ireland  ;  for  tbe  improve'^ 
ment  of  tfao  condition  of  tbe  poorer  and  more 
coDgos ted  districts;  for  the  constitution  of  a 
Land  Department;  and  for  other  pur  poses  con- 
nected tberewith,  ordered  to  be  bronght  in  by 
Mr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  tbe 
Exchequer,  and  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland. 

Bin  preeontod,  and  read  first  time  [Bill  199], 
and  ordered  for  Second  Beading  on  April  14 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE;  Is  it  inten- 
ded to  take  the  ^Second  Beading  on  that 
dayl 

♦Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  set  it  down 
pro  /ornut,  but  have  no  expectation  of 
taking  it  on  that  day,  for  that  day  is 
fixed  for  the  Budget  statement. 

Mb.  sexton  :  When  will  the  Bill 
be  circulated  and  printed  ? 

♦Mb,  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  This  week, 
certainly.     I  hope  by  Thursday  next. 

OMDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 


ALLOTMENTS  ACT  (1887)  AMENDMENT 
BILL,-^{No.  H7J 
SBOONP   REAUING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read, 
•(6.12.)      Thb    president    of    the 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
Mr.  W,  £,  Gladatme 
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{COmiONS}  Amendment  BUI 

HIE,  Tower  Hamlets,  St  George's 
ing  the  House  to  give  a  fa^ 
able  Iknsideration  to  this  Bill, 
wish  wk^y  ^^  ^^^^  Govemmenir 
have  notSl^ti't.duced  it  because  in  their 
opinion  thTjtop^^^  ^*^  *'^  worked  at 
all  badly,  ItlhP  ^'®®^  assumed  hy 
several  critics  tMt  ^^^  AUotments  Act 
has  not  fulfilled  tb2^l»^<^'<^tioii  of  ita 
authors,  because  its  coSkP^^^^^  clauaea 
have  not  been  put  in 
discussion  on  the  Am«'n 
Member  for  Halifax  to  tlie  Aii^^^^*  ^^^ 
of  the  speakers  said  that  tbe 
failed  because  these  clanses  had 
used.  Nut  only  do  we  not  admit 
argument  as  sounds  but  I  absolutely 
entirely  deny  the  statement.  It 
right  and  proper  tlmt  the  compulsor^ 
clauses  should  have  been  introduced 
into  the  original  Act,  and  I  do  not  say 
that  without  those  compulsory  clauses 
the  Act  would  have  been  successful,  but 
it  was  far  from  our  belief,  or  indeed  our 
desii*e^  that  allotments  under  the  Act 
should  be  obtained  by  the  machinery  of 
the  compulsory  clauses.  In  fact,  those 
who  remember  the  debate  that  took  place 
on  the  Second  Reatling,  will  remembtr 
tliat  it  was  stated  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  again  and  again,  tliat  our 
desire  was  that  allotments  should 
provided  by  means  of  voluntary  actioi 
and  our  reason  was  this,  that  the 
feeling  that  exists,  and  should  exii 
between  labourers  and  landloi*ds,  won 
continue,  and  be  promoted  by  means 
voluntary  action  between  the  pariii 
and  I  do  not  think  that  that  gocnl  feel: 
would  be  properly  maintained  or  pro- 
moted if  it  were  necessary  that  allot- 
ments should  b5  provided  under 
compulsion.  Now,  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  Allotments  Act  of  1887 
was  by  no  means  the  beginning  of  the 
provision  of  allotments.  The  system  of 
providing  allotments  by  voluntar 
arrangements  existed  to  a  remarkabli 
degree  id  all  parts  of  the  country  at  th^ 
time  of  the  passing  of  that  Act,  and  the 
Act  was  intended  to  promote  that  system 
which  already  existed.  It  has  been  said 
that  no  action  has  been  taken  by  the 
Local  Authorities  so  far  as  the  compulosry^ 
clauses  of  this  Act  are  concerned,  but  it 
will  not  be  denied  that  since  the  passing 
of  that  Act,  a  very  large  number  of 
allotments  have  been  provided,  either  by 
means  of  voluntaryarrangem^ents  between 
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the  labourer  and  the  landowner,  or  between 
the  Sanitary  Authority  and  the  landowner. 
.Still  it  must,  on  the  other  hand,  be  ad- 
mitted that,  successful  as  has  been  the 
Act  in  this  respect,  there  have  been  in- 
stances in  which  the  Sanitary  Authorities 
have  not  met  the  demand  made  on  them 
by  labourers  in  particular  districts,  and 
we  know  that  some  people  who  do  not 
desire  that  the  Government  should  re- 
ceive the  credit  of  this  legislation,  are 
glad  to  seize  hold  of  these  hard  cases 
with  a  view  to  showing  that  the  Act  has 
not  had  due  operation.  It  is  with  a  view 
of  providing  some  means  by  which  these 
hard  cases  may  be  met,  and  this  unsatis- 
factory decision  of  a  Local  Authority  re- 
vised, that  we  seek  to  insfcitute  the  appeal 
set  out  in  this  Bill.  When  the  Act  was 
passed  County  Councils  were  not  in  ex- 
istence, and  if  we  had  set  up  a  Court  of 
Appeal  we  should  have  had  to  set  up  a 
Central  Authority,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  I  am  satisfied  that  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  whatever  there  may 
be  said  about  there  being  a  Court  of 
Appeal  in  the  Local  Government  Board 
upon  other  matters — I  am  satisfied  that 
the  Local  Government  Board  or  any 
other  Central  Authority  would  be  un- 
suited  to  be  a  Court  of  Appeal,  and  would 
be  totally  unable  to  act  as  such.  But 
now  that  we  have  set  up  County  Councill 
it  seems  to  me  fchey  are,  essentially,  the 
proper  body  with  whom  an  appeal 
should  lie.  They  are  elected  on  a  broad 
franchise  which  we  know  the  Sanitary 
Authority  is  not.  We  have  never  pre- 
tended that  we  were  entirely  satisfied 
with  the  constitution  of  such  a  body 
for  such  a  work,  but  they  were  the 
only  Local  Authority  which  had  the 
power  to  act.  We  had  hoped  that  at 
no  distant  date  properly  elected  Councils 
would  be  set  up  and  that  these  would 
prove  to  hon.  Gentlemen  a  more  accept- 
able Authority.  But  we  propose,  under  the 
Bill,  to  give  an  appeal  to  County  Councils. 
It  will  be  observed  that  in  the  Bill  we 
propose  that  an  application  should  be 
made  to  the  County  Council  by  six  persons 
qualified  to  make  the  representation  in 
the  first  place  if  the  Sanitary  Authority 
has  failed  to  provide  allotments  under  the 
Act  where  allotments  are  required.  The 
County  Council  may  then  hold  an 
inquiry,  being  satisfied  that  allotments 
ought  to  be  provided,  and  may'  instruct 
the  Local  Authority  to  put  the  Act  into 


execution.  Certain  times  are  laid' down 
in  the  Bill  within  which  the'  Local 
Authority  must  take  action  in  brder  to 
provide  the  allotments  which  the  Cbunty 
Council  have  declared  to  be  necessary. 
It  has  been  represented  to  me,  however, 
that  after  the  inquiry  of  the  County 
Council  there  inay  be  much  delay  owing 
to  correspondence  and  negotiations 
between  the  County  Council  and  the 
Sanitary  Authority.  I  have  realised  the 
force  of  this  objection,  and  therefore  I 
shall  propose  in  Committee  to*  introduce 
Amendments  which  will  have  the  effect 
of  obviating  all  such  delay.  The  Bill,  as 
I  propose  to  amend  it,  will  provide  that 
the  parties  aggrieved  shall  make  a 
representation  to  the  County  Council, 
that  the  County  Council  shall  appoint  a 
committee  ad  hoc  to  hold  the  inquiry, 
and  that  if  that  Committee  is  satisfied  that 
allotments  are  required,  which  the  S^tni- 
tary  Authorities  will  not  provide,  then 
that  the  powers  of  the  Sanitary  Authori- 
ties shall  pass  to  the  County  Council, 
which  shall  have  power  to  direct  such 
allotments  as  are  necessary.  I  hope  the ' 
House  will  see  by  this  Amendment  we 
propose  that  we  are  anxious  to  make  this 
a  really  workable  and  useful  Bill.  I  do 
not  think  the  Local  Authority  can  feel 
aggrieved  under  any  circumstances,  for 
the  application  will  have  been  made  to 
them,  and  the  County  Council  inquiry 
will  have  shown  that  the  Local  Authority 
failed  to  do  that  which  the  Act  called  on 
them  to  do.  The  plan  we  propose  will 
avoid  the  delay  that  might  otherwise 
occur  owing  to  friction  between  the 
County  Council  and  the  Sanitary 
Authority,  for  it  would  not  be  reasonable 
to  suppose,  human  nature  being  as  it  is, 
that  the  latter,  when  overruled  by  the 
former,  would  be  very  eager  to  carry  out 
the  directions  they  i^eceived.  I  desire, 
in  conclusion,  to  make  an  appeal  to  the 
House  to  allow  this  Bill  to  become  law 
as  soon  as  possible,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that,  whatever  opinions  may  be  held 
with  regard  to  the  provisions  of  the 
original  Act,  this  proposed  Amendment 
will  facilitate  its  operations. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

(6.27.)  Sir  WALTER  FOSTER(Derby, 
Ilkeston)  :  The  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  one  which  I  receive  with  a 
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considerable  amount  of  regret— regret 
bocauso  I  look  on  this  as  a  wasted  oppor- 
tunity  on  the  part  of  the  GovtTnment. 
The  J  passed  an  Allotments  Act  in  the 
jeiir  1887,  which  has  not  proved  sat  is 
factory  to  the  agricuUural  pi»pnlation  of 
the  country,  and  I  had  hoped,  when 
the  announcement  was  made  that  au 
Amendment  Bill  was  to  be  in  trod  need  this 
year^  that  an  opportunity  would  have 
been  taken  of  trying  to  meet  the  bitter 
ery  of  the  agricultural  lalxiurers  fc»r  land 
to  enable  thetn  t<j  suppjlement  their  scanty 
iricomeB.  The  present  policy  of  the 
Government  is  practically  a  confession  of 
the  failure  of  the  Act*  of  1887.  The 
Act  has  tailed,  or  they  would  not  want 
to  amend  it ;  and  there  is  practically  a 
sacond  confession  of  failure  in  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Lociil  Government  Board,  for  he 
haji  given  an  indication  of  Amendments 
to  this  Amending  Bill.  In  order  to 
understand  what  we  want  in  the  way  of 
Amendment  to  the  Allotments  Act  we 
should  consider  for  a  moment  how  that 
Act  has  failed.  In  the  first  place,  it  has 
ftiiled  because,  contrary-  to  the  advice 
tendered  from  this  side  of  the  House,  the 
working  of  it  was  placed  in  the  hands  of 
authorities  wim  will  not  exercise  their 
power.  The  Boards  of  Guardians,  we 
told  the  Crovernment,  were  alwut  the 
worst  authorities  in  the  kingdom  to  wnrk 
the  Allotments  Act  for  the  benefit  of 
agricultural  lalx)urers,  and  tlie  experi- 
ence we  have  had  of  tlie  measure  has 
proved  the  truth  of  those  words  up  to 
the  hilt.  The  whole  ttmdency  of  events 
h&s  been  to  show  tlie  unwillingness  of 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  come  to  the 
rescue  of  agricultui-al  labcnirers.  The 
object  of  this  Bill  is  to  give  an  appeal  to 
the  County  Councils  in  regard  t4:»  the 
work  which  the  Boards  of  (tuardians 
have  failed  to  do.  Bat  the  logical 
aequence,  it  seems  to  me,  would  be  to 
alter  the  chanicter  of  the  initial 
authority ;  and  until  that  is  done,  1  do 
not  think  we  can  have  a  satisfactory 
working  of  the  Allotments  Act.  We 
ought  t^i  have  an  authority  who  can 
be  directly  called  upon  by  the  agri- 
cultural labourers — a  body  responsible 
to  the  rural  distircts,  and  represen- 
tative, such  as  a  Parish  or  District 
Cottucih  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
and  his  Colleagues  have  put  back  thatne- 
*VtV  iVtrl'ff'  Fostrr 


cessatyand  very  salutary  reform, but  until 
we  have  this  hiydr,  we  shall  find  no 
authorily  who  will  work  the  AUotmentfl 
Act  as  it  ought  to  be  worked.  The  diffi* 
culty  in  working  the  Act  arises,  in  tbo 
first  place,  frcim  the  fact  tbat  it  is  neces- 
sary to  get  six  inhabitants  of  a  rural ' 
district,  six  ratepayers  or  elector^,  to 
move  in  the  matter.  That  is  a  diftieulty  [ 
at  the  outset,  and  the  burden  imijosed  on  ' 
six  mt.^payers  by  the  original  Act  is  also 
contained  in  the  amending  BilL  In 
some  districts  the  ratepayers  are  un- 
wilhng  to  come  f(trwai*d>  One  man 
wrot«  to  me  sonn  after  the  Act  of  1887 
was  passed,  and  said-- 

"  fn   this  place  and  a  few  villnges  around,  I 
the    Inhourors  are   getting  only   10».  a  week, 
»nd  have  not  a  yard  of  ground.     What  I  do,  I 
shuU  hiive  to  do  under  cover^  dae  out  I  1^0/' 

That    is    the    feeling    the    agricultural 
labourers  have  as  to  takiui?  the  first  step 
with    the    Boards    of     Guardians.      In 
Norl^h       Buckinghamshire        we     have 
the    same     cry.       The     labourers     say 
l:lie    Rural    Sanitary     Authorilies     an^l 
against  us,  and  the  *'six  electors  or  rate^l 
payers  who  petition  the   Kuml  Sanitary  ( 
Authority    are     necessarily    bold    men. 
In  the  present  state  of  the  labour  market 
one    man  or  another   is    of    no    moment 
to  the    farmer,    tlie    disajfected  have   to 
go/'       Tlie    cry     is    the    same    in    the 
Midland    Counties,  and  the  consequence  j 
is    that    in    scores  of    cases,  where   the 
demand    is   t^   great  as  ever,   no  appH^ 
cation    is  made    because   the    men   arej 
afraid  to  move.     Another  reason  why  the^ 
Act  does    not   work    is   the    enormonsj 
amount  «if  time  it  takes  t-o  put   it   iutal 
operation.     In  Twyford,  in  North  Bucks,! 
one  of  the  many   insanitary    villages   in 
England,  the  labourers   endeavoured,  in 
October,   1H87,    to   get    some    land    for 
allotments,  and  their  application  was  sup- 
ported by  the  vicar  of  the  jisirish. 
endeavour  to  obtain  vuluntaiy  allotment 
failed,    and  on  January    5,    1889,  or    15 
months  after  the  original  appli«ition,  the 
Load  Authority  passed,  by  a  majority  of 
two,  a  resolution  in    favour  of   compuU 
sorily  acquiring    the    land.     Tlie  Presi^j 
dent  of  the  Ijot*al  Government  Board, 
his  credit,  exercised  stime  pressure  upon 
them  ;  but  in  August  the   Local  Authc 
rity,    by    a    nmjority  of  one^    rescinded 
their  resohiti«:'n  to  proceed  by  compulsor 
purchase  and  the  thing  was  thrown  backJ 
An  election  came  on,  and  hon.  Gentlemeifl 
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opposite  said,  "Oh,  we  will  amend  the 
Act ;  it  does  not  work."  The  men  had 
waited  two  years  without  any  sign  until 
then,  when  they  were  told  that  the  Rec- 
tor of  Lincoln  College,  Oxford,  would  give 
them  allotments  voluntarily.  But 
the  moment  they  came  to  close  quar 
ters  the  whole  thing  disappeared.  A 
sum  of  £800  was  asked  for  the  land, 
which  was  an  enormous  price.  The 
Local  Authorities  thought  that  the  out- 
side price  they  ought  to  be  asked  to  pay 
was  £600.  Thus  it  is  found  when  the 
Local  Authority  comes  to  purchase  that 
they  have  to  give  such  a  heavy  price 
that  it  will  not  pay  the  agricultural 
labourer  to  take  it  o£E  their  hands  to 
cultivate  it  himself.  That  is  one  illus- 
tration of  the  slow  methods  by  which  the 
original  Act,  that  the  present  Act  is  to 
amend,  proceads  on  its  way.  But  there 
was  a  similar  case  in  the  village  of  Brailes, 
in  Warwickshire.  There  also  is  a  very 
earnest  desire  on  the  part  of  the  labourers 
to  get  allotments  ;  they  have  been  paying 
£6  an  acre  for  land  similar  to  that  which 
in  farms  is  let  for  £2,  and  though  they  have 
been  calling  for  allotments  for  two  years, 
the  Local  Authority  has  not  succeeded  in 
getting  land  to  satisfy  them.  There  wai 
another  case  at  Axbridge,  where  the 
question  of  calling  in  the  aid  of  the 
County  Council  was  considered  at  a 
meeting  of  the  Local  Authority.  A 
clergyman,  a  member  of  the  Board  said  at 
that  meeting  that  it  would  take  two  or 
three  years  before  the  County  Council 
could  be  brought  into  action,  and  another 
member  of  the  Board  said  he  did  not 
wonder  that  the  Radicals  called  the  Act 
a  sham.  Well,  it  has  been  so  called  in 
this  House,  and  I  thiak  as  regards  the 
starving  agricultural  labourers,  they  have 
very  little  doubt  that  it  is  a  sham.  The 
clerk  at  the  meeting  of  the  Local 
Authority  at  Axbridge  expressed  the 
Ijope  that  the  Authority  would  consider 
the  expense,  and  the  BDard  finally  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  as  it  would  take 
more  than  £4  10s  per  acre  to  cover  the 
expenses,  it  would  not  pay  to  give  the 
labourers  the  land.  This  excessive  cost 
is  due  to  the  complicated  machinery  of 
the  Act.  In  my  own  constituency,  at 
Long  Eaton,  with  a  Local  Board  anxious 
to  carry  out  the  Act,  the  people  there 
have  only  obtained  land  after  15  or  16 
months'  struggling,  and  have  obtained  it 
on  such  conditions  of  compensation  to  the 


previous  occupant  that  the  rent  is  far 
higher  than  it  ought  to  be  or  than  it  would 
have  been  under  an  Act  that  worked 
easily.  This  illustrates  how  slow  and 
cumbersome  is  the  movement  of  the 
original  Act  I  now  come  to  another 
point,  cases  in  which  the  land  was  obtained 
by  agreement,  purchased  by  agreement 
under  the  Act  of  which  several  instances 
have  been  mentioned  by  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Ritchie). 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  did  not  go  into  that 
point  at  all.  I  said  that  many  allot- 
ments had  been  obtained,  some  by 
voluntary  arrangement  and  others  by 
arrangement  between  the  Local  Authoriiry 
and  the  landowner. 

*,;5iR  W.  FOSTER:  I  quite  understand 
that,  and  I  asked  questions  in  the  House 
last  year  on  the  subject.  I  am  aware 
that  there  were  five  cases  of  the  purchase 
of  land  by  agreement  between  the  Ldcal 
Sanitary  Authority  and  landowners 
under  the  Act. 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  repeatedly  stated  in 
this  House,  again  and  again,  in  answer  to 
those  questions,  that  where  a  voluntary 
arrangement  was  made  it  did  not  go 
before  the  Local  Sanitary  Authority  at 
all,  and  that  it  was  only  when  the  Local 
Board  had  authority  to  borrow  money  for 
the  purchase  of  land  that  it  came  before 
the  Local  Government  Board. 

♦Sir  W.  foster  :  I  quite  understand 
that.  I  am  driving  at  that  point.  I 
know  that  the  right  Hon.  Gentleman  has 
no  recortls  of  the  allotments  given  over 
by  the  owners  at  the  request  of  the  Local 
Sanitary  Authorities.  Ho  has  been 
asked  again  and  again  to  give  the  House, 
the  numbera  i»f  these,  and  he  has  always 
declared  his  inability  to  do  so.  But 
what  I  am  referring  to  is  this,  that  in  cer 
tain  cases  by  voluntary  arrangement  bt- 
twesn  the  Local  Sanitary  Authority  and  tl  e 
owner,  land  has  been  purchased  and  a  loan 
obtained  with  the  stinctiou  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  Up  to  last  year 
there  wera  five  of  such  cases,  and  pro- 
bably there  has  been  one  other  since. 
That  has  been  tho  result  of  the  purchase 
of  land,  over  the  whole  of  broad  England, 
to  benefit  the  labourers  under  this  Act. 
Now,  what  has  been  the  upshot  of  the 
purchase  of  that  land  ?  In  one  case,  at 
Cricklade,  12  acres  of  land  have  been 
purchased  for  £1,350,  and  in  another 
case,  at  Croydon,  10  acres,  of  which 
eight    acres     are    available     for    allot* 
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ments,  have  been  purchased  for 
£2,850.  At  Holbeach  Union  14  acres 
of  laud  were  pureliasod  for  i>950 ; 
at  Market  Bosv^orth  41  acres  of 
land  were  piiix-bastMl  at  £2/200,  and  in 
the  Holbeiiclj  iSanitary  district  £750 
was  paid  for  the  purchase  of  some  1 1 
acres  of  land  for  allotments,  so  that  the 
whole  89  acires  were  bought  at  the  x^te 
of  about  £00  an  acre  on  the  average, 
and  that  was  to  be  let  to  ji^gri- 
cultural  labourers  at  a  rent  at  wtucli 
they  had  to  make  it  pjiy  for  themselves 
and  their  families  1  In  the  Market  Bus- 
worth  Union,  land  was  purchased  at  a 
places  called  Ibstock,  by  the  Loctd  Sani- 
tary Board,  by  means  of  a  loan  allowed 
by  the  Local  Government  Boards  and 
40  atsres  were  got  for  the  people  of 
that  district.  But  we  find  that  in  that 
particular  place  there  were  no  less  than 
256  people  wanting  land,  and  the  I*ocal 
Authority,  with  the  sanction  of  the  Local 
Government  Boards  was  enabled  only  to 
make  1 38  allotments  f<  >r  the  256  people 
who  applied,  and  that  division  of  40  acrea 
resulted  in  each  person  getting  alxnit 
one-third  of  an  acre.  That  is  a  vety  un- 
satisfactory  result,  even  where  the  land  has 
been  pui*chased  at  a  comimratively  miKlc- 
rate  price.  Let  us  tike  another  case  of 
a  mmilar  kind,  at  Whaplude.  The  people 
there  made  a  strong  representation,  and 
the  Local  Authority  was  willing^  to  buy 
land  for  them.  Now,  I  am  taking  the 
case  as  samples  of  the  success  of  the  Act, 
Well,  what  occurred  at  Whapl^ide  1  The 
labourers  projx)sed  to  pay  £3  10s.  an 
acre,  inclusive  of  rato^  and  taxes.  The 
Sauitiirj-  Board  got  land  at  £67  an  acre, 
but  when  they  came  to  the  labourers,  the 
former  oiier  of  £3  lOs.  an  acre  was 
ignored^  and  the  labourers  were  asked 
to  pay  £4  lOs,  instead  — £1  more  than 
their  offer.  That  rent  was  enough  to  break 
the  back  of  an  agrieultural  labourer,  and 
to  break  the  heart  of  many  a  man  who 
had  been  looking  forward  to  the  Act  as  a 
means  of  bettering  the  condititm  of  his 
wife  and  children.  '  What  w^as  the  result  / 
The  labourers  declared  thnt  they  could 
not  take  the  land,  and  the  Rural  Sanitary 
Atithority  found  them  stives  in  the 
position  of  having  bought  land  which 
the  labourers  were  unwilling  to  take. 
That  is  another  illustration  of  how  the 
Act  fails  t<^  satisfy  the  legitimate  expeeUi- 
tions  of  those  {wor  men  who  want  to  add 
to  their  weekly  earnings.  These  cases, 
8ir  W,  Fmtfr 


I    Unnk,  illustrate   the    failure    of    th« 
Act,  even  in   the  direction   where  pur 
chase    by   agreement   has    lx?en   arrived 
at.      It    has    been    said    by    the    righJ 
hon.     Gentleman     opposite      that     tb0 
benefits    of    the    Act    are    very    large 
and  that  it  has  been  of  great  advantage  i4 
the  agrieultunil  lalxmrers,  Ix'causc  it  ha 
compelled  the  Ian dltirtls  tooffer  land  volun^ 
birily.     I  do  not  think  tliat  tlie  Act  ha| 
had  any  effect  on  the  landlords.    I  belie vl 
that  a  large  number  of  landowners  have  piT 
vided  allotments  since  the  passing  of  the 
Act,  hut  they  have  not  done  so  in  conse 
quence  of  the  Act,  which  is  nothing  move 
than  a  hratitm  fnftnKu  that  is  iTicapabl<( 
of  frightening  atjyliody.     l*he  landlords 
have  done  so  because  they  are  awakeninfl 
to  the  importance  of  tlie  agitation  for,  and 
to  the  necessity  of  providing,  allotment 
They  recognise  it  a-s  part  of  their  dut^ 
as  landowners  to  give  the  people  working 
on  their  estates  the  opportunity  of  earn^ 
ing  a  little  money  by  lettitig  them  have 
a   little    land    for    themselves,     Certail 
County  Councils  throughout  the  countrj 
have  repoiircd  on  this  subject,  and  thej 
do   not   support   the    contention   of    i]i4 
right  hon.   Gentleman  as    to    the  greai 
number  of  allotments  which  have  comfl 
inUj  use  during  the  working  of  tlie  Act 
The    Cambridgeshire    County    Council 
which,  from  what  I  know  of  its  eonstitu^ 
tion,  is  not  likely  to  err  in  favour  of  tha 
labourers,  has  made  an  inquiry,  and,  ouij 
of  33  divisions  of   the   county,  has  ot 
tained  Retxirns  from  26-     Only  in  14  of 
the  divisions  were  the  allotments  fountf 
to  be  sufficient ;  and  in  twt)  uf  tliese  di^ 
sions  the  allotments  were  I'ccently  create 
In    12    divisions    the    allotments    wei 
admittedly  insufficient ;  and    two  Loca 
Sanitary  Authorities    had    refused   th^ 
prayer  of  the   labourers  to  put  the  Ac 
into  operation.     In  I^icester  the  Count 
Council  repcirt.  that  309  applications  have 
lieen  made  for  allotments,  but  only  141 
have  been  gi-ant-ed.     In  Suffolk  a  Cn 
mittee  of  the   County  Council   presided 
uver  by  the   hon.   Member  for  Sudbur 
(Mr.  Quilter),  made  an  inquiry  and  founi 
that  the  allotments  in    1887,  iKfoi-e  tH 
imssing  of  the  Act,  amounted  to  5,02^ 
whilst   in    1889   the    number   was   onlfi 
6,413.     In   2,215  cases  it  was  rcporte 
that     cottages    were    witlmut     garden 
And  yet  hon.  hon.  Gentlemen  boast  that 
the  Act  gives  labourers  the  opportunity 
of  securing  land  wherever  they  wanfc  ' 
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I  think  the  fignres  I  have  given  are 
gufficient  to  show  their  boasts  are 
unjustifiable.  The  effect  of  the  Act 
on  the  agricnltnral  population  has  been 
extremely  disappointing.  I  have  held 
conferences,  in  connection  with  the  Allot- 
ments Association,  with  tiie  labourers  in 
different  parts  of  the  country,  and  they 
have  expressed  only  one  opinion  as  to  the 
difficulty,  almost  the  impossibility,,  of 
getting  land  from  the  owners  or  the 
Rural  Sanitary  Authority  under  the  Act. 
They  unite  in  declaring  that  the  Act  has 
been  of  no  value  to  them.  The  great 
mafis  of  the  agricultural  labourers  do  not 
want  allotments  by  voluntary  arrange- 
ment with  the  landlords.  They  want  to 
be  independent.  Many  a  poor  man 
receives  notice  to  quit  from  his  allot- 
ment and  his  home  if  he  does  not  vote 
with  the  landlord.  We  wish  to  make  it 
impossible  for  any  landowners,  whether 
Badical  or  Tory,  to  intimidate  the  men 
who  have  houses  and  homes  to  quit  at  a 
week's  notice,  a  condition  of  things  un- 
happily too  frequent. 

Mr.   LLEWELLYN    (Somerset,  N.) : 
Will  the  hon.  Member  give  an  instance  ? 

♦Sir  W.  foster  :  I  will  give  no  in- 
stance. I  know  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  will  support  me 
in  my  refusal.  He  has  refused  to  give 
names  in  cases  in  Ireland  on  the  ground 
that  the  people  would  be  boycotted.  I 
decline  to  give  names  for  the  same  reason. 
I  will  not  expose  those  unfortunate  men 
to  the  vindicfciveness  of  the  landholder. 
We  say  you  must  give  the  labourers 
independence  and  security  of  tenure.  If 
this  be  done,  we  believe  their  prosperity 
and  the  prosperity  of  the  country  will  be  in- 
creased. We  demand  for  the  agricultural 
labourer  something  better  than  this 
amending  Bill,  which  only  practically 
tinkers  an  Act  which  has  been  found  to 
be  inefficient.  It  is  putting  another 
patch  on  an  ill-fitting  garment.  Some- 
thing more  than  that  is  needed,  and  I  re- 
gret that  the  Government  have  not  seen 
their  way  to  gofurther  in  their  endeavours 
to  amend  the  Bill  so  as  to  make  it  more 
easily  worked  and  more  useful  to  a  long- 
suffering  class  of  men. 

♦Sir  E.  BIRKBECK  (Norfolk,  E.) : 
I  am  sorry  entirely  to  differ  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken. 
Speaking  for  the  county  of  Norfolk,  I 
unhesitatingly  declare  that  a  very  large 
number  of  allotments  have  been  granted, 


and  the  very  fact  of  the  Act  being  passed 
has  to  a  considerable  extent  increased 
the  demand  for  allotments.  I  know  that 
not  only  the  agricultural  labourers  but 
many  of  the  artisan  class  are  grateful  to 
the  ^  Government  for  the  Act  of  1887; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say,  that  as  regards 
the  working  of  the  Act,  and  I  desire  to 
be  perfectly  frank  in  the  matter,  I  have 
found  many  difficulties.  I  will  quote  one 
case  in  which  the  Sanitary  Authority 
was  applied  to  two  years  ago,  but  unfor- 
tunately it  took  no  active  steps  ^in  the 
matter.  Time  after  time  I  brought  the 
matter  to  their  notice,  and,  after  a  lapse 
of  two  years,  they  did  me  the  honour  of 
appointing  me  a  member  of  the  Allotment 
Committee.  That  was  within  the  last  two 
or  three  months,  and  I  may  state  there 
are  to  my  knowledge  some  30  cases 
in  the  parish  in  question  in  which 
the  cottages  have  no  gardens,  and 
the  very  fact  of  this  Bill  being 
introduced  had  the  immediate  effect  of 
inducing  the  Sanitary  Authority  to  change 
their  minds  and  pass  a  unanimous 
resolution  in  favour  of  putting  the 
compulsory  powers  of  the  Act  of 
1887  in  force.  Therefore,  I  hope  hon» 
Members  will  not  say  that  the  Bill  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  was  going  to  be  use- 
less. Nevertheless,  the  question  of  pur- 
chasing land  has  not  cropped  up  to  the 
extent  I  anticipated,  although  the  hiring 
of  land  has  been  more  largely  enter- 
tained. I  should  have  been  glad  if  the 
useful  pi*ovisions  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Sussex  in  his  Bill 
of  last  Session,  could  have  been  utilised 
so  as  to  have  given  further  facilities 
in  this  direction,  but  I  am  clear  that  the 
working  of  the  Act  of  1887  will  never  be 
thoroughly  satisfactory  until  we  have  ob- 
tained District  Councils.  When  District 
Councils  are  established,  I  believe  that  all 
the  existing  difficulties  will  be  overcome.  I 
hope  that  it  will  be  admitted  by  hon. 
Members  opposite  that  there  is  at  least 
one  Member  on  this  side, — and,  in  my 
belief,  there  are  a  great  many — who  is  in 
favour  of  District  Councils,  if  only  for 
the  purpose  of  working  the  Allotments 
Question.  There  is  one  point  I  feel 
bound  to  mention,  and  that  is,  that  in 
addition  to  agricultural  labourers,  there 
are  a  great  many  others  who  are 
desirous  of  obtaining  allotments,  and 
I  am  sorry  to  say  have  been  de- 
barred from  obtaining  them  by  various 
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reasons.  Speaking  of  ray  own  Division 
of  the  County  of  Norfolk,  I  may  state 
that  there  are  some  20  miles  of  sea- 
tvoard  along  which  are  scattered  a  largo 
number  of  fiithermen^  and  coastguards- 
men,  and  others,  who  have  no  allotments, 
and  have  great  difficulties  thrown  in 
their  way  if  they  ^ash  to  obtain  them. 
l*^or  my  part,  I  do  not  see  why  that  class 
of  mt^n,  and  many  others,  should  not  have 
ifcllotments  its  well  as  the  farm  luVjourers, 
I  am  sorry  that  we  are  unable  to  obtain 
authentic  statistics  with  regard  to  the 
allotments  granted  since  the  possing 
of  the  Act  of  1887.  But  I  believe 
that  they  at  least  treble  the  num- 
ber the  Government  have  any  idea 
of-  I  only  wish  tliere  were  means  of 
obtaining  official  and  trustwortliy  sta* 
tiBtics  on  tills  subject,  but  at  the  present 
time  there  are  none.  I  am  quite 
certain,  so  far  as  the  labourera  ai*e  con- 
cerned, that  they  are  grateful  to  the 
Government  for  what  they  are  doing  in 
introducing  this  measure,  and  will  be 
still  mora  grateful  when  District  Councils 
are  established  under  which  the  Allot- 
ment provisions  may  l>e  still  better 
w^orlcfnl 

♦(7.a)  Mr.  WINTERBOTH-IM  (Ciren- 
cester) :  I  am  unwilling  to  liave  it  said 
that  I  share  in  any  reckless  opposi- 
tion to  the  good  iiitentions  of  the 
Government  to  patch  up  their  Act 
of  1887.  Aft?r  all,  we  are  getting 
along.  It  is  not  so  very  long  since, 
in  1885,  on  every  platform  those  who 
advocated  allotments  were  stigmatised 
as  advocates  of  the  principles  of  plunder 
enunciated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlenifui 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  J,  Chamberlain)  and  the  h^m, 
Member  for  Bt>rdesley  (Mr.  Jesse 
Collings).  It  is  not  so  long  since  we 
hoai'd  after  the  Election  of  188.5,  from 
the  new  Minister  of  Agriculture,  some- 
thing about  "  that  blessed  word  com- 
pulsion ''  as  applied  to  the  provision  of 
allotments,  and  now  a  better  feeling  has 
cropped  up  with  regard  to  the  subject. 
It  was  once  the  fashion  t^)  deny  it  ;  but 
when  people  come  calmly  to  make 
the  inquiry,  they  found  that  the 
wages  of  the  agricultural  labourer 
were  not  only  as  low  m  lOa.,  but  fre- 
quently OS  low  as  Ss.  or  9s.  per  week, 
and  that  there  was  nothing  the  labourer 
BO  much  desired  to  alleviate  his  hard 
lot  as  access  to  a  bit  of  the  land  of  his 
Sir  E.  Birkbeck 
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own  country.     We  told  yon  that  yonrl 
Act  of    1887   had   one    radical    defect, 
in    consequence    of     which     it     would 


not     work ;     that     defect     being     that 
what     was     the     mainspring     of     tlie-i 
Act  did  not    want  to  work.  I  allude  t<j^ 
the  Boards  of  Guardian 8»  to  whom    the 
working    of    the    Act    was    intrusted. 
They  have  thro\>Ti  every  obstacle  in   the 
way,  and    in  hardly  an    instance    have 
they  spontaneously  or  willingly  set  the 
Act   in    motion  for   the    benefit   of   the 
labourers.     I  agree  in  almost  every  word 
that  has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
who  hns  just  spoken.     I  would,  however, 
m\j  that  it  is  not  the  Act  of  1887  that  has  ] 
doubled   the  number  of  the    labtiurers' ' 
allotments;  rather  is  it  the  fact  that  the 
labourers  have  now  got  votes,  and  the  re- 
sults that   have  bi'en   exhibited   at   the 
bye-elections.    Hon.  Members  tind  tlmtif 
they  desire  the  support  of  the  agricultural 
lalKJurers   at  election    times   they   must 
think  of  the  wants  and    needs    of  tbe 
labourers    before    the    election   comes ! 
This  Bill,  as  explained  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    opposite,    is  a  little   better 
than  appears  on  the  face  of  it.     TOien  1 
read  it  I  was  incbned  to  throw  it  down  in  , 
di>4gust,  becmiso  it  seemed  to  pr<:>vide  for ' 
long,  dreary  |)r  recesses  of  waiting  six  months 
here  and  six  months  there,  during  which 
the  heads    of    the    labourers    would    be 
growing  grey.       But    what    the    right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  this  evening 
makes^  I  gladly  admits,   a  great  differ- 
ence   in   the  measure.      He  proposes  to  I 
allow  six  labourers  to  appeal  direct  to 
the  County  Council,  which  is  an  Elected  | 
B<xly  for  which  the  labourers  have  votes.  * 
The     County     Councils    are     in     some  ^ 
sympathy    with    the     labourers,    and    I 
understand  they  may  pass  the    Boards 
of  Guardians  by  altogether  and  take  up 
and    carry    through    the    work    which 
they    have     neglected.        The     friends 
of      the     agricultural     labourer     mil,, 
however,   never   be   satisfied   until   the] 
acquisition  of  land   for  allotment   pur<| 
poses  is  made  easy,   quick,  and    econo*l 
raicaL       The   labourers    freqently    hold! 
their  cottages  subject  to  weekly  notice  to] 
quit^  and  they  want  to  obtain  allotments  I 
from  some  authority'  tlmt  wiUnot  he  able  to^ 
exercise  any  such  undue  influence  upon 
them.    I  welcome  this  part  of  the  Bill  as  i& 
great  i  mprovement  on  the  Act  of  1 887,  andi 
I  appeal   to   hon.  Members  opposite 
assist  in  passing  Amendments  which 
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make  the  measure  satisfactory.  I  hope 
it  will  be  made  to  fulfil  the  conditioDS 
I  have  laid  down ;  and  I  shall  vote 
for  the  Second  Reading  with  this 
hope. 

*(7.12.)  Sir  W.BARTTELOT  (Sussex, 
North- West)  :  I  am  glad  to  see  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Winter- 
be  )tham)  has  approached  this  question 
with  so  much  fairness  and  candour ;  and 
1  think  that  if  other  speakers  on  the 
same  side  had  followed  the  same  course, 
it  would  have  been  much  better;  but 
I  certainly  was  sorry  to  hear  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ilkeston  (Sir  W.  Foster),  who  en- 
deavoured to  make  out  that  we  on  this 
side  care  nothing  for  the  interest  of  the 
agricultural  labourer.  If  there  is  any- 
body who  ought  to  care,  and  who  does 
care  for  the  agricultural  labourers,  it  is 
those  who  have  been  connected  with 
him  during  the  whole  course  of  their 
lives,  who  have  seen  them  grow  up,  and 
who  have  always  been  ready  to  do  their 
best  to  assist  them.  The  landowners, 
the  tenants,  and  the  labourers  are  so 
bound  together  that  it  would  be  most 
unwise  and  foolish  on  our  part  if  we 
did  not  do  all  we  could  to  assist  the 
labouring  community.  This  is  un- 
doubtedly a  question  of  grave  import- 
ance, and  it  is  well  that  we  should  look 
at  it  fairly  and  honestly.  In  my  own 
part  of  the  country  I  have  always  made 
inquiries,  when  I  have  a  farm  to  let,  if 
any  allotments  are  required,  and  should 
always  reserve  a  field  for  that  purpose  if 
necessary.  On  one  occasion  I  reserved 
a  field  of  14  acres,  and  divided  it 
out  into  suitable  lots.  I  had  only 
three  applications,  and  not  one  of 
those  who  applied  was  a  labourer.  The 
parish  contains  some  2,000  inhabitants. 
Tlie  fact  is,  in  my  own  part  of  the  coun- 
try every  labourer  has  got  a  good  garden 
close  to  his  house.  I  would  rather  give  a 
man  land  close  to  his  house,  if  possible, 
than  compel  him  to  walk  a  long  distance 
to  his  allotment — an  arrangement  which, 
after  his  day's  work,  renders  his  allot- 
ment of  but  little  benefit  to  him.  I  will 
only  say  that  the  Act  of  1887,  many  as 
are  its  defects,  has  been  of  great  benefit. 
It  has  stimulated  many  in  different 
parts  of  the  country  who  would  not  have 
l)een  stimulated  without  that  Act.  If 
we  could  only  get  a  good  and  proper 
re' turn     of     tho    voluntary    allotments 


which  have  been  made  since  the  Act  was 
passed,  I  think  it  would  astonish  even  the 
hon.  Gentleman  for  the  Ilkeston  Division. 
We  know  there  are  some  few  bad  land- 
lords who  will  not  give  up  an  acre  if  they 
can  help  it ;  but,  take  the  average  of  land- 
lords, you  will  find  that  under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  the  Allotments 
Act  is  working  well.  Mention  was  made 
of  Charity  lands.  I  am  the  Chairman  of 
the  Trustees  of  certain  Charity  land  in  my 
neighbourhood,  and  I  insist  every  year 
that  the  land  of  the  Charity  shall  be 
offered  to  the  labourers  if  they  choose  to 
take  it.  In  that  locality  a  common  has 
also  lately  been  enclosed.  A  piece  of 
that  ground  was  set  apart  for  allotments, 
and  not  above  half  of  it  has  been  taken 
up.  I  merely  mention  these  circumstances 
to  show  that  if  in  that  neighbourhood 
the  demand  was  ever  great  there  would  be 
land  to  meet  it.  I  was  one  of  those  who 
mentioned  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
that  the  machinery  of  this  Bill  was 
rather  too  cumbersome  and  might  be 
made  much  quicker.  He  has  stated 
to-night  that  he  will  do  all  in  hiH 
power  to  make  it  work  better  and 
quicker.  If  the  Local  Sanitary  Authority 
fail  to  do  their  duty,  he  has  handed 
the  working  of  the  Act  over  to  the 
County  Council — an  Elective  Body  ;  and 
if  we  had  District  Councils,  we  should 
possibly  bo  able  to  work  the  Act  better. 
But  who  prevented  District  Councils 
being  carried  ?  It  was  found  that  if  the 
provisions  relating  to  District  Councils 
had  been  pressed,  the  Bill  would  not  have 
been  carried  at  all.  For  my  part,  I  shall 
be  glad  when  District  Councils  have  the 
management  of  these  things.  They  will 
be  on  the  spot,  and  represent  the  people 
of  the  immediate  localities ;  even  more  than 
the  County 'Council,  which  has  control 
over  an  extended  area.  When  you  come 
to  the  compulsory  system  of  doing  the 
work,  I  know  of  no  one  who  will  say  more 
openly  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby,  that  it  ought  to 
be  entered  upon  carefully  and  con- 
siderately, and  that  any  measure  which 
proposes  to  take  the  land  or  property  of 
anyone  ought  to  be  gravely  deliberated 
upon.  I  will  only  say,  in  conclusion,  that 
I  think  the  Act  has  worked  well,  and 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  going  to 
make  it  work  still  more  effectively  in 
the  future  by  the  Bill  now  before  th<> 
House. 
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(8.20.)  Sir W.HARGOURT (Derby): 
Sir,  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
brought  before  Parliament  to-day  two 
Bills — one  to  provide  for  the  distressed 
agricultural  classes  in  Ireland ;  the 
other  to  satisfy  the  wants  of  the 
English  labourer.  In  Ireland  you  are 
dealing  with  a  population  of  some  five 
millions ;  in  England  you  are  dealing 
with  more  than  five  times  that  number. 
I  think  the  moral  the  English  labourers 
will  draw  will  be  to  contrast  this  Allot- 
ments Bill  with  the  Irish  Land  Bill. 
They  will  say,  "  What  have  you  done 
for  Ireland,  and  what  are  you  going  to 
do  for  the  English  labourer  ?  What  are 
you  going  to  do  for  the  English  labourer 
to  satisfy  the  want,  which  he  has  quite 
as  strong  as  any  which  exists  in  Ireland, 
that  he  shall  have  some  right  in  the  soil 
of  the  land  which  he  inhabits,  and  that 
he  shall  have  some  independent  title  and 
be  allowed  to  remain  on  his  allotment 
and  do  what  he  pleases  with  it?"  I 
think  the  melancholy  contrast  between 
this  wretched  Allotments  Bill  and 
the  Bill  which  has  been  expounded 
by  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  will 
be  a  text  which  will  be  preached  upon 
very  largely  hereafter.  It  has  been  said 
that  in  order  to  make  this  Act  work  you 
must  have  District  Councils.  Of  course 
you  must.  The  Boards  of  Guardians  do 
not  wish  to  do  it.  The  County  Council 
are  not  able  to  do  it ;  they  have  not  the 
immediate  local  interest  which  will 
enable  them  to  do  it.  You  said  you  had 
no  time  last  Session  for  District  Councils. 
Have  you  any  this  ?  The  time  you  are 
going  to  spend  over  the  Tithes  Bill  and 
over  this  Allotments  Bill  would  have 
enabled  you  to  pass  a  District  Councils 
Bill  which  would  have  given  vitality  to 
the  whole  of  your  local  government,  and 
which  would  have  given  satisfaction  to 
the  Rural  Authorities.  What  does  the 
English  agricultural  labourer  care  about 
your  Tithes  Bill  ?  What  interest  has  he  in 
the  more  efficient  exacting  of  tithe  out  of 
the  land  ?  When  he  sees  day  after  day, 
and  it  may  be  week  after  week,  expended 
upon  the  Tithes  Bill,  he  will  say  why 
could  not  some  of  that  time  have  been 
given  to  making  District  Councils, 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Member  for 
Norfolk,  are  the  only  things  which  can 
give  vitality  to  the  Allotments  Bill  ?  I 
must  say  that  it  seems  to  me  an  extra- 
ordinary thing  that,  knowing  this  great 


questionagitates the  agricultural  laboarei 
from  one  end  of  the  country  to  th 
other,  that  you  should  throw  away  e 
vital  a  Session  as  this  upon  sue 
measures  as  the  Tithes  Bill  and  thi 
tinkering,  paltering,  wretched  Allol 
ments  Bill,  when  you  might  hav 
supplied  a  District  Councils  Bill  whic 
would  have  given  satisfaction  to  the  rure 
population  of  this  country.  No  apolog; 
can  be  made  for  the  insufficiency  c 
this  Bill  on  the  ground  that  there  wa 
not  time  to  have  a  District  Councils  Bill 
There  is  abundance  of  time — there  is  th 
whole  of  the  rest  of  this  Session  whicl 
is  not  to  be  devoted  to  the  Irish  Bill.  1 
might  have  been  devoted  to  an  Englisl 
Bill  of  still  greater  consequence  tha] 
this,  and  far  greater  consequence  thai 
the  Irish  Bill.  The  Chancellor  of  th< 
Exchequer  was  very  indignant  the  othe 
night  at  its  being  supposed  that  popula 
agitation  might  have  something  to  do  wit] 
the  introduction  of  political  measures.  '. 
should  like  to  know,  if  there  had  not  beei 
anything  like  the  popular  agitation  whicl 
we  have  had  in  Ireland  for  some  tim< 
past,  whether  there  would  have  been  ai 
Irish  Land  Bill,  or,  if  there  had  not  beei 
anything  like  the  popular  agitatioi 
which  we  have  had  in  Wales,  whethej 
there  would  have  been  a  Tithes  Bill ;  and 
whether,  if  there  had  been  a  similai 
popular  agitation  in  England,  we  should 
not  have  had  a  very  difEerent  AUotmentc 
Bill  to  that  which  is  now  before  us  1 
The  Tithes  Bill  and  the  Irish  Land  Bil 
were  the  results  of  popular  agitation 
And  what  lesson  are  you  teaching  the 
agricultural  population  of  this  country  ■ 
That  all  they  are  to  receive  ia  such 
a  miserable,  meagre  diet  as  you  offei 
them  in  this  Bill.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sussex  says  that  country 
gentlemen  are  interested  in  the  agri 
cultural  labourer.  I  have  no  doubt  thej 
are.  But  it  was  not  until  there  was  ar 
Allotments  Bill  that  they  were  stimu- 
lated into  doing  that  which  he  says  the]/ 
have  done.  We  remember  how  the 
Allotments  Bill  of  1887  hung  fire  for  a 
long  time.  There  was  an  election  which 
brought  it  to  the  front.  And  when  we 
discarded  the  Bill  as  worthless  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
on  every  platform  said  that  it  was  a  most 
admirable  measure.  It  was  not  until  after 
the  North  Buckinghamshire  election  that 
any  concession  was  made.      That  election 


1741     Allotments  Act  (1887)      {March  24,  189.0}  A'mndvient  Bill.         1742 

been  stimtilated  to  do  what  they  ought 
to  have  done  before.  Why  did  they 
want  stimulating  at  all  ?  I  wonder  why 
this  Bill  has  been  represented  almost  as  a 
rod  in  pickle  for  country  gentlemen  who 
have  not  done  their  duty.  I  was  very 
much  astonished  that  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite should  describe  it  in  that  language, 
or,  at  all  events,  in  that  spirit.  As  I  said 
before,  we  wish  to  place  the  agricultural 
labourer  upon  an  independent  footing  as 
regards  his  rights  in  the  soil.  That  is  a 
distinct  policy  about  which  there  can  be 
no  mistake.  What  have  you  done 
towards  that  ?  Nothing  at  all.  You  say 
that  your  Act  of  1887  has  stimulated 
country  gentlemen  to  give  allotments 
where  they  did  not  give  them  before. 
After  all,  that  is  merely  a  sort  of  instru- 
ment in  the  hands  of  the  Primrose  League. 
We  do  not  desire  to  stimulate  machinery 
of  that  character.  That  is  not  what  wo 
imderstand  by  allotments  which  are 
worth  giving  to  the  agricultural  labourer 
of  thisL  country.  Now,  your  Act  of  1887 
is  admitted  to  be  a  complete  failure 
altoo^ether. 


made  people  alive  to  the  defects  of  the 
Bill  of  1887,  and  so  we  get  this  amend- 
ing Bill.  I  should  like  to  say  a  word  on 
a  matter  which  seems  to  have  caused 
some  indignation  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. It  has  been  said  that  we  do  not 
want  any  eleemosynary  allotments  \sj 
the  landlords.  Let  that  be  perfectly 
clearly  understood.  We  do  not  want 
the  agricultural  labourer  to  be  dependent 
upon  the  charity  of  the  landowner,  who 
may  give  him  an  allotment.  That  is  not 
what  the  agricultural  labourer  wants  ; 
that  is  not  what  he  is  entitled,  to.  In 
Switzerland,  where  the  population  live 
upon  land  of  their  own,  you  will  find 
flourishing  villages  in  which  the  people, 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  are  more  well-to- 
do,  much  more  independent,  and  much 
better  off  than  are  the  people  of 
our  English  villages.  The  Swiss  live 
in  a  climate  more  inclement  than  oUr 
own,  and  on  a  soil  infinitely  less  produc- 
tive.  They  Uve  on  land  which  is  tho 
property  of  the  Commune,  and  by  a 
tenure  which  is  common  to  the  inhabit- 
ants of  those  villages.  We  have  seen 
books  written  decrying  the  condition  of 
the  peasant  population  of  France,  but  I 
am  happy  to  say  that  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  has  supplied  us  with  tho 
means  of  refuting  those  accounts.  One 
of  the  most  interesting  of  those  valuable 
Reports  of  our  Consuls  abroad,  which 
are  circulated  by  the  Foreign  Office, 
gives  an  account  of  the  condition  of  thtj  | 
rural  population  in  the  South  East  of 
France.  I  must  say  it  fills  one  with  envy 
to  read  the  account  of  the  independence, 
the  prosperity,  and  the  ease  of  those 
people.  I  want  to  see  the  agricultural 
population  of  this  country  placed  on  a 
totally  different  footing  from  that  upon 
which  they  now  stand.'  I  wish  them,  in 
their  own  districts  and  in  their  own 
parishes,  to  have  land  which  they  can 
call  their  own,  and  upon  which  they 
have  rights  from  which  they  cannot  bo 
reGioved,  and  for  which  they  are 
indebted  to  no  one.  Now,  let  that  be 
clearly  understood.  That  is  our  policy 
with  reference  to  allotments.  All  this 
tinkering  of  hiring  an  acre  here 
or  an  acre  there  is  totally  and 
absolutely  insufficient  for  thatr 
purpose.  The  confession  of  failure 
of  the  Act  of  1 887  is  complete.  There 
lias  been  nothing  done  under  it  at  all. 
You  say  a  certain  number  of  people  have 


*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  Not  all  all. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT-:  I  wiU  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  some  example 
of  what  this  Bill  has  done.  The  right 
hon.  Gemleman  carefully  avoided  giving 
any  figures  of  what  this  Bill  has  done, 
because  I  venture  to  say  that  under  his 
Bill  he  will  not  show  a  dozen  cases.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Long)  believes  the 
Bill  to  be  perfect. 

♦The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Long, 
Wilts,  Devizes) :  I  never  said  so. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  Then  he  be- 
lieves  it  to  be  imperfect. 

*Mr.  RITCHIE:  I  do  not  possess  a 
Return  which  embraces  the  whole  of  the 
allotments,  but  steps  are  now  being 
taken  to  obtain  a  Return.  But  we  know 
of  1,800  labourers  who  have  been  sup* 
plied  with  allotments  directly  by  the 
Local  Authorities,  and  2,000  others  who 
have  been  supplied  with  the  assistance 
of  the  Local  Authorities,  and  many  allot- 
ments have  been  contracted  between  the 
landowner  and  the  tenant. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  really  think 
we  are  entitled  to  know  what  has  been 
done  under  the  Bill. 
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♦Me.  RITCHIE  :  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  we  could  not  show  »  dozen 
cases  in  which  allotments  had  been  pro- 
vided by  the  Local  Authorities. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  did  not  say 
so.  I  said  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  which  is  a  totally  different  thing. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Ilkeston  Division,  last  Session,  said  the 
instances  of  compulsory  purchase  num- 
bered five.  Now,  I  am  extremely  scepti- 
cal about  the  1,800.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  assures  us  that  1,800  have 

been  added 

♦Mb.  RITCfflE  :  I  never  said  anything 
of  the  kind.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  a  faculty  for  putting  his  own  gloss 
on  what  his  opponents  say.  I  stated  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that,  from  our 
information,  though  I  do  not  believe  it  is 
at  all  full  or  complete,  there  wore  1,800 
allotments  provided  by  the  action  of  the 
Local  Authorities  under  the  Bill,  and  that 
in  addition,  with  the  assistance  of  the 
Local  Authorit'es,  upwards  of  2,000  had 
been  provided,  while  many  had  been 
granted  voluntarily. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT^  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  no  allusion 
whatever  to  the  question  I  asked.  He 
says  his  information  is  not  full.  Is  it 
not  an  extraordinary  position  that  the 
Gk)vemment  should  bring  in  an  Allot- 
ments Act  Amendment  Bill  without  full 
information  as  to  the  operation  of  the 
existing  Act  ?  I  must  say  it  only  con- 
vinces me  that  the  North  Bucks  election 
made  them  in  such  a  hurry  to  amend 
the  Act  of  1887  that  they  had  not  time 
to  make  inquiries  as  to  its  oparation. 
1  must  say  it  is  not  treating  the  House 
with  the  respect  and  consideration 
which  ought  to  be  paid  to  it  in  intro- 
ducing a  measure  of  this  kind,  that  the 
head  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
should  be  obliged  to  say  that  he  has  not 
got  the  figures  of  what  has  l^een  done 
under  his  own  Act.  After  the  North 
Bucks  election,  gentlemen  from  that 
and  other  counties  must  have  rushed  to 
him  and  said — "  For  Heaven's  sake  let 
us  have  an  Allotments  Bill,  or 
we  shall  not  know  what  to  do." 
Therefore,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  put 
down  this  Amending  Bill  without  getting 
the  facts  in  connection  with  the  existing 
Act,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  I  agree 
with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Gloucestershire,  that  we  have  got  a  Bill 


which,  on  the  face  of  it,  is  absurd,  sa 
nothing  better  than  waste  paper.  Wb 
does  this  Bill  propose  to  do  ?  .  First 
all,  the  Sanitary  Authority  are  to  h 
their  hand  in  the  matter.  They  aro 
be  allowed  a  reasonable  time — whii 
means  about  two  years.  ["Three."]  Evi 
three  years.  At  the  end  of  the  tv 
years  the  Sanitary  Authority  will  < 
nothing.  Then  you  call  into  operatic 
the  County  Council.  The  agricaltur 
labourer  may  have  to  make  a  long  ai 
expensive  journey  to  the  meeting  of  tl 
County  Council  to  bring  his  case  befo] 
it.  Or  if  he  sent  a  petition,  I  am  afra 
it  would  fall  very  much  as  do  petiiio] 
to  this  House,  and  would  receive  aboi 
as  much  attention.  And  then  the  Coun 
Council  meetings  do  not  take  pla 
every  week,  or  even  every  month  ;  an 
therefore,  before  the  labourer  cou 
approach  the  County  Council  two  < 
three  months  would  elapse.  Then  tl 
County  Council  are  to  make  a  loc 
inquiry  themselves.  Of  course,  a  per» 
must  be  sent  to  investigate  wheth 
there  is  land  which  can  or  cannot  i 
given  for  the. purposes  of  allotments,  ai 
in  that  way  it  is  obvious  that  sever 
months  would  be  absorbed ;  so  that  fro 
the  time  appeal  is  made  to  the  Sanitai 
Authority,  which  has  already  wasted 
year  and  a  half,  or  two  years,  yo 
cannot  possibly  suppose  that  the  Couni 
Council  could  come  to  a  conclusic 
under  six  months.  I  think  thi 
is  a  reasonable  estimate  of  the  matte 
Thus,  you  have  two  years  or  more  goi 
before  anything  is  done ;  and  then  wh 
happens  ?  The  County  Council  is  to  1 
placed  in  the  position  of  the  Sanitaj 
Authority.  I  should  like  to  call  tl 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thiF,  because  we  ought  to  have  son 
further  explanation  in  regard  to  it ;  f c 
if  1  am  right,  there  is  this  absurdity 
the  proposal :  that  when  you  have  spe 
two  years  in  allowing  the  Sanita: 
Authority  to  dawdle  over  the  matte 
and  another  six  months  in  letting  t] 
County  Council  deal  with  it,  you  th< 
begin  de  novo  what  was  originally  doi 
in  putting  the  allotment  powers  into  tl 
state  in  which  they  stood  under  tl 
Sanitary  Authority.  Such  is  the  Bill 
it  stands.  Well,  what  has  the  Coun 
Council  to  do  ?  It  has  to  put  into  opei 
tion  the  compulsory  powers  of  the  Bi 
Wc  all  know  that  it  takes  some  time 
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put  in  motion  compulsory  powers  for  the 
acquisition  of  land,  and,  with'  the  best 
will  in  the  world,  the  County  Council 
would  not  get  the  machinery  in  opera- 
tion in  less  time  than  a  year.  Bat  you 
have  furnished  no  information  to  the 
House  as  to  how  long,  even  where  you 
have  willing  authorities,  it  will  take  to 
work  your  Bill.  In  point  of  fact,  the 
whole  machinery  of  the  Bill  is  absolutely 
illusory  and  illusive.  You  ofEer  to  the 
labourer  first  of  all  a  totally  inefficient 
body,  and  then  you  give  him  an  appeal 
which  is  very  much  like  ofEering  him  an 
appeal  from  the  Court  of  Chancery  to 
the  House  of  Lords '  in  the  time  of  Lord 
Eldon.  I  must  say  that  the  original 
Bill  of  the  Government  and  the 
Amending  Bill,  taken  both  together,  are 
worth  nothing  at  all,  and  will  prove  to 
be  so.  Whether  this  Bill  will  operate 
as  a  stimulus  to  those  who  want  a 
stimulant  is  a  question  that  remains  to 
be  tested.  By  the  first  measure  the 
country  gentlemen  were  to  have  been 
stimulated  to  give  allotments  they  never 
thought  of  giving  before,  and  the  Local 
Authority  is  to  be  stimulated  by  the 
second  Bill  to  change  their  mitids  and 
purchase  land  they  would  not  purchase 
before.  I  say  that  this  system  of  legis- 
lative stimulants  iA  an  unwholesome 
system,  and  I  would  much  rather  see  a 
regular  system  of  wholesome  diet  for  the 
agricultural  labourer  on  the  subject  of 
allotments.  The  question  of  allotments 
is,  in  my  opinion,  one  of  supreme  import- 
ance ;  but  the  system  by  which  you  propose 
to  deal  with  it  is  one  which  I  regard  as 
totally  inadequate.  However,  I  do  not 
intend  to  oppose  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill.  It  is,  in  reality,  not  worth 
opposing.  It  will  bj  a  mere  patch  on  a 
thoroughly  leaky  vessel,  which  could  not 
be  made  sound  or  watertight  by  such  an 
amending  process.  All  I  can  say  is  that 
you  will  have  to  mend  y9ur  hand  alto- 
gether, and  to  act  on  totally  differs  t 
principles  if  you  wish  to  deal  effectually 
with  the  matter.  You  will  have  to 
place  this  question  of  allotments  in  the 
hands  of  the  agricultural  labourers  and 
their  reprasentatives,  and  unless  you  do 
this  you  will  be  doing  nothing  at  iall. 
Your  County  Council  is  too  large,  too 
distant,  too  august  a  body  to  deal  with 
this  question  as  it  ought  to  be  dealt  with. 
No  doubt  if  you-  S3t  up  a  proper  parochial 
represeu  tati  ve  body,  with  adequate  powers, 
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you  might  get  something  worth  having, 
and  until  you  get  that  you  do  practically 
nothing.  When  you  say  you  do  not  do 
this  because  you  have  not  the  means,  I  • 
reply  that  you  do  not  do  it  because  you. 
choose  to  waste  the  time  of  Parliament 
on  objects  in  regard  to  which  our  time  is 
absolutely  thrown  away.  Alongside  the 
measure  with  which  you  propose  to  deal 
with  the  wholesome  agitation  that  has 
been  going  on  in  Ireland  regarding  the 
land  question,  you  introduce  this  miser- 
able Allotments  Bill,  and  propose  to  still 
further  waste  the  time  of  the  Hduse  on  9k 
Tithes  Bill,  to  the  utter  neglect '  of  the 
measure  the  agriculturists  have  .  been 
eagerly  awaiting,  and  which  they,  have 
a  right  to  demand,  namely,  a  nieasure  of 
Local  Government  which  will  give  them 
District  Councils.  I  say  that  in  adopting 
this  course  you  have  made  an  enormoufil 
political  mistake.  We  on  this  side  of  the 
House  are  not  responsible  for  this ;  and 
while  we  do  not  oppose  the  Bill  now 
under  discussion,  we  protest  against  if 
as  an  entirely  insufficient  measure  for 
dealing  with  a  question  which  is  a  much 
larger  and  more  .important  one 
than  you  seem  to  underitand,  and 
which  will  hereafter  have  to  be  dealt 
with  on  totally  different  principles. 

♦(7.52.)  Mr.  W.  H.  LONG  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has  told  the 
House  that  if  the  Government  in- 
tended to  deal  with  this  question  they 
would  have  to  mend  their  hand  and 
adopt  a  totally  different  policy.  If  that 
be  so  I  do  not  know  that  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  could  follow  a  better  example  than 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self, because  during  the  time  he  has  been 
in  this  House  he  has  invariably  been  in 
the  habit  of  changing  his  hand  and 
adopting  different  policies ;  while  only 
to-night  wo  have  had  a  remarkable  in- 
stance of  the  way  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  can  change  his  policy. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Meniber.  for 
Bordesley  and  the  hon.  Gentlemin  the 
Member  for  Gloucestershire  have  long 
since  identified  themselves  with  this 
question.  I  do  not  say  that  all  their 
views  are  based  on  the  best  foundations, 
but  I  do  say  they  worked  hard  in 
reference  to  this  matter,  unlike  tlie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  held  high  office  for 
many  years,  and  who  had  abundant 
opportunities  for  legislating  on  this  or 
other  Questions,  but  who,  having  neg- 
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lected  those  opportunities,  comes  down 
to  this  House  and  says  to  the  Govern- 
ment— 

**  Yon  are  biingfing  id  ftn  Iri«h  Land  Bitl, 
and  alongside  of  that  joa  are  taking  up  the 
time  of  the  Houbo  with  a  trampery  medsure 
like  thia," 

But  what  did  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman 
do  ?  He  assisted  in  bringing  in  one,  two, 
or  three  Irish  Land  Acts,  but  h©  totally 
forgot  and  ignored  the  English  labourer 
nntil  he  wanted  his  vote  for  Parlia- 
mentary purposes,  Hon.  Members  oppo- 
site have  criticised  this  measure,  and 
made  suggestions  which  certainly  show 
an  honest  intention  on  their  part  to  deal 
with  the  question  in  a  practical  way,  the 
flpeeches  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Ilke- 
gtone  and  Gloucestershire  being  calcu- 
lated to  direct  our  discussion  into  a 
satisfactory  line ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  gets  up  and  pedantically 
practises  that  art  of  which  he  is  so  com- 
plete a  master,  namelyt  of  pouring  oil 
on  the  troubled  waters  ?  He  says  he 
desires  to  carry  on  this  discussion 
frankly »  and  on  non- Party  lines,  and 
purely  in  the  interests  <»£  the  agricul- 
tural labourer,  but  how  does  he  himself 
fulfil  those  conditions  ?  He  makes  a 
speech  {occupying  half  an  hour  in  its 
delivery,  and  during  two-thirda  of  the 
time  he  is  speaking  he  is  not  discussing 
the  principles  of  the  measure,  but  is 
accusing  the  Government  of  wasting  the 
time  of  the  House  in  dealing  with  other 
questions  besides  that  of  allotments. 
We  are  desirous  of  discussing  this 
measure  entirely  on  its  merits,  or  de- 
merits, in  the  hope  that i  it  may  be  satis- 
factorily dealt  with  by  the  House.  The 
right  hou.  Gentleman  has  asked  tlie 
Government  why  they  do  not  bring  in 
a  District  Councils  Bill.  No  one  knows 
batter  how  to  answer  that  question  than 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  himself*  He 
has  abundant  opportunities  of  assisting 
the  Government  in  passing  legislation  on 
that  subject,  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  if  we  liad  his  assistance,  and 
if  h©  were  desirous  of  rendering  us  tiiat 
assistance,  there  is  no  one  who  could 
facilitate  more  than  he  the  passage  of 
legislation  on  that  particular  question. 

Sift  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  may  tell  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  I  should  be  most 
happy  to  assist  in  recommending  him  to 
substitute  a  District  Councils  Bill  for  the 
Tithes  Bill 

Mr,  W.  H.  Long 


♦Mr.  long  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  makes  one  suggestion  and  then] 
rides  off  on  another  point.  He  knows 
perfectly  well  the  meaning  of  what  I 
have  si\id,  which  was  that  if  he  chooses 
to  facilitate  the  passage  of  legislation 
which  the  Government  hss  already  indi- 
cated to  the  House,  there  would  be 
ample  time  for  legislation  on  other 
matters,  and  if  they  had  the  opportunity 
the  Government  have  already  said  they 
were  prepared  to  deal  with  other  matters* 
I  have  no  doubt  that  if  the  Gi^vemraent 
were  to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  management  of  their  business,  he 
would  conduct  it  greatly  to  his  own 
satisfaction,  if  to  the  satisfaction  of  no  one 
else.  I  am  happy  to  say  we  are  not  ye 
driven  to  the  unfortunate  condition  of' 
either  having  to  ask  the  advice  of  the 
right  1/on.  Gentleman,  or  to  accept  that 
advice  unasked.  The  right  hon.  Gren tie- 
man  lias  taken  the  Government  severely 
to  task,  or,  at  any  rate,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Local  Govern- 
raont  Department  for  his  haste  in  dealing 
with  this  question,  but  we  know  that  th« 
right  hon.  Gentleman  hns  only  rery^ 
lately  developed  any  interest  in  the 
subject. 

Sm  W,  HARCOURT :  I  am  the  oldest 
Member  of  the  Allotments  Association  in 
this  country, 

*Mr.  W,  long  :  We  know  very  well 
that  these  Associations  are  composed,  as 
in  hives,  of  drones  and  working  bees,  and 
I  do  not  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   can  be    considered  to  have    bee: 
among   the    latter.     Doubtless  his    o 
conscience  will  tell  him  what  his  position' 
has  been  on  this  question.     But  if   the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  is  so  old  a  han^ 
and   has   for  so   long   a  time  taken  an 
interest  on  this  question,  it  is  marvellous 
how,  with  his  great  abilities,  he  shouli 
have  fallen  into  such  great  and  startliuj 
errors.     Why,  he  told  us  this  eveni 
that  the  average   time  during  which  thi 
Local  Authority  would  be  occupied  in  con- 
sidering this    question,    would    l^e   two 
years — he  was  inclined  to  think   three 
years, 

Sre  W.  HARCOURT:  I  said  18  months 

or  two  years. 

*Mr,  long  :  He  said  he  would  take 

two  years  as  the  average  time. 

Sm  W.  HARCOURT:  I  said  nothinj 
of  the  kind. 
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*Mb.  LONG:  Yes;  I  took  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  words  down  at  the 
time.  However,  I  accept  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  You  declared 
at  first  that  I  said  three  years. 

♦Mr.  LONG:  I  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  inclined  to  think  the 
matter  would  be  under  the  notice  of  the 
County  Council  three  years,  but  that  he 
adopted  two  years  as  the  average  time. 
Take  it,  however,  at  18  months.  He 
wants  us  to  believe  that  18  months  will 
be  occupied  by  the  Local  Authority  in 
providing  these  allotments.  He  was 
cheered  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
behind  him  (Captain  Vemey),  whose  view 
is  based  upon  his  own  electioneering  ex- 
perience in  Buckinghamshire.  I  admit, 
and  I  have  said  it  before,  in  answer  to 
hon.  Members  in  this  House,  that  there 
was  a  most  unfortunate  and  deplorable 
delay  in  providing  allotments  in  that 
case.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  knows,  and  the  House  knows, 
perfectly  well  that  it  is  ridiculous  to  argue 
from  one  or  two  bad  cases.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  taken  the  Govern- 
ment to  task  because  they  do  not  know 
what  the  operation  of  their  own  Act 
has  been.  But  those  who  are  conversant 
with  the  &cts  know  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  obtain  the  information  it  is 
desirable  to  put  before  the  House.  The 
Local. Government  Board  has  no  means 
of  obtaining  their  information.  I  believe 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  all  his 
experience,  has  never  been  at  the  Local 
Government  Board ;  therefore,  I  may  be 
allowed,  with  all  respect,  to  tell  him  how 
the  case  stands  in  regard  to  that  Depart- 
ment. We  have  no  means  of  knowing 
what  the  Local  Authorities  have  done  un- 
less those  Authorities  apply  for  compul- 
sory powers,  or  for  a  loan,  or  for  a  form 
of  bye-laws  for  the  management  of  al- 
lotments. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :    Why  not  ask 
them  ? 

♦Mr.  LONG:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  want  us  to  ask  for  informa- 
tion which  would  certainly  be  untrust- 
worthy ?  There  are  Agricultural  Returns, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows,  of  the 
number  of  allotments  throughout  the 
country ;  and  when  the  next  Return  is 
issued,  on  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  is 
engaged,  it  will  be  found  that  there  has 


been  a  large  increase  in  the  number  of 
allotments,  and  that  such  increase  is  due 
in  no  small  degree  to  the  Act  of  1887, 
over  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  so  merry.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man charged  me  with  saying  during  the 
recess  that  the  Act  was  perfect.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  for  once  in 
error — slightly — or  not  quite  so  correct 
as  he  generally  is.  I  had  not  made  the 
statement  to  which  he  referred.  I  inter- 
rupted him  at  the  time,  and  told  him  I  had 
not  made  the  statement.  Then,  with  his 
usual  fairness,  he  said,  '*  Oh,  then  he  says 
the  Act  was  not  perfect,"  and  he  pro- 
ceeded to  put  his  own  construction  on  the 
word  imperfect.  I  have  admitted  that  the 
Act  is  incomplete,  because  it  does  not 
create  an  appeal  when  the  Sanitwy 
Authority  fails  to  provide  allotments.  It 
is  the  object  of  the  Bill  to  remedy  that 
deficiency.  I  do  not  understand  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Ilkeston 
Division  (Sir  W.  Foster)  takes  exception 
to  the  Bill  da  the  ground  that  it  does  not 
go  for  enough.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Cirencester  Division  (Mr.  Winter- 
botham)  tells  the  House  very  plainly 
what  they  want.  He  says  they  want 
allotments  which  shall  be  occupied  inde- 
pendently, of  local  landowners,  and  be 
easily,  cheaply,  and  rapidly  obtained.  I 
entirely  agree  with  the  three  last  propo- 
sitions, but  to  the  first  I  as  strongly  demur. 
We  hope  to  see  allotments  provided  at  a 
moderate  cost,  rapidly  and  easily,  and  we 
desire  to  see  the  labourers  in  independent 
enjoyment  of  their  cottages  or  allotmente. 
I  am  sorry  that  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  when  I  believe  the  House  is 
honestly  engaged  in  trying  to  facilitate 
the  provision  of  these  allotmenis,  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
should  have  thought  it  necessary  to  use 
offensive  and  unfounded  language  about 
the  action  of  landowners  with  reference 
to  the  labourers,  and  of  the  connection  of 
the  Primrose  League  with  the  voluntary 
provision  of  allotments.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  may  make  these 
charges;  but  I  am  sure  that  many  of  those 
English  country  gentlemen  whom  he  has 
denounced  have  done  far  more  to  carry 
out  the  principle  of  allotments  by  volun- 
tary action  on  their  own  properties  than 
he  has  done  in  the  House  or  out  of  it. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  conversant 
with  the  allotments  question  will  admit 
the  truth  of  this.  It  will  generally  be 
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found  that  when  the  property  in  a  district 
btflonged  Ui  one  owni^r  aHotments  are 
jirovided  to  inett  the  wants  of  the 
Ijibourers,  It  is  when  the  land  is  divided 
among  several  owners,  and  when, 
consequently^  responsibility  is  also 
divided,  that  failure  is  found  to  exist. 
It  is  said  that  the  Act  of  1 887  stimulated 
landowners ti^  grant  allotments.  It  is  not 
a  question  of  stimulating  anybody  ;  but 
ijf  affording  the  labourers  an  opportunity 
of  obtaining  alkftnjents  where  the  land- 
own  ei-s  do  not  provide  ibem.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Buckingham  says  the 
landowners  have  been  remiss,  and  he  told 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sussex  that  he  did 
not  understand  the  questitm.  Well,  it  is 
easy  to  make  charges  of  that  kind  ;  hut 
the  making  of  such  charges  will  not 
further  the  object  the  hon.  Member 
professes  to  have  at  heart.  He  will  not 
further  the  interests  of  thcsj  he  desires 
to  benefit  by  making  offensive  charges 
against  the  order  to  whicli  he  himself 
lielongs.  As  t<^  delay,  it  is  impjssible  to 
avoid  it  altogether,  for  even  in  cases  w  lie  re 
the  L#ocal  AuthoritieH  and  the  landloixls 
are  unxious  to  provide  allotments,  it  is 
often  neeessjiry  either  to  wait  for  tlie 
expiration  of  tenancies  or  to  piy  tenants 
fx^r  unexhausted  improvements.  And  in 
the  latter  case  it  is  frequently  found  im- 
pos.^ilde  to  let  the  land  at  such  a  rate  as 
labourers  can  afford  to  pay.  It  is  only 
where  land  is  unsold  and  is  of  badquabty 
that  it  is  voluntarily  surrendere*d. 
Where  eveiy  acre  of  land  is  let  and  well 
cultivated  thei*e  must  b*^  delay  ;  and,  so 
far  as  I  am  able  to  see,  I  cannot  under- 
stand how  it  is  to  be  completely  avoided, 
unless  you  do  it  by  paying  peipple  to  get 
nut — and  if  you  do  tfiat,  as  I  say,  yon  run 
the  undoubted  nsk  of  having  to  let 
allotments  at  prices  far  above  the  reach 
of  the  laUiurers.  The  criticism  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  (iloucestershire  did  not 
agree  with  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Ilkeston  Division,  The  latter  con- 
demned the  Act,  whereiis  the  former 
attributed  nny  failure  which  has  hap- 
pcned,  not  U^  the  Act,  hut  to  those  who 
work  it— tlie  Boards  of  Guardians,  Take 
the  case  of  North  Bucks,  Hon.  Mem- 
i:>er8  will  not  ]>retend  that  the  Act  broke 
down  there.  The  Local  Authontits,  it  is 
contended,   failed  to  recognise  their  re- 

aponsibilities 

♦CAPT4IN  y  ERNEY  :  That  is  the  failure 
of  tlie  Act, 

Mr,  L<mg  *-    - 


*Mr,    long  :    I    beg    the    hon.    and| 
gallant  Gentleman's  pardon.    The  failur 
of  the  Act  ^vas  the  want  of  a  Court  of  I 
Appeal    fn:>m  the  Guardijins,      If  theroj 
had    been      a     Court    of     Appeal     the 
labourers,  if  they  wanted  allotments  audi 
could  not  get  them   from  the  Sanitaryf 
Authority,   ^^ould  have  appealed  to  th^l 
County  Council  for   them ;   and  if   that! 
appeal  had  been  provided  for  in  the   Act! 
there  would  not— or  need  not — have  beeiiT 
any  delay.     If    the   Bill  which  we  ar<j' 
now   considering   passes,    there   will    be 
that  appeal.     Well,  I  do  not  think  Herj 
Majesty's  Government  have  any   reiisoiiJ 
to   be  alarmed  at  the  criticism  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  understand  this 
question,  or  at  the  severe  attack  of  th^ij 
right   hon.   Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby.     These  charges  come  with  a  veiy] 
bad    grace  from    right  hon.    Gentlemen 
opposite,  w^lio,  when  they  won  a  General 
Election   upon    a  particular  policy,  anfi, 
once  morefuund  themselvesin  Office,  fogod 
aU  about  that  policy,  and  only  remem^ 
bered  it  ngtiin  with  suspicious  suddencsa 
when    they    thought    it   a    convenient 
tipportunity  for  attacking.  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

(8.47,)  Mr.  NEAVNES  (Cambridge,  %\ 
Newmarket)  :  We   have  been   jisked  bj 
the   right   hon.    Gentleman    nppi:>site    tiJ 
allow  this    Bill    b)    pass,    thiMugh    thtij 
House  quickly,  and  I,  for  one,  intend  l^n 
respond  to  that  call,     I  believe  the  Bill! 
is  unwiehiy,  where  it  ought  t^jbe  simple, 
I  Ix'lieve  it  will  be  costly  and  slow,  wher^^ 
it  ought  to   be  cheap  and  rapid  in  Ita 
liction ;  but  I,  for  one,  will  not  offer  anj 
opposition,   or   support   any    attempt  atl 
opposition,  no    matter    whence    it   ma^ 
come,  to  labourers  getting  the  allotmenta| 
they  so  much   require.     It  is  of  no  usu 
our  getting  into  recriminations  upon  tbtsj 
pst,  such  >is  were  indulged  in  by   th^ 
last  sp:.\'iker.     Let  us  now  in  this  Honscj 
as   we  have  the  opportunity,   all    of 
assist     in    every    poirsible   way   to    pasi| 
through  a  measure — no  matter  how  in>| 
perfect  we  believe  it  to  be — that  givil 
some  chance  of  our  gaining  the  end  w^ 
all  have  in  \dew.     I   have  risen  to-niglH 
nither  to  make  a  denial  of  an  allegatior( 
which  has  been  made  with  regard  to  ihi 
County  Council   of   Cambridge^   part 
which  county  1  have  the  honour  to  re  J 
present.      The    hon.    Member    for    tha 
Ilkeston    Division    (Sir  W,    B,    Fostrrl 

hns  stat'-'d  his  belief  that  that  Count] 
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Council  is  unfavourable  to  labourers* 
allotments.  I  am  perfectly  sure  that  he 
has  no  desire  to  misrepresent  the  mem- 
bers of  that  Council ;  but  I  could  not 
allow  an  allegation  of  that  kind  to  be 
made  in  this  House  without  giving  it  a 
reply  in  this  House.  The  majority  of 
the  members  of  the  Cambridge  County 
Council  are  opposed  to  me  in  politics ; 
but  it  is  within  my  knowledge  that  this 
Body  has  displayed  the  greatest  activity 
in  regard  to  the  allotments  question, 
and  they  do  not  deserve  to  be  charac- 
terised as  unfavourable  to  labourers. 
When  the  new  appeal  which  this  Bill 
confers  is  given  to  the  Cambridge  County 
Council  I  believe  they  will  do  their  duty, 
as  far  as  this  difficult  and  complicated 
measure  will  allow  them,  in  giving  to 
j^ricultural  labourers  in  Cambridgeshire 
those  allotments  of  which  they  stand  so 
much  in  need. 

(8.53.)  Mr.  LLEWELLYN  :  I  have 
looked  forward  with  much  interest  to 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill,  and  I 
am  glad  to  think  that  in  two  par- 
ticulars it  is  an  improvement  of  the 
existing  Act ;  we  have  an  appeal  where 
Guardians  are  slow  in  action,  or  averse  to 
action,  and  we  have  further  facilities 
given  for  passing  through  the  stages 
after  the  Sanitary  Authority  has  first 
declared  in  favour  of  compulsory  pur- 
chase, and  then  the  matten  returns  to  the 
County  Council.  These  two  particulars 
are  of  great  importance,  because  the 
difficulties  of  carrying  out  the  Allotments 
Act  have  been  chiefly  met  here.  I  can- 
not say  that,  personally,  I  have  heard  of 
any  cases — except  in  this  House — of 
Guardians  being  averse  to  the  oparation 
of  the  Act.  I  have  no  reason  to  doubt, 
however,  that  there  have  been  such 
cases,  such  as  have  been  cited  by  hon. 
Members  opposite,  but  I  have  had  no  ex- 
perience of  such.  In  my  own  county 
tlie  Guardians  willingly  assist  in  every 
possible  way,  and  so  also  do  the  farmers, 
iuid  I  should  strongly  condemn  any 
Board  of  Guardians  who,  having  a  re- 
quisition sent  them,  and  being  satisfied  of 
its  bona  fides,  should  neglect  to  carry  out 
the  wishes  of  the  labourers.  They  have 
no  right  to  do  it,  and  there  is  no 
reason  why  they  should  do  it.  Guardians, 
however,  have  been  condemned  for  oppo- 
sition to  the  measure.  But  let  us  see 
exactly  the  position  of  the  Guardians 
when  they  are  called  upon  to  put  the  Act 


in  force.  As  a  rule,  it  is  simply  a 
request  from  the  parish,  or  it  does  not 
even  come  to  that ;  it  is  made  known  to 
the  Guardians  that  the  parish  wishes, 
with  the  approval  of  someone  who  has 
the  land,  to  have  allotments  provided; 
or,  in  other  cases,  a  meeting  is  called,  and, 
public  attention  being  directed  to  the 
subject,  those  enabled  to  let  land  are 
induced  to  offer  it.  But  there  come 
occasions  when  the  land  has  to  be  rented 
or  bought,  and  then,  looking  to  the  future, 
there  comes  a*  grave  responsibility  upon 
the  Guardians  and  the  parish  officials 
who  accept  the  terms.  Remember  it  is 
not  like  making  a  provision  for  the  year ; 
it  may  be  saddling  the  parish  with  a 
lease  for  30  years — I  think  an  objection- 
ably long  term.  The  Guardians  are 
answerable  for  aiding  in  what  may  be  a 
good,  or  may  be  a  very  bad,  bargain  for 
the  parish.  The  whole  of  the  expense  falls 
upon  a  parish  applying  for  allotments, 
and  that  parish  may  be  in  a  decaying  ^ 
stats,  perhaps  dwindling  in  population, 
its  prosperity  affected,  it  may  be,  by  the 
.construction  of  a  new  line  of  railway,  or 
other  causes.  Many  matters  have  to  bo 
taken  into  consideration,  and  the  decision 
is  difficult  and  important.  I  quite  agree 
with  my  hon.  Friend  that  we  want 
District  Councils,  if  for  no  other  purpose, 
to  fill  up  a  blank  in  the  operation  of  this 
Act,  and  to  afford  a  rough  and  ready 
means  of  carrying  through  the  inter- 
mediate stages,  so  fruitful  of  delay  and 
expense.  I  WdS  not  here  when  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
gave  his  explanation  of  the  Bill,  but  I 
am  glad  to  hear  that  he  is  ready, 
and  that  he  proposes,  to  make 
some  further  alterations  in  regard  tt) 
thes3  intermediate  stages.  I  have  long 
ago  thought  it  possible,  where  a  Sanitary 
Authority  is  willing  to  carry  out  tho 
compulsory  clauses,  and  where  the  County 
Council  is  satisfied  that  the  application  is 
bond  fide,  and  so  forth,  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  might  hold  an  inquiry, 
just  as  the  Board  does  under  the  Sanitaiy 
Act  when  money  is  proposed  to  be 
borrowed  from  the  Public  Works  Loans 
Commissioners  for  improvements,  and  the 
expenses  in  the  same  way  fall  on  the 
parish.  If  time  could  be  saved  this  would 
he  very  desirable.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  I^erby  has 
spoken  of  delay  of  two  or  three  years ; 
he  used  the  word  years,  though,  perhaps, 
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not  intending  to  convey  the  meaning 
which  was  attributed  to  him,  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  the  delay  is  vexatious  in- 
deed, and  much  against  the  nsefuhiess 
of  the  Act.     It  is  well  to  remember  that 
the  delays  in  seasons  are  important.     If 
a  man  has  possession  of  the  land  in  the 
Autumn,  or  at  Christmas,   he  can  prb- 
ceed  at  once  to  prepare  it  for  planting, 
but  if  he  only  has  it  in  March  it  will  be 
of  no   use   to   him  for  that  year.      In 
November  the  Council  does  not  sit,  and 
so  another  year  goes  by,  and  if  any  in- 
formality occurs  in  title,  or  in  any  other 
way,  I  can  quite  conceive  it  possible  that 
owing  to  a  mistake  in  fulfilling  the  re- 
quirements   of    the    Act    there    might 
be  a  delay  of  two  or    three    years.     I 
am  glad  that  a  Standing  Committee  is 
to  be  employed  to  act  for  the  County 
Council,  for  such  a  Committee  will  have 
local     knowledge     and     be     able     to 
act     with     more    efficiency    than     can 
the     Clerk     to    the     Council.       When 
a    County   Council   has    satisfied    itself 
as    to    the    bona   fides  of  a  requisition 
it  has  further  to  employ  its  Clerk,  and 
what  in  the  world  does  he  know  of  the 
matter  1     He  has  got  to  check  the  actidn 
of  a  Committee  composed  of  Guardians 
and  parishioners,  and  they  have  far  more 
knowledge  than  the  Clerk  can  have.     If 
a  Standing  Committee  is  employed  to  do 
what  the  Clerk  is  now  authorised  to  do, 
that  Committee  can  act    between    the 
times  of  the  sittings  of  the  Council,  and 
so  at  once  considerable    delay  will  be 
obviated.  Now,  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words 
in  reference  to  what  has  been  said  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House  in  relation  to 
the  parish  of  Wedmore.     It  is  a  peculiar 
case,  and  illustrates  the    difficulty    we 
have  had   to    contend    with,    and    thq 
necessity  for  alteration  in  the  Act.     The 
Sanitary    Authority  was  by  ^  no  means 
averse  to  the  carrying  out  of  the   Act, 
and  unanimously  passed  the  resolutions 
necessary.  We  had  to  deal  with  a  parish 
where,  after  inquiry,  we  found  no  land 
available  except  one  piece  of  pasture,  a 
valuable  piece  of  land,  near  the  village. 
That  was  in  the  hands  of  a  farmer,  who 
at  once  said,  "I  will  not  stand  in  the 
way  of  it."      The  tenant  for  life  said  he 
was  willing  to  stand  aside  as  long  as  he 
got  the  same  rent.       Then  we   came  to 
the  real  owners,  who  were  the  Trustees 
of  a  certain  Chaiity  in  the  City  of  Wells. 
They  objected.     First  of  all,  the  Clerk 
Mr,  Llewellyn 


said,  "Who  will  guarantee  me  my 
expenses?"  1  thought  this  rath^ 
unreasonable,  but  it  ended  in  some* 
one  guaranteeing  his  expenses.  Well, 
I  found  out  the  value  of  the 
land  to  the  trustees,  and  offered 
them  10s.  an  acre  more  than  they 
were  receiving.  They  would  not  accept 
this,  and  at  last  we  got  an  offer  from 
them.  They  wanted  j£4  an  acre — -which 
the  land  was  well  worth — and  in  addi* 
tion  they  wanted  10s.  an  acre,  and  they 
would  not  let  the  land  unless  on  a  50 
years'  lelbse.  We  said  we  could  not 
accept  the  land  on  these  terms — ^in  fact, 
the  Act  would  not  allow  us.  We  at  onoe 
put  the  notices  in  the  papers  and  took 
steps  to  obtain  the  authority  of  the 
County  Council.  Well,  what  I  want  to 
point  out  to  the  House  is  the  delay  and  the 
expense  attending  all  these  proceedings* 
All  the  expense  must  come  out  of  &e 
land.  This  Bill  will  remedy  a  great  deal 
of  this,  and  it  will  enable  the  Local 
Authorities  to  at  once  see  their  way  to 
the  amount  at  which  they  can  offer  the 
•land  to  the  labourers.  I  believe  that  in 
the  course  of  three  months  we  shall  be 
able  to  show  that  through  the  action  of 
the  Sanitary  Authority  in  the  one  Union 
of  which  I  have  been  speaking,  we  have 
got  between  60  and  70  allotments,  and  I 
hope  that  under  the  compulsory  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  we  shall  get  20  or  30 
more.  Therefore,  I  say,  it  is  a  mistake 
to  suppose  that  the  Bill  has  not  been 
effective.  If  the  object  of  the  Act  was  to 
create  allotments,  it  has  been  successful ; 
if  its  intention  was  to  stir  up  strife  and 
to  put  the  landlord's  nose  to  the  grind- 
stone and  keep  it  there,  I  am  glad  to  say 
it  has  in  that  respect  been  a  failure.  I 
believe  this  Bill  will  benefit  those  whom 
we  desire  to  benefit,  and  that  under  the 
Bill  matters  will  go  on  more  smoothly 
than  they  have  done  up  to  the  present^ 
and  I  trust  that  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
follow  the  example  which  has  been  set 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester,  who 
stated  that  he  would  do  all  he  could  to 
facilitate  the  passing  of  the  measure. 

*(9.6.)  Mr.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset, 
E.)  :  I  do  not  entirely  agree  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  spoken  from  this 
side  of  the  House  in  regarding  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1887  as  wholly  of  an 
unsatisfactory  character.  I  quite  admit 
the  incompleteness  of  that  Act.  I 
earnestly  desire  its  amendment,  but  I 
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mtist  say,  from  my  own  experience,  that 
the  Act  has  in  many  places  conferred 
great  benefits,  both  directly  and  indirectly, 
on  the  agricultural  labourers.  1  was 
glad  to  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Long)  say  that  the  Agricultural 
Department  are  preparing  a  new  Return 
of  the  number  of  allotments  existing 
throughout  the  country.  I  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  to  say  whether  that  Return 
will  correspond  with  the  elaborate 
Return  granted  in  1887.  I  trust 
that  it  will  do  so.  Whether  the 
allotments  which  have  been  granted 
during  the  last  three  years  have  been 
actually  obtained  by  Sanitary  Authorities 
under  the  Act  or  by  more  indirect  means, 
I  think  we  must  all  realise  that  the  total 
increase  in  the  allotments  will  form  tbe 
best  and  most  practical  test  of  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act.  I  must  admit  that  the 
Act  has,  to  some  extent,  and  in  some 
localities,  been  a  failure.  Its  operation 
has  been,  to  some  extent,  limited  by  the 
way  in  which  many  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House  and  their  friends 
have  depreciated  it  as  a  means  of 
obtaining  allotments.  I  think  that  if 
those  Gentlemen  have  the  great  in- 
fluence over  the  agricultural  labourers 
which  they  claim,  and,  in  some  caiSes, 
justly  claim,  they  will  be  acting  in  a 
more  friendly  way  to  that  class  by  ad- 
vising them  to  take  advantage  of  the 
machinery  of  the  Act — clumsy  and 
incomplete  though  that  machinery  may 
b3 — than  by  declaring  on  every  platform 
in  the  country  that  the  Act  is  a  sham, 
and  is  perfectly  useless.  I  would  suggest 
to  the  Government  that  there  are  two 
main  causes  which  have  caused  the  Act 
to  be  a  failure  in  many  cases,  and  I  would 
submit  to  them  that  neither  of  those 
causes  are  removed  by  the  present  Bill.  I 
think  we  all  recognise  the  first  cause  in 
the  composition  of  the  Local  Authority. 
It  seems  to  me  quite  clear  that  a  Local 
Authority,  composed  mainly  of  the  occu- 
piers of  land,  will  not  be  very  zealous 
in  putting  into  operation  an  Act  which 
may  deprive  them  of  land  which  they 
occupy  and  upon  which  they  set 
much  value.  We  all  look  forward 
to  the  introduction  of  the  District 
Councils  Bill  for  an  improvement  in  the 
administration   of  this   measure.      The 


second  cause  which  has  prevented  the 
Allotments  Act  from  working,  has,  I 
think,  been  its  too  stringent  financial 
provisions,  which  require  that  all  extra 
expense  occasioned  by  compulsory  pro- 
ceedings must  be  recouped  out  of  the 
rents.  I  think  some  discretion 
should  be  given  to  Local  Authorities  in 
the  matter,  and  that  Sub-section  2  of 
Section  2  should  be  repealed,  so  as  to 
take  from  any  churlish  or  obstinate  land- 
owner the  too-ready  means  of  putting  a 
stumbling  block  in  the  way  of  the 
labourers  getting  land  at  a  reasonable 
price.  The  present  Bill  will  not  do 
anything  in  either  of  these  directions. 
It  is  an  imperfect  attempt  to  amend 
a  clumsy  measure,  which  may  work 
well  in  districts  where  everyone  is 
ready  to  see  it  work  well,  but  which  may 
fail  where  there  are  men  who  are  anxious 
to  put  stumbling-blocks  in  its  way.  It 
will,  however,  give  an  appeal  from  an 
unreformed  authority  to  one  elected  on 
popxdar  principles.  I  hope,  therefore, 
the  House  will  accept  the  Bill  as,  at  all 
events,  an  honest  and  bond  fide  attempt 
to  amend  the  imperfect  machinery  creatd 
by  the  Act  of  1887. 

(9.13.)  Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) : 
Whilst  listening  to  the  speeches  of  some 
Gentlemen  opposite  one  wonders  that 
they  did  not  produce  an  Allotments  Bill 
when  their  Party  was  in  office.  I  am 
glad  the  Government  have  seen  their 
way  to  introduce  this  Allotments  Bill  at 
last.  I  think  it  was  full  time  ;  I  have 
plways  looked  on  the  Act  of  1887  as 
impracticable  and  useless,  and  I  have 
found  it  to  be  absolutely  unworkable. 
I  think  the  Government  might  have 
saved  the  time  of  the  House  and  the 
country  if  they  had  thought  proper  to 
give  some  consideration  to  the  Allot- 
ments Bill  introduced  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bordesley  (Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings) 
and  myself  two  years  ago.  The  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  substitute  the  word 
"shair*  for  "may,"  and  to  put  a  little 
gentle  pressure  on  the  Rural  Sanitary 
Authority.  It  also  embodied  the  very 
principle  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  admitted  is  the  central  portion  of  this 
amending  Bill.  I  certainly  think  this 
Bill  is  somewhat  cumbrous  and  slow,  but 
on  the  whole  it  is  no  doubt  a  step  in  the 
right  direction.  I  do  not  think  that 
anything  will  relieve  us  from  the 
difficulty    under  which    we   labour    in 
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agricaltural  districts.  I  doubt  whether 
anything  will  help  us  but  the  intro- 
duction of  a  District  Councils  Bill,  and  I 
hope  that  before  long  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Boaol  will  give 
us  such  a  Hill  as  we  require.  But 
in  any  case  I  sliall  vote  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  and  do  wliat  I  can 
to  promote  the  passage  of  the  measure 
through  Committee,  not  forgetting  that 
I  shall  vote  for  mj  own  Bill  if  I  have 
the  opportunity. 

•(9.16.)  Mb.  CHANXIXG  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  (Major  Basch)  has  referred 
to  his  own  efforts  to  amend  the  Allot- 
ments Act — efforts  which  I  have  recog- 
nised in  the  past  with  great  satis^tion, 
because  the  Amendments  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  put  into  his  Bill 
were  practically  Amendments  on  which 
the  Liberal  Members  divided  the 
House  again  and  again.  The  other  day 
I  compared  the  Division  List  of  that  period 
with  the  names  of  the  hon.  Members 
who  are  at  the  back  of  the  Bill  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Essex  has  just 
referred.  There  were  15  Divisions  on  the 
more  important  principles  which  we  tried 
to  introduce  into  the  Allotments  Act 
of  1887,  many  of  these  being  the  very 
proposals  which  have  since  been  received 
with  favour  by  the  hon.  Member. 
In  these  15  Divisions  the  six  or  seven 
Members  whose  names  I  find  on  the 
back  of  the  hon.  Member  (Major  Kasch's) 
Bill  recorded  no  less  than  52  votes 
against  the  propositions  laid  before 
the  House,  and  two  of  them  were  absent 
all  the  time.  I  wish  to  be  quite  fair, 
and  therefore  I  must  say  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bordesley  Division  (Mr. 
Jesse  Collings)  did  not  record  more  than 
one  or  two  of  the  52  votes.  I  should 
now  like  to  turn  to  the  very  spirited  and 
clever  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  the 
Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Local 
Gk>vemment  Board.  Such  a  case 
as  his  needed  a  spirited  speech.  In 
the  first  place  the  hon.  Grentleman 
challenged  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  W.  Harcourt)  that  the  Government 
are  wasting  the  time  of  the  House  by 
this  Bill.  I  should  like  to  know  if  the 
speeches  of  the  two  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  who  have  re- 
cently spoken,  the  very  practical  speech 
of  the  hon. 'Member  for  Somersetshire 
(Mr.    Llewellyn)    and    the    sympathetic 


speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ease: 
(Major  Rasch),  and  also  the  speech  of  ib 
hon.  Member  for  SoniersetshLne  who  sit 
near  me  (Mr.  Hobhouse),  are  not  ampl 
proofs  of  the  assertion  that  the  Govern 
ment  are  wasting  the  time  of  the  ^01lfle 
What  is  wanted  by  the  country,  and  b; 
the  labourers  and  village  artisans  wh( 
want  to  obtain  allotments,  is  a  willing 
authority,  an  authority  which  wil 
sympathise  with  their  needs,  and  whicj 
will  facilitate  the  carrying  out  of  ihi 
objects  they  have  in  vietr.  What  is  the 
origin  of  this  Bill?  It  is  somewhat 
amusing,  but  it  can  be  found  in  a  passagi 
in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Geiitle 
man  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  (Mr 
Chaplin).  Speaking  on  the  11th  a 
August  upon  the  Second  Reading  of  thi 
Allotments  Bill,  he  used,  perhaps,  the 
strongest  language  made  in  the  debate 
up  to  that  time  against  the  authority  tc 
which  the  Government  had  most  un- 
wisely entrusted  these  powers.  He 
said — 

"As  regard  the  Rural  Sanitary  Authority, 
my  objections  to  the  Bill  in  its  present  form  are 
more  serious.  .  .  .  I  confess  to  some  appre< 
hensioc  that  the  Roml  Sanitary  Authority  ai 
the  motive  power,  and  the  body  haring  the 
initiative  in  this  matter  will  |»oTe  to  some 
extent  a  snare  and  a  delusion." 

I  say,  frankly  and  cordially,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  then  been  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment we  should  have  had  something  as 
good  as  this  Bill  in  1887,  instead  o\ 
having  this  Bill  in  1890.  The  righl 
hon.  Grentleman  went  on  to  recommend 
exactly  what  this  Bill  adopts,  for  h( 
said — 

"  I  should  like  to  see  the  initiative  to  a  mncli 
greater  extent  placed  in  the  bands  of  th« 
people  who  want  these  Allotments  them- 
selves.*' 

I  think  those  are  very  sensible  words 
and  I  wish  the  Government  had  seei 
their  way  to  act  upon  them.  But  whei 
I  placed  on  the  Paper  in  August,  1887 
an  Amendment  providing  that  the  initia 
tive  and  the  compulsory  power,  as  ii 
were,  should  be  placed  in  the  hands  o: 
those  who  wanted  the  allotments,  anc 
divided  the  House  upon  it,  the  righ 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  I  remember  right 
walked  into  the  Lobby  against  me 
Further  on  in  his  speech  the  ligh 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  recom 
mend  exactly  what  the  Government  an 
now  adopting,  that  is  an  appeal  to  th< 
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County  Councils.  I  afik  any  one  of  com- 
mon sense  whether  the  -proposals  of  the 
Government  are  not  at  the  present  stage 
of  the  proceedings,  however  sensible  they 
may  have  been  when  suggested  three 
years  ago,  **  a  snare  and  a  delusion,"  to 
use  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  words. 
Wliat  we  want,  as  has  been  said  again 
and  again,  is  a  willing  authority,  an 
authority  which  has  also  the  means  at 
its  disposal  to  carry  out  what  it  has  to  do. 
It  happens  that  the  division  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  r^resent  is  perhaps  a 
division  more  keenly  interested  in  this 
question, and  also  more  fully  supplied  with 
allotments,  than  any  other.  Notwith- 
standing the  supply  of  allotments,  there 
is  still  a  great  eagerness  to  obtain  still 
more  land.  Naturally,  therefore,  it  is  a 
question  in  which  I  have  taken  some 
practical  interest.  Some  little  time  ago, 
in  dealing  with  the  defects  of  the  Allot- 
ments Act,  I  pointed  out  to  a  meeting  of 
my  constituents  that,  under  the  Act 
which  was  to  have  been  compulsory,  not 
one  single  inch  of  English  soil  had  been 
procured  for  labourers.  I  also  pointed 
out  that  in  all  only  five  loans  had  been 
applied  for,  and  that  the  acreage 
purchased  with  these  loans  was  only 
So,  A  constituent  of  mine,  who  is  not 
of  my  way  of  thinking,  wrota  to  the 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman's  secre- 
tary replied — 

**  Mr.  Channing's  allegation  that  not  a 
single  inch  of  land  was  acquired  coinpulHorily 
under  the  Act  is  strictly  correct.'* 

With  regard  to  loans,  it  was  admitted  in 
the  letter  that  my  contention  was  right. 
I  ought  to  say  that  at  the  tim6  the  letter 
was  written,  the  9th  of  December  last, 
one  additional  little  loan  had  been  applied 
for.  When  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Derby  was  alluding  to  the 
very  small  quantity  of  land  which 
was  obtained  under  this  Act  lie 
was  interrupted  by  the  President  of 
Local  Government  Board  who  said  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  information 
to  the  efPect  that  1,800  men  had  been 
supplied  with  allotments  by  the  Local 
Authorities.  I  noticed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  state  how  he 
obtained  the  information,  and  I  noted 
also  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Wiltshire 
was  careful  to  avoid  offering  any  further 
explanation.  But  in  the  letter  from  the 
Secretary  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Wilt- 


shire  (Mr.  Walter  Long)   to  my  Tory, 
constituent  it  is  said — 

**The  Board  are  not  in  a  ])Osition  to  state 
what  is  the  total  acreage  of  allotments  pro- 
vided since  the  passing  of  the  Act,  hat  on  this 
point  reference  may  be  made  to  the  first  annual 
report  of  the  Ilural  Labourers*  League.  *  In 
the  opinion  of  the  Committee  the  chiei  benefit 
at  present  arising  from  the  passing  of  the  Act 
of  1887  is  the  remarkable  stimulus  given  to  the 
voluntary  supply  of  allotments.  The  cases 
actually  within  the  knowledge  of  the  Committee 
comprise  over  2,000  acres,  allotted  to  above 
4,500  men,  and  it  is  certain  that  these  figures 
in  no  way  represent  the  full  results  of  the  Act 
in  the  voluntary  supply  of  land.  But  the 
direct  operation  of  the  Act  itself  has  also  been 
very  considerable.  Upwards  of  1,800  men 
have  been  supplied  witli  allotments  directly  by 
Local  Authorities.  With  the  assistance  of  the 
Authorities,  to  whom  applications  have  been 
made  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  arrangements  have  also  been  concluded 
between  the  applicants  and  the  local  land- 
owners, by  which  a  farther  number  of  above 
2, 100  men  have  been  supplied  with  land.*  *' 

The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  did  not  state  where  he  obtained 
his  information  as  to  the  1,800  men  who 
have  been  supplied  with  allotments 
under  the  Act,  but  I  fancy  the  authority 
is  to  be  found  in  the  letter  in  which  the 
correspondent  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  is  referred  to 
the  first  annual  report  of  the  Rural 
Labourers'  League.  I  certainly  look 
with  considerable  suspicion  on  figures 
obtained  from  such  a  nondescript  and 
mongrel  body  as  this — a  body  which 
was  started  under  the  auspices  of 
a  galaxy  of  Dukes  and  Marquesses — not 
forgetting  a  foreign  Count — and  which 
has  been  chaperoned  by  the  hon.  MenT- 
ber  for  the  Bordesley  Division.  To 
turn  to  more  serious  points,  this  ques- 
tion is  not  one  for  idle  recrimination 
between  different  Parties  in  the  House. 
I  am  sure  there  are  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Benches  opposite  who  have  the 
matter  at  heart  as  earnestly  a.s  Liberal 
Members  have.  I  heartily  join  in  the 
appoal  which  has  been  made  by  the 
hon..  Member  for  Somersetshire  to 
the  Minister  for  Agriculture  to  give 
us  some  reliable  statistics  on  this  allot- 
ments question  ;  and  I  urge  that  the 
whole  House  has  a  right  to  expect  better 
and  fuller  Returns  than  have  yet  been 
given,  as  well  in  regard  to  where  the 
allotments  are,  what  are  the  are^s,  the 
terms  on  which  they  are  granted,  and 
the  relation  of  the  allotment  holders  to 
the   Local   Authorities  as  to  the   mere 


1763     Allotments  Act  (ISS7}  {COMMONS} 


Amendment  BtU.        176|- 


nmnber  of  allotments  held.  Another 
important  point  on  which  we  want  infor-  * 
mation  is  as  to  the  number  of  allotmentvS 
held  b^  Associations.  That  is  irayior- 
tant,  because  those  who  take  lajid  under 
an  Association  are  it  a  far  more  indepen- 
dent position  tlian  those  who  hold 
directly  under  the  landlord.  They  have 
a  much  stronger  foothold.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Somersetshire  made  a  very 
sensible  remark  when  he  di'ew  attention 
to  the  4th  clause  and  to  the  Committee 
to  be  appointed  under  it.  Now,  I  have 
a  eaggestion  to  make.  It  is  a  practical 
one,  and  I  earnestly  hope  the  tjovern- 
ment  will  adopt  it,  I  think  they  would 
Militate  the  object  they  have  in  view  if 
they  tear  up  this  Bill  and  give  us  a 
simple  one,  transferring  the  powers  now 
possessed  by  the  Rural  Sanitary  Authori- 
ties to  a  Standing  Committee  of  the 
County  Council.  As  long  as  the  initi- 
ating authority  remains  with  the  Board 
of  Guardians  so  longw411  this  Bill,  to  use 
the  w^ords  of  the  Minister  for  Agricul- 
ture, be  a  delusion  and  a  snare.  At  the 
present  time  in  many  parts  of  the 
country  laboui'ers  dai^»  hardly  have  an 
opinion  of  their  own,  and  very  fc-w  can 
get  tlieir  courage  up  to  demand  allot- 
ments of  a  Body  compoatd  of  men  who 
hold  their  living  in  their  hands,  or  w^ould 
venture  to  make  the  appeal  Ui  the 
County  Councils.  The  4th  clause  affords 
just  the  solution  of  the  difficulty  tliat  is 
is  required.  The  Government  tell  us 
they  have  not  the  time  to  carry  a  District 
Councils  Bill  Then,  let  them  make  a 
move  in  the  right  direction  and  tem- 
porarily entrust  |K>wers  under  the 
Allotments  Act  of  1887  to  a  Stitriding 
Coimnittee  of  the  County  Councils,  and 
1  venture  to  say  that  that  will  go  far  to 
carry  out  the  objects  which  they  profess 
to  have  in  view.  The  defects  of  this 
Bill  are  manifold.  First,  it  does  nothing 
to  remedy  the  greatest  mistake  that  was 
made  in  the  Bill  of  1887,  namely,  to 
remove  the  restriction  on  the  quantity  of 
land  to  be  held  by  one  man  under  the 
Act.  Hon.  Members  who  have  studied 
the  valuable  evidence  given  Ijcfore  the 
Small  Holdings  Committee  by  Mr.  FyfEe, 
will  agi^ee  that  we  cannot  expect  a 
system  of  small  holdings  to  bo  carried 
out  successfully  until  wo  have  created 
a  state  of  things  in  which  a  man  may 
begin  by  cultivating  a  quarter  of  an  acre 
and  by  saving,  and  thr^t,  and  industry, 
Mr*  Channing 


build  his  way  up  until  he  holds  five  or  sixl 
acres,  and  eventually  takes  even  a  larger 
holding.     I  feel  eure  we  shall  never  be| 
able  to  deal  satisfactorily  ^"ith  the  quesH 
tlon    until    we   get   rid   of   that   absui'c" 
restriction,  and  thus  enable  an  agriculJ 
tural  labourer   to    increase  his  holding^ 
We  say  that  this  giving  the  labourer 
f<>othold  in  the  soil  of  the  country  meanfl 
the  building  up  of  his  manhood.     In  thii 
next  place,  hon.  Members  on  tliis  side 
t!io  House  are  in  earnest  in  wishing  thati 
tlio  powers  of  purchase  should  be  niadej 
really  compulsory,  for  they  attach  greali 
import4inco  to  the  purchase  of  allotment 
by  Local Baiies,  by  the  Representatives  of 
the    people,    by    the    Representatives  of 
those  who  want  tlie  allotments.     Wlmt  is 
the  great  dilticulty  which  stands  in  the 
way  of  the  successful  operation  of  thifl 
Act?     It  is  the  c<  st  of  the  land  and  the 
cost  of  the  procedure  under  the  Act ;  but 
I   think    that   this   difficulty   might    be 
obviated  tx>  a  great  extent  if  the   power 
were   transferred   to   a   Standing   Com*J 
mittee   of    the    Cotinty    Council,   whenj 
obviously,  the  Provisional  Order  would 
only  have  to  be  settled   between  a  Com-^ 
ralttec    of  the   Council   and    tlie    whole! 
Council  itself,  and  the  cost  thus  lesscnedj 
The    question   of  compensation    for    the 
compulsory  purchase  of  land  should  hava' 
been    dealt    with    in    this   Bill   if    the 
Government  really    wish    to  secure  thoi 
results    they   say  they  aim    at.     While j 
however,  1  do  not  i-egard  the  Bill   in  HkI 
hostile   spirit    and    shall    abstain    Itoh 
voting  against  it,  yet  I  maintain  that  bj^ 
it    the    Government    have    once    niitr 
deliberately     thrown     away      a      grea^ 
opptirtunity    of    achieving  the   purpose 
they   profess   tw  have  in  view,  and  the;S 
will  have  only  themselves  to  thank  if  it  i 
said  in  the  country  that  they  regard 
rights  of    the   landowners    and    tens 
farmers   more   than   the  rights  and  it3 
te rests    of    the     agricnltnral    labourer 
The  hon.    Member  for   Wiltshire  stated 
that  in  acquiring  allotments  in  crowded 
neigh bottrho<ids  we   should  have  to  pad 
compensation  to  the  farmer  for  his  infl 
provements,     1    fully  agree   with    thatf 
for  I  think  the  farmer  ought  tf»  receive 
the  fullest  compensation  for  the  impruvd 
mente  he  leaves  on  the  land,  whether  tb 
that   land   passes    to  another  tenant 
whether  it  is  devoted   to  allotment  pu|B 
poses.     Experience  has  shown  us  that  i 
unwilling  Authority  can  delay  praetic 
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operations  under  the  Allotments  Act  for 
a  period  of  three  years,  and  it  is  one 
of  the  results  of  the  imjperfect  Bill  of 
1887  that  the  authority  in  such  cases 
will  postpone  giving  the  necessary  notices 
to  the  farmer,  and  so  further  delay  the 
operation  of  the  Act.  I  am  glad  the 
Conservative  Pariy  have  recognised  the 
failure  of  the  Act  of  1887.  I  know  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
does  not  admit  that  failure,  but  I  venture 
to  think  the  situation  to-night  is  a  confir- 
mation of  the  statement  that  it  is  a 
feilure.  But  I  do  wish  the  Government 
would  adopt  the  practical  suggestion 
of  making  a  Standing  Committee 
of  the  County  Council  the  au- 
thority under  the  Bill.  They  can 
secure  this  by  dropping  all  the 
Bill,  with  the  exception-  of  the  4th 
clause.  But  as  I  suppose  we  cannot  ex- 
pect them  to  make  that  surrender,  I  am 
driven  to  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Derby  that,  by 
their  conduct,  they  are  once  more  "wasting 
the  time  of  the  House  and  of  the  country. 
(9.45.)  Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants, 
Basingstoke) :  I  would  like  to  bear 
testimony  to  the  successful  working  of 
the  Allotments  Act  in  my  own  Coun^  of 
Hampshire.  In  one  parish  the  labourers 
approached  the  Local  Authorities  with  a 
view  to  securing  land  for  allotments. 
The  matter  came  before  the  Board  of 
Guardians,  who  discussed  the  matter, 
and  at  once  set  about  obtaining  the 
necessary  land.  It  was  a  parish  in  which 
it  was  not  easy  to  get  land  for  allotments, 
and  it  was  only  by  holding  over  the  heads 
of  owners  and  tanants  the  compulsory 
clauses  of  the  Act,  and  by  threatening 
to  put  them  into  force,  that  it  was 
possible  to  get  the  land.  Eventually, 
however,  nine  acres  of  very  good  land 
was  obtained  for  the  purpose,  and  it  was 
let  to  the  labourers  at  the  very 
moderate  rent  of  3d.  per  rod.  I  do  not 
think  that  hon.  Members  will  consider 
that  that  was  an  excessive  charge,  when 
it  is  remembered  that  this  land  formed 
part  of  a  hop  garden.  In  this  case,  con- 
sequently, it  will  be  admitted  that  the 
Act  operated  successfully.  In  another 
parish — that  of  Alton — a  similar  applica- 
tion was  made  for  allotments  by  the 
labourers.  In  that  parish  there  were  no 
vacant  farms  and  great  difficulty  was 
experienced  in  getting  the  allotments. 
Again  the    Board    of  Guardians  were 


petitioned,  and  they  succeeded  by 
threatening  to  put  in  force  the  compul- 
sory clauses  of  the  Act  in  getting  the 
necessary  lands,  and  again  they  let  it  to 
the  labourers  at  the  rate  of  Sd, 
per  rod,  which,  as  hon.  Members  know, 
represents  £2  per  acre.  That,  I  must 
contend,  is  a  very  moderate  rent,  because 
it  is  well-known  that  land  in  that 
immediate  neighbourhood  frequently 
fetches  from  £3  to  £4  per  acre.  I  felt  it 
incumbent  upon  me  to  make  these  few 
remarks, as  several  hon.  Members  opposite 
have  attacked  the  Allotments  Act,  and 
suggested  that  it  has  proved  a  failure.  I 
can  only  say  that  in  my  own  connty 
there  is  a  general  desire  to  provide 
allotments  for  labourers,  and  that  the 
Couiity  Council  for  Hampshire  has 
appointed  an  Allotments  Committee  with 
a  view  to  securing  the  provision  of 
allotments.  I  only  hope  that  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House  will  pass  with  the^ 
Amendment  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- '^ 
man  has  suggested.  I  believe  that  it 
will  prove  a  useful  measure,  and  that  it 
will  be  the  means  of  giving  more 
labourers  allotments  than  possess  them 
at  the  present  time. 

*(9.50.)  Mr.  QUILTER  (Suffolk,  Sud- 
bury) :  I  am  not  surprised  that  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Northamptonshire  should  be  a  little  hard 
on  that  excellent  publication,  the  Rural 
World,  which,  I  am  glad  to  think,  is 
doing  so  much  good  in  disseminating 
the  truth  among  agricultural  labourers. 
Now,  I  should  be  sorry  to  see  this 
matter  dealt  with  in  a  spirit  of  Party 
recrimination,  and  with  a  view  to 
securing  Party  advantage.  I  have 
endeavoured,  as  a  Member  elected 
mainly  by  agricultural  labourers,  to 
study  the  interests  of  that  class  as 
much  as  lies  in  my  power  ;  and  to  that 
end  the  County  Council,  of  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  be  a  member — the  West 
Suffolk  County  Council — have  appointed 
an  Allotments  Committee,  at  which  as 
Chairman  of  the  Sub-Committee  I  have 
taken  an  active  part.  That  Committee 
has  worked  for  six  months  continuously, 
and  it  has  by  its  efforts  collected  a  number 
of  statistics  which  throw  little  light  on 
this  question.  These  statistics  refer  to  no 
fewer  than  181  parishes,  and  they  afford 
some  little  practical  experience  of  the 
working  of  the  Allotments  Act  in  that 
part    of    England.     I    must    take    ex* 
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ception  to  tlie  statemont  made  bj  ray 
lion.  Friend  the  Meraber  for  the  Ilkeston 
Division  to  the  effect  that  the  result  of 
the  working  of  the  Act  in  the  East  of 
England  has  lx;en  wholly  unsatisfactory. 
It  is  jK)rfeetly  true  that,  according  tj  the 
statistics  to  which  I  have  refeiTed,  there 
is  a  considerable  demand  for  allutnients 
still  existing ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
we  find  that  the  number  has  in* 
creased.  In  1887  it  was  r»,62H,  and  in 
1889  it  had  risen  to  6,413.  Tliat  may 
not  be  considered  a  very  great  iVisU It ;  but 
it  does  not  represent  the  whole  increase, 
because  one  effect  of  the  Act  has  been  to 
stimulate  the  provision  of  allotments 
privat3ly,  and  without  bringing  into 
operation  the  compulsory  powers. 
Ther3  is  another  deduction  which  might 
be  drawn  from  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member,  which  1  think  requires  a 
Uttle  qualification,  beciiuse  those  tigures, 
on  the  face  of  theni,  appear  to  show 
au  unfortunate  stata  of  affairs  in  our 
quarter  of  the  world.  They  show  tliat 
tbere  are  2,215  houses  in  the  Western 
Division  of  Suffolk  %nthout  gardens. 
That,  as  far  as  Returns  go,  is  approxi- 
mately true  ;  but  it  must  be  bor  e  in 
mind  that  there  are  8,713  cottages  in  that 
division  which  have  gjirdens  attuched  t<> 
them,  and  that  of  the  :2,215  cottages 
before  referred  to,  the  great  majority 
are  in  streets  iu  small  towns  where 
it  is  manifestly  impossible  that  they 
should  have  gardens  attached  t<i  them, 
r  should  like  to  record  my  humble 
opinion  that  it  is  cottage  gardens 
that  are  most  required  by  agricultural 
labourers  iji  tliis  country.  A  man 
wants  a  garden  where  he  can,  at  the 
termination  of  his  day's  work,  employ 
himself  and  be  assisted  by  the  members 
of  his  family,  and  he  does  not  want 
an  allotment  situated  a  mile  or  two 
miles  from  his  home,  because  it  is  only 
men  of  unusual  strength  and  jM^rsever- 
Huce  who  can,  after  a  hard  dayy  work, 
tramp  that  distance  along  a  dusty  road 
on  a  hilt  summers  evening  or  in  the 
face  of  a  bitter  wind  ou  a  winter's 
night,  in  order  to  carry  on  the  cultix'a.' 
tioD,  In  the  absence  of  legislative 
enactments,  it  is  only  by  the  pressure 
of  public  o2>inion  being  brought  to  bear 
upon  the  owners  of  cottage  property  that 
we  can  hope  to  secure  the  pro\nsion  of 
such  gardens.  I  do  not  think  the 
bhiraB  for  the  absence  of  giardens  rests 
Mr,  QuiUfr 


with  the  krge  owners  of  property.     It 
is  more  often  the  village  tradesman  or 
shopkeeper  w1il>  is  the  owner  of  cottages  J 
atttiched  to  which  are  no  gardens.     And" 
people  who  live   in  these  cottages  maj 
just  as  well  live  iu  8t.  Giles's  or  in  8t 
George's- in -the- East,   because,  as  a  rule  J 
the  dust  bins,  <!fec.,  are  built  close  up  to  the 
back  d(X>r»  and  there  is  no  yard  iu  whicl 
a  person  can  even  turn  round.     I  repeal 
do    not    let   us   approach    this   question 
from  a  Parly  point  of  view.     It  is  not  i 
question  in  which  one  side  of  the  House  ig 
interested  more  than  the  other.    I  do  no^ 
believe  that  the  kndlords  have,  as  a  nilej 
put  a.ny  obstacles  in  th  e  way  of  the  labourer 
getting  allotments,  and  though  I  should 
liave  been  glad  if  the  Government  could 
have  seen  their  way  hy  bringing  in  a  Bill 
for  the  establishment  of  District  Council 
1   wish  to  state  at  one?  that  I  heartily 
accept  this  measure  as  au  instalment  foj 
the  good  of  the  agricultural  laljourersj 
I  renit  m))er  nothing  more  dij^appointing 
in    my  exporic*nco  in  this    House  tbtt 
when  Mr.  Arch,  tlien  a  Member,  t«^lke 
out  an  important  Allotment   Bill,  intn> 
duced  by  the   present  Minister  of  AgriJ 
culture.      Let   hon.   Members,  who  ar 
dees  irons  of   charapLoning  tlie  interest 
of  agricultural   labuui^ers,  take  this  Bill 
as  an   instalment   of  gocd,    and   in    the_ 
hope  tliat  another  year  a   further  et€( 
may   be  made  in  advance.     I  admit   it 
cannot  be  said  that  we  are  going  forward 
iJi  this  nmtter  by   leaps  and  by  Inmnds  \ 
but  I    repeat    I    am     grateful    to     thi^ 
right    hon.    Gentleman    the    President 
of  the  Local  Government  Brnird  for  hi|_ 
measure^  and  I  think  the  ad  minion  which 
have    had     from      hon.    Memliers 
this      side,      that      they     do     not 
intend  to  divide   upon   it,  is  proof  that 
they  know  that  they  must  accept  it.  W^ 
have  heard   something  about  an  appea 
to  the  country  from  the  right  hon.  Genl 
tleman  the  Member  for  Derby,  who  hjuf 
treated  us  to  one  of  those  sfjeeches  whicB 
he  is  so  well  able  to  deliver,  and  which  ar 
never  more  di'lightful  than  wlien  he  isdeall 
ing  with  a  subject  of  which  he  evidentlj 
knows  but  little,  but  upon  which  he 
indued  to  speak  because  he  sees  an  opJ 
portnnity  of  gaining  a  Party  advantage 
Let    me  tell   the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tliat  he  niust  be  very  quick,  indeed,  wit 
I) is   appeal,  if  he  wislies  to  prevent  tt 
Bill  having  its   effect^    because    I    hi>| 
t!mt      under       its      provisions       ther 


we 
on 
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will,  before  the  next  election,  hardly 
be  a  labourer  in  the  Kingdom  who, 
if  he  wants  one,  will  not  have  been  able 
to  obtain  an  allotment.  I  can  only 
repeat  that  I  hops  next  year  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  will  give 
US  a  further  instalment  of  legislation  in 
this  direction.  We  know  Members  of 
this  House  are  all  anxious  to  appear  at 
the  right  time  as  the  friends  of  the 
agricultural  labourer,  and  I  think  it  is  a 
very  reasonable  rivalry.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Northamptonshire  has  re- 
ferred to  the  proposal  to  appoint  the 
Standing  Committee  of  the  County 
Councils  to  deal  with  these  matters.  I 
do  not  know  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
a  member  of  the  County  Council  in  the 
county  which  he  represents  ;  for  if  he 
were,  I  think  he  would  find  that  the 
Standing  Committee  of  the  County 
Council  has  already  more  business  on  its 
hands  than  it  can  well  get  through.  At 
any  rate,  I  know  that  that  is  the  case  in 
regard  to  the  Standing  Committee  of  the 
County  Council  of  my  own  division,  and 

I  believe  it  to  be  the  case  in  regard 
to  such  Committees  in  other  counties. 
It  has  always  be^n  the  fashion  to  refer 
these  matters  to  a  Standing  Committee, 
and  I  would  say  that  I  approve  of  the 
proposal  of  the  Government    to  appoint 

II  Special  Committee,  ad  hoc.  More- 
over, I  do  not  think  the  efforts  made  on 
this  question  by  some  of  the  Local 
Sanitary  Authorities  have  merited  the 
snub  that  would  be  administered  to 
them,  if  without  further  trial  their 
powers  were  summarily  transferred  to 
th'j  County  Council.  And  I  look  for- 
ward with  hope  to  the  right  of  appeal 
conferred  by  the  Bill  working  with 
salutary  effect,  and  to  a  great  addition 
being  made  to  allotments  and  cottage 
tjfardens  during  the  present  year. 

*(10.1.)  Mr.  COBB:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  haa  spoken  of 
the  undesirability  of  treating  this  as  a 
Party  question,  and,  having  said  that, 
he  proceeded  to  make  one  of  the  most 
extravagant  Party  attacks  that  could 
have  been  made  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby.  I 
have  not  had  much  experience  of  this 
House,  and  can  only  judge  from  what  I 
have  s6en  and  heard  during  the  time  I 
have  been  a  Member  of  this  Assembly, 


since  1885,  and  when  the  Secretary 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  says 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  only  began  to  take  an  interest 
in  the  allotments  question  in  1885,  when 
the  agricultural  labourer  first  obtained 
his  Parliamentary  vote,  I  would  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  is  better  to 
have  taken  an  interest  in  the  question  so 
late  as  1885  than,  when  a  measure  is 
brought  forward  in  1886,  to  vote  against 
the  interests  of  the  labouring  classes  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  did.  But 
that  is  not  all.  It  was  said  that  no 
attempt  was  made  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  do  anything  for  the  agricul- 
tural labourer  in  the  shape  of  obteining 
an  Allotments  Bill.  The  fact  is  that  in 
1886,  when  we  were  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  the  hon.  Member  for  Bordesley 
(Mr.  J.  Ceilings),  who  then  sat  for 
Ipswich,  had,  as  the  spokesman  of  the 
Party  he  has  since  left,  brought  in  a  Bil) 
containing  valuable  provisions,  which  Bill, 
in  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member,  was 
introduced  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ilkes^ 
ton.  What  then  happened  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
made  a  strong  speech  in  support  of  that 
Bill.  He  said  he  thought  the  subject 
was  so  large  and  important  that  it  was 
better  it  should  be  dealt  with  by  the 
responsible  Government.  [Laughter fronk 
ther  Ministerial  Benches.^  Hon.  Members 
opposite  laugh,  but  I  will  tell  them  what 
took  place.  At  that  time  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
was  in  power,  and  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man gave  urgent  and  definite  instructions 
to  my  Friend  the  hon.  Member  for  Bor- 
desley,  who  took  up 

(10.5.)  Mr.  J.  COLLINGS  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley)  :  I  beg  to  sg,y  that  I 
never  made  any  such  statement. 

Mb.  COBB:  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bordesley  seems  to  know  so  well  wliat 
has  happened  that  1  cannot  but  think  he 
is  aware  that  what  I  am  going  to  say  is 
true.  The  hon.  Gentleman  told  me  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  had  instructed  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bordesley  to  bring  in  an  Allotments  Bill 
for  the  agricultural  labourers,  and  that 
the  Bill  was  drawn  and  they  were  about 
to  bring  it  in.  That,  I  think,  was  about 
April,  1886,  just  before  the  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  vacated  hiB  seat.  It  was  the  fault, 
partly,  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  that  that 
Bill  was  not  introduced,  because  im- 
mediately afterwards  he  turned  tail  and 
left  the  Liberal  Party  on  the  question 
of  Home  Rule.  It  was  he  and 
his  friends  that  caused  the  Home 
Rule  Bill  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the 
adoption  of  the  Allotments  Bill.  The 
hon.  Member  for  South-East  Essex  has 
said  he  always  held  that  the  Act 
of  1887  was  a  wretched  measure; 
but  on  the  12th  August,  1887,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  "  I  believe  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  are  perfectly  satisfied  with 
the  Bill  as  it  now  stands."  He  also  said 
he  had  brought  in  a  Bill,  in  1888,  upon 
which  was  the  name  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bordesley,  to  amend 
the  Act  of  1887.  That  was  so,  but  the 
Bill  was  almost  entirely  copied  from  the 
^ill  which  had  been  introduced  earlier 
in  the  Session  by  myself.  The  Bill 
of  1887  was  introduced  by  the  Con- 
servative Government,  solely  in  con- 
aequence  of  the  Spalding  election,  and 
the  hon.  Members  for  South-East  Essex 
and  Bordesley  had  an  opportunity  during 
the  whole  of  the  Session  of  1888  of  in- 
troducing their  Bill,  but  they  neglected 
to  do  so  until  many  months  after  I  had 
introduced  my  Bill.  It  is  extraordinary 
that  they  did  not  introduce  their  Bill 
until  after  the  Southampton  and  Ayr 
Burghs  elections,  and  I  cannot  but  think 
that  the  great  and  important  changes 
announced  to-night  in  the  amending  Bill 
now  brought  in  by  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  have,  to  some 
extent,  been  brought  about  by  the  result  of 
the  Stamford  election.  In  common  with 
others  on  this  side  of  the  House  I  shall 
not  oppose  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
but  I  would  join  in  the  request  made  to 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  for  an  authentic  Return  of  the 
number  of  Sanitary  Authorities  who  are 
the  landlords  of  labourers  holding  allot- 
ments. We  do  not  care  to  take  the 
figures  of  the  Rural  Labourers'  League. 
We  know  it  is  a  respectable  body,  but 
we  have  not  much  confidence  in  it ;  as 
we  find  that  all  the  Vice  Presidents,  and 
nearly  all  the  Committee,  who  are  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  almost  always  vote 
against  measures  for  the  benefit  of  the 
agricultural  labourer.  This  Bill  relates 
almost  entirely  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Mr.  Cobb 


compulsory  powers  of  the  Act  of  1887. 
We  have  had  to-night  two  opinions  from 
the  Treasury  Bench  in  reference  to  the 
question  of  compulsory  powers.  Eadj 
in  the  evening  the  Secretary  for  Ireland 
used  all  the  arguments  he  could  employ 
against  compulsion,  while  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  has  shown 
his  inclination  for  compulsion  by  trying 
to  amend  the  compulsory  powers  of  the 
Act  of  1 887.  I  wonder  if  the  latter  right 
hon.  Gentleman  remembers  the  warning 
we  gave  him  as  to  the  working  of  the  com- 
pulsory clauses  of  that  Act,  when  the  Bill 
was  before  Committee.  I  well  remember 
how  lightly  he  then  treated  our  ob- 
jections. He  now  says  that  he  never 
sneered  at  Vestries,  but  if  he  will  refer 
to  his  speech  on  the  former  Allotments 
Bill,  he  will  see  that  he  did  sneer  at 
them, 

•Mr.  RITCHIE  :  WiU  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man repeat  my  words  ? 

*Mr.  COBB  :  I  do  not  happen  to  have 
them  by  me  at  this  moment.  I  should 
like  the  House  to  hear  his  words  after 
what  he  has  said  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  Act  has  worked.  On  the 
12th  August,  1887,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said 

"  Whether  you  look  upon  this  as  a  yoluntary 
question,  or  whether  you  regard  it  in  oonnection 
with  cases  where  compulsory  powers  are 
necessary,  the  machinery  will  be  found  to  be 
simple,  effective,  and  speedy  in  its  operation.*' 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  say 
that  to-day.  I  understand  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  sees  his  error. 
*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  Not  at  aU. 
•*Mr.  COBB:  If  he  does  not  see  his 
error  why  in  the  world  is  he  wasting  the 
time  of  the  House  by  bringing  in  this 
Bill  ?  Bnt  he  made  another  statement, 
also  upon  compulsion: — 

*'But  supposing  that  oompulsion  were 
necessary,  and  the  complicated  machinery 
resorted  to,  it  has  not  been  found  in  connection 
with  other  matters  in  which  land  is  compul* 
sorily  acquired  that  any  difficulty  is  ex- 
perienced.' 

What  becomes  of  his  opinion  ?  If  that 
be  correct  we  do  not  want  this  Bill  at  ali. 
If  compulsory  powers  would  be  easy  in 
their  operation  why  should  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  throw  on  the  County  Council 
further  duties  when,  not  five  minutes 
ago,  he  cheered  the  statement  that 
they  had  already  too  much  to  do  t 
The  compulsory  clauses,  at  all  tevents, 
have  been  a  total  and  absolute  failure. 
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We  have  been  told  to-night,  and  oftan 
before,  that  there  has  not  been  one 
instance  in  which  the  compulsory 
clauses  have  been  put  into  operation. 
At  the  beginning  of  last  Session 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  there 
had  been  two  applications  for  Pro- 
visional Orders,  but  the  expense  of  the 
procedure  was  sogreat  that  the  Authorities 
felt  they  would  be  doing  wrong  to  burden 
the  ratepayers,  besides  which  the  interest 
on  the  purchase  money  would  be  so  groat 
that  the  labourers  would  not  take  the 
allotments  at  the  rents  which  would  have 
b3en  necessary.  I  should  like  to  give  two 
instances  of  the  working  of  this  Act  by. 
Boards  of  Guardians  or  Rural  Sanitary 
Authorities.  In  January,  1888,  four 
months  after  the  Act  of  1887  was  passed, 
the  labourers  of  Farnborough  and 
Mollington,  two  small  villages,  applied  to 
the  Rural  Sanitary  Authority  of  Banbury 
to  provide  them  with  land  for  allotments. 
Nearly  the  whole  of  the  suitalble  land  in 
those  two  villages  belonged  to  Archdeacon 
Holbech,  for  whom  I  have  the  utmost 
respect,  but  who  seems  to  have  limited 
views  with  regard  to  allotments.  Arch- 
deacon Holbech  has  over  and  over  again 
expressed  the  view  that  two  chains,  or 
one-fifth  of  an  acre,  is  the  utmost 
quantity  of  land  which  a  labouring  man 
can  possibly  work.  He  declined  to  grant 
any  more  land.  The  Local  Authority, 
who  possess  a  very  active  chairman, 
knowing  their  business,  calculated  what 
the  cost  would  be  of  obtaining  com- 
pulsory powers  and  compelling  this 
Archdeacon  to  do  his  duty,  and  they 
found  that  the  expenses  would  be  so 
great  that  the  rent  for  the  land  would 
be  higher  than  the  labourers  could  pay. 

*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  Has  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man got  any  figures  in  the  case  of  the 
Banbury  Authority,  who  found  the  cost 
so  great  ? 

*Mr.  COBB :  I  have  no  figures,  and  I 
can  only  refer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  the  Banbury  Guardian^  slips  from 
which,  if  I  remember  .rightly,  I  had  the 
honour  of  sending  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  admit  freely  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  done  his  best  to  make 
Boards  of  Guardians  do  their  duty,  but  I 
am  not  sure  that  in  this  case  the  Board  of 
Guardians  did  not  do  their  duty  better  by 
abstaining  from  the  exercise  of  compul- 
sion, because  they  found  that  the  rent  of 
the  allotments  would  be  too  heavy  for 


the  labourers.  Hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  have  said  so,  too, 
and  it  is  notorious  all  over  the  county. 
Now,  as  to  the  question  of  delay.  I  will 
give  the  House  a  case  which  came  before 
the  Rugby  Board  of  Guardians  relating  toa 
village  called  Crick,  which  is  in  the  con- 
stituency of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  one  of  the  Divisions  of  Northampton- 
shire. In  November,  1887,  two  months 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  the  Crick 
labourers  applied  for  land  for  allotments. 
The  Local  Authority  at  Rugby  comprises 
some  very  good  men  of  business.  They  very 
properly  appointed  a  Committee  on  the  5th 
December,  1887,  to  confer  with  the 
labourers.  That  Committee  reported 
that  there  was  a  demand  for  30 
acres,  and  that  there  was  no  chance 
of  any  voluntary  arrangement  be- 
tween the  landowners  and  the  labourers, 
and  they  advised  that  negotiations  with 
the  landowners  should  be  commenced. 
They  had  to  negotiate  with  a  clergyman, 
the  Rev.  Henry  Lister;  and,  finally, 
when  the  negotiations  failed,  and 
he  would  not  grant  the  land  volun- 
tarily, they  thought  about  putting 
the  compulsory  powers  in  force.  A 
clergyman  on  t]ie  Board,  the  Guardian 
for  Crick,  reported  that  there  were 
36  men  in  the  village  out  of  employ- 
ment and  wanting  allotments.  On  the 
12th  March,  a  month  afterwards,  * 
an  amendment  was  carried  to  the  pro- 
posal to  put  the  compulsory  powers  in 
force,  that  a  definite  answer  should  be 
obtained  from  the  Rev.  H.  Lister.  Mr. 
Mitchison,  when  this  Amendment  was 
carried  said,  "  We  are  getting  no  further," 
whereupon  the  Chairman  of  the  Board, 
who  is  also  a  clergyman,  said  "  We  do 
not  mean  to."  I  have  no  doubt  that 
accurately  represented  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  of  the  Board.  Nothing  had 
been  done  in  August,  1888,  when  one  of 
the  labourers  wrote,  "  The  workmen  must 
have  land  or  starve."  Then  he  ex- 
pressed a  sentiment  which  I  am  afraid 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will  not 
appreciate,  "I  hope  the  Liberals, 
when  they  come  into  power,  will 
bring  in  a  really  good  Allotments 
Bill."  I  hope  they  will ;  and  if  they  do 
not,  I  will  certainly  join'  the  hon. 
Members  opposite  in  voting  against 
them.  On  August  27th,  1888,  it  was 
resolved  at  last  to  put  the  compulsory 
I  powers  in  force.      In  October  the  usual 
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advertisements  were  published  in  the 
Rugby  papers.  The  Clerk,  a  careful 
Tnan  of  business,  reported— just  as  the 
Banbury  Clerk  did — that  a  great  expen- 
diture would  be  incurred  in  putting  the 
compulsory  powers  in  force,  and  there- 
upon the  Board  ordered  that  no  further 
proceedings  should  ba  taken.  One  of 
the  members  of  the  Board  said  that 
before  they  were  a  year  older  they  would 
have  simpler  powers.  He  was  alluding 
to  the  promise  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  who, 
in  order  to  get  rid  of  the  Amendments 
moved  on  the  Local  Government  Bill, 
pledged  himself,  without  qualification, 
that  a  District  Councils  Bill  should 
be  brought  in  the  Session  of  1889. 
Another  gentleman  made  the  remark, 
the  Rev.  Dr.  Gray — another  parson  ; 
there  are  too  many  parsons  on  this 
Board — "It  is  possible  that  the  craze 
may  die  out."  That  was  the  way 
in  which  the  rev.  gentleman  looked  at 
thos2  compulsory  powers  to  provide 
land  for  starving  men.  He  waited 
for  the  time  when  the  "  craze  "  would 
cease  to  exist.  Well,  in  the  division  I 
represent,  there  is  a  very  popular  noble- 
man— Lord  Willoughby  de  Broke — who, 
in  a  speech  he  made  in  Warwickshire, 
pointed  out  what  a  great  blessing  the 
.Allotments  Act  had  been  to  the  labourers 
in  the  village  where  he  lives.  I  took  the 
liberty  of  writing  him  that  there  had  not 
been  a  single  case  in  the  village  to  which 
he  referred  in  which  an  inch  of  land  had 
been  obtained  under  the  Allotments  Act. 
Lord  Willoughbv  used  exactly  the  same 
language  about  the  Act  having  stimulated 
the  landlords  to  give  allotments.  Then 
I  was  obliged  ^to  point  out  that  Lord 
Willoughby,  I  felt  sure,  b.*ing  the  prin- 
cipal landlord,  required  no  stimulus,  and 
I  felt  sure  he  would  have  given  the 
labourers  allotments  years  and  years 
before,  but  he  had  not.  As  to  the  great 
interest  of  county  gentlemen  in  allot- 
ments, I  have  the  misfortune  to  be  the 
only  Member  for  tlie  County  of  Warv^ick 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  I  look  in 
vain  for  the  three  other  Members,  who 
sometimes  sit  on  the  other  side.  They 
are  all  county  gentlemen  ;  I  believe 
they  are  all  landowners.  When  the 
Allotments  Act  was  discussed  in  1887 
one  hon.  Gentleman  was  here  for  one 
night ;  the  other  two  were  never  here 
during  the  whole  discussion.  I  ask  hon. 
Mr.  Cobb 


Gentlemen  opposit3  whether  that  sort  of 
abstention  from  duty  is  likely  to  increase 
the  idea  which  is  put  forward  so  strong^ly 
to-night^  that  county  gentlemen  of  Eng- 
land do  really  wish  that  the  men  should 
have  allotments.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Somersetshire  alluded  to  the  labourers  of 
that  county,  who  cannot  get  allotments 
from  the  Sanitary  Authorities.  We 
pointed  all  this  out  and  a  great  deal 
more  when  the  Bill  of  1 887  wasintroduced , 
and  we  took  a  number  of  Divisions,  and 
what  did  we  get  for  our  pains  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bordesley  Division,  who 
at  tliat  time  had  become  a  full  blown 
Member  of  the  Tory  Party,  spoke  of  us 
and  of  myself  in  particular,  as  "the  newly- 
foundfriendsof  the  agricultural  labourer.'* 
But  in  1885,  speaking  on  my  behalf  at  a 
meeting  in  Warwickshire,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bordesley  (Mr.  JeEse  CoUings) 
said  that  the  labourers  might  depend 
upon  me  to  look  after  their  interest  be- 
cause he  knew  I  had  been  brought 
up  in  the  wish  to  do  so.  There- 
fore, I  think  it  was  rather  hard  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  in  conjunction  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  CJhamber- 
lain),  to  call  me  a  tiewly-found  friend  of 
the  agricultural  labourer.  But  a  newly - 
found  friend  is  better  than  a  newJy- 
found  enemy.  In  sayiiig  that  I  refer 
more  to  the  right,  hon.  Gentleman  thi? 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  than  to 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bordesley.  I  am  glad  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Ritchie)  has  altered  the 
Bill  to  the  extent  he  has  done,  but  I  hope 
that  some  member  of  the  Government 
will  tell  us  the  meaning  of  the  3rd 
clausi.  If  it  means  that  the  County 
Council  are  to  begin  all  over  again,  it 
means  that  there  wi'l  have  to  be  two 
local  inquiries  before  the  Act  is  put  into 
operation.  In  1887  a  prominent  member 
of  the  Government  said  that  the  county 
was  too  large  an  area  to  which  'to  give 
the  acquisition  and  the  management  of 
allotments.  I  agree  with  that.  The 
county  being  too  large  and  the  Board  of 
Guardians  being  an  improper  Authority, 
when  the  Bill  is  read  a  second  time  I 
shall  put  down  an  instruction  to  amend 
it,  so  that  the  Authority  may  be  altered, 
and  that  the  management  and  control 
of  allotments  may  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  a  popularly  elected  body  over  a  smaller 
area   than    that   of  the  Rural   Sanitiry 
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Authority — namely,  the  Parish  Council. 
I  balieve  that  what  the  labourers  want  in 
this  country  is  not  to  have  any  individual 
relations  between  themselves  and  the 
landlord.  I  believe  it  would  be  better 
for  them,  and  better  f or^the  landlords  and 
everybody  else,  if  every  allotment  in  the 
country  was  owned  or  leased  by  an 
Authority  elected  by  the  people,  so  that 
the  people  might  themselves,  at  any  rate, 
have  some  voica  in  the  choice  of  their 
landlords,  and  that  if  their  landlords 
misbehaved  themselves  they  might  put 
in  others  who  would  behave  themselves 
better.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  laughs,  but  as  certain  as  he  is 
sitting  there  that  will  be  done  some  day. 
(10.33.)  Mr.  C.  W.  GRAY  (Essex,  Mai- 
don)  :  I  am  always  very  glad  when  a 
question  is  discussed  which  isof  interest  to 
the  agricultural  labourers  of  England,  who 
are  perhaps  rather  neglected  in  this 
respect.  I  am  glad  this  question  has 
been  treated,  not  by  all  but  by  many 
of  the  Members  who  have  spoken,  in  a 
fair  and  frank  manner,  and  without  re- 
sort to  electioneering  tactics.  I  fail  to 
understand  the  charge  made  by  one  or 
two  hon.  Members  opposite,  who  seem  to 
intimate  that  either  the  farmers  or  land- 
lords of  England  have  objections  to  the 
labourers  having  small  plots  of  land.  As 
far  as  my  own  experience  goes  that  is 
not  the  cfise,  and  they  would  only  be  too 
glad  to  see  thorough  facilities  given  in 
that  direction.  We  k-now  perfectly  well 
that  a  large  plot  of  land  is  not  workable 
by  a  man  who  has  to  work  for  his  master 
all  day  long,  but  we  should  support  any 
legislation  that  is  fair  and  reasonable, 
and  that  would  enable  the  agricultural 
labourers  to  spend  an  hour  or  two  in  the 
evening  upon  an  allotment  or  cottage 
garden.  The  man  who  works  in  that 
way  will  not,  at  all  events,  be  waisting 
his  time  at  the  public-housa,  and  many 
of  the  cottages  have  not  the  amount  of 
garden  accommodation  they  ought  to 
have.  It  is  unfair  to  say  that  landlords 
or  farmers,  as  a  class,  are  opposed  to  any 
reasonable  legislation  on  this  subject.  In 
my  own  neighbourhood  the  labourers  have 
got  allotments  by  voluntary  arrangement 
with  the  landlord,  and,  argue  as  we  may, 
I  am  sure  it  is  very  much  better  that 
this  should  be  the  case.  If  we  try  to 
legislate  for  compulsory  acquirement  of 
land  we  sliall  have  to  encounter  the 
difficulty  and  trouble  of  setting  up  ex- 
pensive machinery,  which  will  result  in 
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causing  the  land  to  be  too  highly  rented 
to  make  it  worth  while  for  the  labourer 
to  cultivate  it.  I  welcome  the  Bill  we 
are  now  discussing  as  another  step  in  the 
right  direction.  I  am  not  satisfied  with 
the  existing  Act,  which  leaves  a  good 
deal  for  improvement,  although  it  is 
certainly  not  accurate  to  say  that  it  hai 
been  of  no  use.  I  think  there  is  room  for 
this  additional  measure,  and  I  hope  that 
other  steps  will  be  taken  in  the  same 
direction. 

(10.36.)  Mr.  COLLINGS:  I  am  ex- 
tremely glad  to  welcome  any  step,  whether 
small  or  great,  towards  the  realisation  of 
the  hopes  of  the  labourers  with  regard  to 
allotments,  and  I  think  I  may  claim  the 
agreement  of  all  the  House  when  I  say 
that  the  present  President  and  Secretary 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  have, 
by  their  sympathy  with  this  move- 
ment, advanced  it  to  a  very  large  extent 
during  their  tenure  of  office.  We  have 
heard  some  curious  speeches  on  this  side 
of  the  House.  It  is  said  that  nothing^ 
brings  such  acute  suffering  to  men  as 
the  contemplation  of  their  neglected 
opportunities,  and  it  is  positively  touch- 
ing to  see  the  discomfort  and  agony 
manifested  by  some  hon.  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House  when  we  contem- 
plate hon.  Members  on  the  other  side 
doing  work  which  they  have  neglected. 
The  bulk  of  their  speeches  have  been 
aimed  in  the  first  place  at  explaining 
away  that  neglect,  and,  secondly,  at 
proving  that  what  has  been  done  by 
others  than  themselves  is  of  little  worth. 
This  Bill  has  been  described  as  waste 
paper,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Rugby 
(Mr.  Cobb)  has  called  it  a  wretched  Bill. 
If  that  be  so,  why  does  not  the  hon. 
Member  vote  against  it  ?  If  it  be  a 
wretched  Bill  surely  it  ought  to  be 
opposad,  but  hon.  Members  know  that 
such  talk  as  that  with  regard  to  this  Bill, 
and  similar  talk  with  regard  to  the  Bill 
of  1887,  will  not  go  down  with  those  who 
are  most  conoerned.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Rugby  has  made  a  statement,  once  in 
print,  and  again  in  tliis  House  to-night, 
about  some  cock-and-bull  story  as  to  a  Bill 
to  be  prepared  by  the  late  Government. 
It  is  not  my  duty  to  say  anything  about 
what  was  beiug  done  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, but  the  memory  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber does  not  serve  him  when  he  makes 
that  statement. 

*Mr.  COBB :  I  would  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  I  made  the  statement  in 
3  S 
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this  House  in  liis  presence  on  a  previous 
occasion,  and  he  did  not  deny  it,  and 
before  I  did  so  I  submitted  it  to  the 
President  of  the  Tysoe  Allotments  Asso- 
ciation, who  confirmed  every  word  of 
what  I  said. 

Mr.  COLUNGS  :  I  do  not  know  whom 
the  hon.  Member  submitted  it  to,  I 
only  state,  of  my  own  knowledge,  the 
fticts  which  relate  to  myself,  and  with 
regard  to  that  I  adhei^o  to  my  posi- 
tion. The  Conservative  Government  was 
turned  out  at  the  end  of  Jjinuary,  on  the 
Allotments  QueBtion,  and  within  less 
than  a  month  the  new  Government 
came  in  and  made  their  statement,  in 
which  there  was  not  a  word  of  reference 
to  allotments.  I  was  a  very  humble 
member  of  the  Grovemment. 

An  hon.  McmjEB :  Why  did  you  not 
resign  ? 

Mb.  JESSE  COLUNGS:  Everyone 
knows  that  a  su Inordinate  Member,  such 
as  a  Secretary  of  a  Department,  is  not  a 
Cabinet  Minister,  and  therefore  does  not 
know  the  policy  x\l  the  Cabinet  as  to  the 
date  of  the  introduction  of  the  Allotments 
BilL  There  was  another  measure  sprung 
on  the  House  and  the  country,  which 
put  all  Allotments  Bills  and  everything 
of  that  kind  aside  permanently,  and  it  is 
simply  playing  with  words  to  talk  about 
the  late  Government  having  an 
Allotments  Bill  ready, 

•*Mr.  COBB  :  I  would  ask  w^hether  the 
hon.  Gentleman  denies  that  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham,  iis  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Boartl,  received 
instructions  from  the  Prime  Minister  to 
draw  up  a  Local  Government  Bill  con- 
taining large  powers  with  reference  to 
allotments  ? 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS:  That  is  a  ques- 
tion which  it  is  proper  neither  to  ask  or  to 
answer.  Hon.  Members  have  asked  why 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  is  not 
present.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
engaged  with  his  constituents,  and  the 
Government  do  not  require  assistance  to 
pass  the  Bill,  l>ecause  they  will  have 
the  assistance  of  hon.  < Gentlemen  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Rugby  Division 
talked  of  the  numerous  and  valuable 
Amendments  to  the  Bill  of  1887. 
Numerous  they  were,  no  doubt,  but  their 
value  was  not  so  obvious.  The  hon. 
Member  himself  moved  an  Amendment 
that  the  Bill  should  cease  to  be  in  opera- 
tion in  1889»  and  another  hon.  Member 
Mr,  Cobb 


moved  that  burial-grounds  shonld  not  be 
taken  for  allotments.  Those  are  samples 
uf  the  large  number  of  Amendments  whicli 
occupied  the  time  of  the  House.  The  fact 
is  that  hon.  Members  were  so  enamoured 
of  the  Bill  that  they  almost  killed  it  in 
their  embraces,  I  remember,  on  August 
18,  there  were  17  jjages  of  Amendments 
down  on  the  Paper;  and  on  the  next 
night,  though  many  Amendmenta  had 
been  disposed  of,  there  were  again  17 
pages.  On  the  last  day  of  Committee 
there  were  15  pages  of  Amendments ; 
and  it  was  only  due  to  the  express 
determination  of  tlie  Government  and 
the  threat  of  the  Closure  that  the  Bill  was 
passed  at  all.  A  Lirge  proportion  of  the 
speeches  that  have  been  made  have  had 
reference  to  the  Act  of  1887.  l^o  one 
pretended  that  it  was  a  perfect  measure. 
There  are  very  few  Acts  of  Parliament 
that  are  perfect;  and  if  cases  of  the  failure 
of  this  Act  are  to  be  brought  forward  , 
could  mention  scores  of  cases  on  the  oth6_ 
side  where  there  have  been  successes.  It 
is  imptDSsible  to  fully  estimate  the  actual 
working  of  the  Act  of  1887  ;  but  there  is 
positive  proof  that  its  effect  has  been 
enormous.  Putting  aside  all  the  cases 
where  it  may  be  supposed  that  the  lai] 
would  have  been  supplied  without  fcfc 
Act,  it  is  found  that  above  2,000  acred 
have  l^een  given  by  the  indirect  effect  of 
the  Act,  and  between  4,000  and  5,0C 
Tii^Tx  supplied  wnth  iUlotments.  As 
those  directly  supplied  by  the  Loc 
Authorities,  though  the  estimate 
1,800  put  forward  by  hon.  Memhei 
is  true  for  last  September,  it 
much  under  the  mark  now 
between  2,000  and  3,000  men  hav 
Ix-en  assisted  to  allotments  by  the 
Authorities.  Therefore^,  though  the  Ad 
has  only  been  in  existence  for  18  raontli 
more  than  8,000  men  have  benefited  I 
it»  and  it  is  therefore  unfair  to  call 
Act  a  sham  and  a  delusion.  There 
weekly  evidence  of  the  increase  of  th 
operation  of  the  Act ;  but  I  synifjathia 
with  hon.  Members  who  are  lx>und 
minimist^  the  legislation  which  theS 
oppments  have  passed,  and  which  the 
have  neglected  to  pass,  1  know  th 
difficulties  of  their  position,  and 
make  every  allow*ance  for  them  ;  but  1 
beg  of  them  not  to  make  the  labon 
snfl'er  for  Party  exigencies.  That  is  tl 
only  thing  I  ask  them  ;  and  I  am  gla 
tberefore,  to  hear  that  the  cxi 
affection  which  waa  sliown  for  the  Allot 
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give  advice  to  hon.  Members — they  give 
me  plenty — it  is  to  spend  some  of  the 
energy  which  they  now  expend  in  going 
up  and  down  the  country  declaring  the 
Allotments  Act  a  sham  and  a  delusion 
in  the  efEort  to  turn  the  Act  to  account 
and  to  get  the  land  for  the  men.  That  is 
what  the  rural  Labourers' League  has  been 
doing,  and  it  has  got  for  the  men 
thousands  of  acres,  but  not  by  bullying 
or  raising  Party  feeling.  Not  very  Jong 
ago  I  heard  a  stump  orator  holding 
forth  to  an  audience  of  Devonshire 
labourers,  and  proving  to  his  own  satis- 
faction that  they  would  never  obtain 
allotments.  The  gentleman  did  not 
understand  why  his  audience  were  on 
the  broad  grin  all  the  time.  The  fact 
is  that  a  week  or  a  fortnight  before, 
within  a  gunshot  of  where  the  gentleman 
was  speaking,  each  men  had  obtained  as 
much  land  as  he  required.  This  is  what 
is  goiDg  on  in  the  country — men  arc 
making  this  a  mere  political  question, 
instead  of  one  for  the  labourers. 

Mr  WINTERBOTHAM:  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  state  where  this  was  ? 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS:  It  was  in 
Devonshire,  in  the  neighbouring  parish  to 
my  own.  As  one  who  has  taken  some 
part  in  this  question,  as  one  who  has 
advocated  it  when  there  were  found 
only  one  or  two  on  either  side  of  the 
House  to  take  any  notice  of  it,  I  from 
my  heart  thank  the  Government,  and 
particularly  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  and  his  coadjutor,  for 
the  full  sympathy  they  have  shown  for 
the  labourers.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Rugby  Division  (Mr.  Cobb)  has  talked  of 
turning  Tory — I  sympathise  with  him — 
if  the  Liberal  Party  does  not  deal  with 
allotments.  But  what  does  he  say  of  me  ? 
That  I  am  turning  Tory  by  supporting  the 
Government  because  the  Liberals  will  not 
deal  with  allotments.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man now  says  that  he  will  turn  against 
the  Liberals  if  they  do  not  deal  with 
allotments  when  they  should  happen  to 
come  into  power.  He  knows  perfectly 
well  that  the  Liberal  Government,  if  it 
ever  sees  existence,  is  pledged  up  to  the 
eyes,  as  solemnly  as  men  can  be  pledged, 
to  bring  forward  a  question  which  will 
occupy  not  one  Session  or  two  Sessions, 
perhaps,  not  one  General  Election  but 
two  General  Elections.  He  knows  that 
the  result  must  be  tliat  the  question  of 
allotments  must  be  postpoued  indefinitely, 
and  will  never  be  dealt  with  until  the 
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ments  Act  of  1887 — an  affection  which 
would  have  caused  the  measure  its  life 
but  for  our  interposition — is  not  to  be 
exercised  in  regard  to  the  present  Bill. 
I  have  said,  in  this  House  and  out  of  it, 
tliat  a  compulsory  clause  once  passed  will 
be  very  rarely  used,  and  I  said  this  when 
many  hon.  Members  who  criticise  me 
now  had  yet  to  learn  what  an  allotment 
was.  They  speak  of  the  Act  of  1887  as 
though  it  were  only  composed  of  com- 
pulsory clauses ;  but  surely  the  voluntary 
clauses  are  as  important  a  part  of  the 
Bill.  If  the  voluntary  clauses  work  well 
and  smoothly  they  will  answer  every 
purpose  save  that  of  Party  interest.  The 
one  great  defect  of  the  Act  of  1887  was 
the  absence  of  a  Coart  of  Appeal; 
but  by  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
and  especially  by  the  Amendments 
promised  by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  this  defect  will  be 
remedied  by  giving  a  cheap  and,  I 
venture  to  say,  an  effective  Court  of 
Appeal.  Tliat  th3  County  Council  will 
be  an  effective  and  sympathetic  Court 
of  Appeal  we  have  abundant  evidence 
already.  Take  the  action  of  the 
Member  for  North  -  East  Norfolk 
(Sir  E.  Birkbeck),  for  instance.  See 
what  he  has  done  on  the  County  Council 
of  his  district,  taking  the  question  from 
the  Sanitary  Authority  to  the  Coxmty 
Council.  You  can  multiply  that  case 
throughout  the  country,  and  will  see 
what  a  sympathetic  tribunal  you  will 
have  for  the  appeal.  What  we  contend 
is  that  the  Act  of  1887,  though  not  free 
from  defects,  has  been  more  attended 
by  successful  results  than  almost  any 
Act  of  Parliament  of  the  kind  during  the 
time  it  has  been  in  existence.  I  have 
dates  and  facts  for  this  assertion,  and  I 
can  prove  them  if  challenged.  I  will 
not  allude  to  the  discourteous  or  rash 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Welling- 
borough. I  do  not  think  they  matter 
much  ;  therefore,  I  will  pass  them  over, 
but  they  show  to  what  straits  hon. 
Gentlemen  are  put.  As  to  the  remarks 
which  have  been  made  ^bout  the  action 
of  the  Government  with  regard  to  allot- 
ments, it  must  be  admitted  that  while 
the  present  Government  did  not  promise 
they  performed,  and  while  the  late  Go- 
vernment promised  they  did  not  perform. 
The  agricultural  labourers  understand 
matters,  and  they  will  not  b3  so  foolish 
as  to  throw  away  or  to  lose  a  bird  in  the 
hand  for  one   in  the  bush.       If  I    may 
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Irish  Question  is  settled.  1  intend,  in 
this  matter,  to  assist  the  present  Govern- 
ment regardless  of  Party,  because  they 
are  not  content  with  making  promises, 
but  give  practical  proof  of  their 
sincerity.  I  shall  not  support  a  Party 
who,  whilst  they  ask  for  votes  in  order 
to  carry  legislation  on  agricultural  and 
educational  questions,  know  well  that 
the  power  which  those  votes  will  give 
them  will  be  used  to  push  through  this 
Houso  their  scheme  of  legislation  for 
Ireland. 

•(1 1.7.)  Mr.  STAXSFELD  (Halifax)  : 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Bordesley  Divi- 
sion (Mr  Jesse  Ceilings)  has  curious 
notions  of  proportion  and  official  propriety. 
It  is  true  that  in  1886  the  hon.  Member 
moved  the  Amendment  to  the  Address 
in  favour  of  allotments,  and  that  upon 
that  Amendment  Parties  clianged  sides. 
The  hon.  Member  would  therefore  have 
the  House  believe  that  he  had  a  right  to 
dictate  to  the  Governjuent  that  came  into 
power  not  only  what  should  be  their  policy 
but  even  the  order  of  their  proceedings. 
Such  is  the  hon.  Member's  notion  of 
proportion.  Has  he  ever  heard  of  the 
fly  on  the  wheel  ?  Why,  the  change  of 
Parties  did  not  take  place  upon  the 
question  of  allotments  in  reahty.  Every- 
body knows  thai  on  the  occasion  of 
Amendments  to  the  Address  Parties 
divide  with  reference  to  their  natural 
divisions  and  their  natural  antagonisms. 
In  fact,  they  take  advantage  of  oppor- 
tunities of  that  kind.  [Laughter  and 
ci'ies  of  "  Oh "  Jram  tha  Ministerial 
Bencl^s.^  Why  this  assumption  of 
innocence?  The  whole  history  of 
debates  on  the  Address  points  in  the 
direction  which  I  have  indicated  ;  and  if 
the  Opposition  can  put  the  Party  in 
power  in  a  minority  by  an  Amendment 
on  the  Address  they  do  so.  The  hon. 
Member  would  be  entitled  to  say  that  a 
Party  coming  into  power  on  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  question  of  allotments  were 
morally  and  honourably  bound  to  take 
that  qu2Stion  up ;  but  when  it  comes  to 
that  question  we  see  his  peculiar  notion  of 
official  propriety.  He  thinks  it  perfectly 
justifiable  to  turn  round  against  the 
Party  of  which,  as  he  tells  us,  he  was  a 
humble  Member,  and  which  he  joined 
after  the  memorable  Division,  and  to 
accuse  them  of  not  carrying  out  the 
policy  which  the  Amendment  fore- 
shadowed. I  ask  him,  did  he  make 
terms  when  he  took  office  thr.t  the  quts- 
Mr.  Jesse  CoUings 


tion  should  be  dealt  with  on  a  particuli 
day? 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  As  I  a 
directly  appealed  to,  let  me  say  I  did  Dj 
think  it  necessary  to  make  terms  wii 
reference  to  that  which  before  the  wor 
and  this  House  was  an  honourable  agre 
ment  and  understanding. 

•Mb.  STANSFELD:  I  take  tb 
answer.  He  joined  the  Govemmei 
that  came  into  power,  and  he  has  bee 
asked,  "  Did  you  receive  in  your  Depai 
ment  instructions  to  frame  a  measu: 
dealing  with  this  very  question  V  Thi 
question  the  hon.  Member  does  not  feel  i 
liberty  to  answer.  [Mr.  Jesse  Collingj 
I  could  answer  it.]  The  hon.  Member  ca 
turn  agaiust  the  Government  which  1 
joined  ;  but  it  is  not  in  accordance  wii 
his  notions  of  official  propriety  to  ss 
what  instructions  he  received  at  ^l 
time.  Now,  the  Secretary  to  the  Loci 
Government  Board  made  a  statement  c 
a  rather  extraordinary  nature  when  h 
said  he  was  not  prepared  to  offer  to  tt 
House  any  figures  concerning  tl 
number  of  allotments  which  have  bee 
provided  in  consequence  of  the  Act  t 
1887,  because  he  has  no  power  to  call  f( 
the  Returns. 

•Mr.  long  :  I  beg  pardon.  I  said  w 
were  not  prepared  to  give  any  figure 
with  regard  to  the  allotments  b 
voluntary  arrangement  with  the  Sanitar 
Authorities,  which,  as  we  contend,  ha 
been  the  outcome  of  the  Act. 

•Mb.  STANSFELD:  I  understan 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  h 
excluded  cases  where  there  had  bee 
voluntary  arrangements  in  consequenc 
of  the  action  taken  by  the  Sanitar 
Authorities. 

•Me.  LONG:  The  hon.  Gentlema 
knows  better  than  I  do  that  the  Sanitar 
Authorities  only  appealed  to  the  Loc 
Government  Board,  and  their  action  onl 
becomes  known  to  the  Local  Goveri 
ment  Board  when  a  loan  was  contractei 
Otherwise  the  Board  have  no  knowledg 
and  can  obtain  no  knov/ledge,  of  the 
proceedings  in  any  way. 

•Mr.  STANSFELD:  That  brings  h 
to  my  point.  I  say  that  nothing  coul 
have  been  more  easy  than  for  the  Loa 
Government  Board  to  address  a  Circuh 
to  the  Sanitary  Authorities  requestir 
them  to  furnish  particulars  of  any  allc 
ments  which  have  come  to  their  knoT 
ledge,  or  to  which  they  had  been 
party.    Such  a  request  would,  as  a  matte 
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of  course,  have  been  complied  with.  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  to 
a  Return  about  to  be  issued  by  the 
Minister  for  Agriculture.  It  is  not  of 
importance  to  us  from  what  Department 
it  issues  ;  but  we  require  a  clear  under- 
standing what  the  Return  shall  contain. 
What  we  want,  and  what  we  shall  expect 
before  the  Bill  proceeds  in  Committee,  is 
this  :  We  desire  to  know  what  has  been 
the  operation  of  the  Act.  That  is  the 
question  of  the  moment.  We  do  not 
merely  want  to  know  the  number  of 
allotments  granted.  Why,  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Somerset  (Mr. 
Hobhouse),  speaking  some  time  ago,  said 
the  total  number  of  allotments  since  the 
Act  was  passed,  being  compared  with 
the  number  previously  provided,  would 
in  the  difference  of  totals  give  the  measure 
of  the  operation  of  the  Act ;  but  there  is 
no  justification  for  a  proposition  of  that 
kind,  for  who  can  say  what  other  causes 
may  have  been  in  operation  in  the  same 
direction  ?  What  we  expect  is  not  a  mere 
catalogue  of  allotments,  but  information 
throwing  such  light  upon  the  question 
that  we  can  understand  in  what  way  the 
Act  has  operated,  how  far  it  has  operated, 
and  how  far  it  has  not.  Nobody  will 
deny  that  the  Act  has  worked  as  a 
stimulant.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  has  practically  said  the  effect  of 
the  Act  has  been  as  a  stimulant,  and  that 
it  has  produced  a  large  crop  of  allotments 
by  indirect  action. 
*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  By  voluntary  arrange- 
ment. 

*Mr.  STANSFELD:  That  was  the 
point  of  his  argument.  He  not  only 
said  that,  but  he  also  very  frankly 
acknowledged  that  he  looked  forward  to 
District  Councils  in  the  future  to  be  con- 
stituted and  elected  on  a  popular  basis 
of  democratic  household  suffrage,  and 
the  protection  of  ballot  as  the  proper 
Body  to  whom  this  function  of  dealing 
with  allotments  should  be  committed. 
Well,  but  that  is  the  condemnation  of 
the  present  system.  Now  he  urges  that 
he  could  not  help  himself ;  but  he  admits 
that  the  Boards  of  Guardians  with  their 
paper  voting,  property  qualification,  and 
without  the  protection  of  the  ballot, 
are  not  the  Body  from  whom  proper 
consideration  of  this  question  of  allot- 
ments can  be  expected.  We  believe  that 
such  a  question  can  only  be  fairly  dealt 
with  by  a  popularly-elected  and  Repre- 
sentative Body  within  a  comparatively 
small    area  within    e^jch    county.     The 


right      hon.      Gentleman      has     given 
indication      of      an      Amendment     to 
the      second     section      of      the      Bill. 
As  it  at  present  runs,  the  CountyJCouncil, 
on  primd  facie  evidence   of  the  facts 
stated  in  the  petition  directed  to  show 
that  a  Sanitary  Authority  has  failed  in 
its  duty,  may  cause  a  local  inquiry  to  be 
made ;  and,  if  satisfied,  may  inform  the 
Sanitary  Authority  of  their  decision,  and 
require    the  Sanitary  Authority,  within 
a  time,  not  exceeding  six  months,  to  take 
proceedings  under  the  Act ;  and  if  at  the 
expiration   of  that    time    the  Sanitary 
Authority  does  not  act  power  lapses   to 
the   County   Council.      Now   the   right 
hon.  Gentleman  has,  on  the  whole,  been 
congratulated   on  his  proposed  Amend- 
ment ;  but  I  cannot  say  that  I  am  prepared 
at  this  moment — I   do  not  know   what 
more  can  be  said  in  its  favour — to  join 
in  those  congratulations,  and  I  will  tell 
him  why.     My  expectation  is  this  :  that 
if  the  County  Council  under  this  Act 
find  that  to   lend  a  willing  ear  to   the 
petition  of  the  labourers  saying  that  the 
Sanitary   Authorities   have    refused,   or' 
neglected,  to  deal  with  their  demands, 
if  the  County  Council  comes  to  know,  as 
they  will  know  by  this  Amendment,  that 
to  listen  to  this  request  will  ipso  facto 
deprive  the  Sanitary  Authority  of  their 
power,  my  expectation  is  that  they  will 
decline  to  exercise  that  power.     As  the 
Bill   stands,  it  comes  to  this :   that   if 
the  County  Council  come  to  a  decision 
unfavourable  to  the  action  of  the  Sanitary 
Authority  the  latter  will  be  in  a  position 
of    locus    pcenitentice.       But    with    the 
proposed  Amendment    the   transfer   of 
powers    would     take     place     at    once, 
and    my    belief    is    that   the   Bill   will 
in   this   way  be  less  operative   than   at 
present.     Now,   the  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site (Sir  W.  Barttelot)  said,  if  I  under- 
stood him  rightly,  that  we  prevented  the 
constitution  of  District  Councils.  He  sug- 
gested that  the  right  hon.   Gentleman, 
when  he  introduced  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill,  would  have  passed  the  Dis- 
trict Council  clauses  if  it  had  not  been 
for  the  obstruction  or  opposition,  which- 
ever he  called  it,  of  Members  on  this 
side.     I  wish  the  hon.  Gentleman  were 
here,  for  I  should  be  sorry  to  misrepre- 
sent him.     Assuming  this  is  what  he 
meant,    I   say  it  is  entirely  mistaken. 
It  is  matter  of  knowledge  that  we  sup- 
ported the  Bill ;  we  did  not  merely  give 
it  negative  fair-play ;  we   gave  it  that 
positive  help  without  which  it  would  not 
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have  passed  ;  we  gave  it  help  when  hou. 
Gentlemen  opposite  did  not  like  it  The 
hon.  Baronet  liimsoll  did  not  like  it,  and 
many  others  were  dissatisfied  with  and 
afraid  of  it.  It  was  onr  active  Iielp  that 
enabled  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  jiass 
his  BilL  To  onr  assistance  he  appealed 
at  the  commencement  of  the  proceedings, 
and  that  assistance  he  acknowledged  at 
the  end.  It  is  not  fair,  it  is  not  just,  for 
Members  of  the  Conservative  Party  to 
take  upon  themselves  to  suggest  that  so 
far  from  helping  we  obstructed  the 
measure,  and  that  it  was  carried  in 
spite  of  our  opposition.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  has  been  a 
good  deal  criticiscKi  by  speakers  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  but  there  is  one 
thing  which  he  has  done  to-night  to 
which  I  would  call  attention  and  place 
prominently  before  the  House.  He  has 
stated  so  clearly  that  it  will  be  impossible 
henceforward  to  disguise  the  issue — the 
diSerence  between  us  as  a  Party  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  It  is  not  a  question 
of  compulsion  or  no  compulsion,  I 
suppose  we  are  all  of  opinion  that  we 
would  do  without  compulsion  if  we  could. 
That  is  not  the  essence  of  the  difierence 
between  us,  Tou  say  better  leave  this 
matter  to  voluntary  action  subject  to  the 
additional  stimulus  of  the  Act,  but  not  so 
much  to  the  operation  of  the  Act  itself. 
But  that  is  not  our  position.  We  hold 
most  distinctly  that  it  is  of  advantage 
— of  essential  advantage — and  necessary 
that  there  shall  be  popularly-elected 
representative  Bodies  in  small  areas, 
districts  or  parishes,  which  shall  have  the 
right  to  acquire  laud,  to  buy  and  hire 
land  in  order  to  sell  the  laud  or  let  the 
land  to  inhabitants  in  those  areas.  We 
do  not  want  action  to  be  confined  to 
stimulating  landlords  to  provide  allot- 
ments.  We  could  illustrate  our  ix>sition 
by  reference  to  the  well-known  instances 
of  the  Swiss  Communes,  but  I  do  not 
know  that  we  need  go  so  far  because  they 
have  a  great  deal  of  common  property 
that  we  have  not  in  our  villages  ;  but  I 
aay  we  hold  the  strong  and  i)Ositive 
opinion  that  it  is  desirable  in  the  future, 
subject  to  such  regulations  and  restric- 
tions  as  experience  may  suggest,  to 
confer  on  small  Local  Bodies  down  to  fair 
sizad  parishes  the  right  and  power  to 
invest  money  in  land  for  the  commuuity. 
There  is  this  broad  distinction  between 
us.  We  have  more  extensive  and  ad- 
vanced notions   of  local  government  iu 


small  areas  than  have  the  Conservative! 
Party.     We  may  be  right,  or  you  may 
be  right  J  but  there  is  tins  broad  difference,  I 
and  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  done  good  I 
service   in    setting  this    out    with   thoj 
weight  of  his  authority  and  language,  to  J 
prevent  this  ever  been  confused  or  for- 
gotten in  time  to  come*    We  are  indebted 
to  liim  for  the  course  be  took  to-night.  We 
applaud,  approve,  and  endorse  his  state- 
ment,   and    shall    he    prepared    iu    the 
future  to   abide   by  the    policy  he   lias 
declared, 

(11,35.)  Tbe  president  of  the 
BOARD  or  AGRICULTURE  (Mr. 
Chaplik,  Lincolnshire,  Sleaiord) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  commenced  his  observations  with 
the  enunciation  of  a  new  and  somewhat 
startling  doctrine.  We  were  told  that 
when  a  Government  is  turned  out  of 
power  by  a  Vote  of  Censure  on  a  definite 
and  substantive  question  mentioned  in 
tbe  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Gracious 
Speech  from  the  Tlirone,  the  votes 
given  on  such  an  occasion,  by  which  the 
Government  are  turned  out,  are  not  to 
be  held  to  mean  what  naturally  they| 
would  mean ;  and  although,  on  that  par* 
ticular  occasion,  the  Government  were 
distinctly  censured  by  a  virtuous  Oppo- 
sition for  neglect  of  duty,  yet  that  im- 
plied no  obhgatiou  on  the  Party  oomiiig 
into  power. 

*Mii.  STANSFELD  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  not  misunderstand 
me,  I  did  not  say  that-  The  distinc- 
tion I  drew  was  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Bordesley  Division  was  wrong  iu 
supposing  that  the  incident  of  a  majority 
turning  out  a  Government  entailed  upon 
the  Government  coming  in  the  duty  o£j 
making  legislation  on  that  subject 
primary  duty  before  any  other  subject, 
I  said  it  wasj  an  important  duty  to  take 
up  tliat  subject,  but  not  necessarily  the 
first  and  primary  duty, 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  With  the  exception 
of  the  addition  that  it  dues  not  entail  a_ 
"primary"  duty,  the  explanation,  it  seei 
to  me,  amounts  to  making  a  distinctioDil 
without  a  difference  between  the  view 
now  expressed  and  that  which  I  attri-^ 
buted  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     In 
the  whole  of  my  ParHamentary  experienc 
I    never  recollect  a  case  where  a  morg 
distinct  duty  waa  imposed  on  a  Gove ru^ 
ment     than     that     imposed     on      thti 
Government  succeeding  in  ISSS'todea 
with   the  allotments  question,    a    datj 


1789     Allotments  Act  (1887)      {Maech  24, 1890}  Amendment  BiU.         1790 


which,  so  far  as  my  memory  serves  me, 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
have  neglected  from  that  day  to  this.  I 
confess  I  had  hoped  that  this  debate 
might  have  been  conducted  with  an 
entire  absence  of  Party  feeling ;  but  iha 
opportunity  apparently  offered  an  oppor- 
tunity for  indulging  in  Party  opinions, 
which  the  right  hon.  Geattfeman  the 
Member  for  Derby  for^d  irresistible, 
and,  accordingly,  son^^imeago  we  were 
informed  that  th^SSll  is  worthless,  utterly 
insignificant,  joimtemptible,  wretched,  and 
altogether^ tiseless ;  and  that  being  the 
opinion^  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
ventjirre  to  say  it  is  somewhat  curious  to 
obaetve  that  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
iften  opposite  are  all  going  to  vote  for  the 
§iecond  Reading,  and  thereby  to  aid  and 
/tbbet  the  Government  in  a  still  further 
^  waste  of  time  which  the  right  hon. 
/  Gentleman  condemns  so  severely  and,  I 
/  think,  so  groundlessly  at  the  same  time. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Rugby  Division 
;  (Mr.  Cobb),  greatly  exulting  in  superior 
.  virtue  overthemore  peccant  Members  who 
j  represent  the  County  of  Warwick,  suc- 
;  ceeded  in  discovering  a  most  remarkable 
mare's  nest.  He  has  discovered  the 
real  and  true  origin  of  the  Bill  before  us 
to-night  and  also  of  the  Bill  introduced 
in  1887.  That  Bill,  he  said,  was  occa- 
sioned by  the  Spalding  election,  and  this 
Bill  is  due  to  nothing  but  the  Stamford 
election.  Unfortunately  for  the  accuracy 
of  the  hon.  Member,  I  recollect  some- 
thing more  about  the  Bill  than  he 
appears  to  do.  In  the  first  place,  the 
Bill  of  1887  was  mentioned  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  addressed  to 
Parliament  in  the  month  of  Febmary, 
1887,  and  the  Spalding  election  took 
place  in  the  month  of  June  of  that  year. 
I  cannot,  then,  see  upon  these  dates  how 
the  result  of  the  Spalding  election  can 
be  said  to  have  influenced  the  intention 
of  the  Government  in  regard  to  allot- 
ments, for  I  suppose  even  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  will 
hardly  accuse  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment of  deliberately  inserting  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  a  subject  they 
have  no  intention  whatever  of  dealing 
with  under  whatever  circumstances  may 
arise.  Well,  how  the  hon.  Member  can 
advance  such  an  opinion  as  he  has 
expressed,  I  confess  I  am  at  a  loss 
to  understand.  And  how  does  the 
case  stand  in  regard  to  the  present 
Bill,  which  the  hon.  Member  traces 
to  the  result  of  the  Stamford  election? 


Perhaps  I  can  hardly  expect  him  to  take 
my  word  for  it ;  but  I  can  assure  him 
that  I  read  the  Bill  in  print,  exactly  in 
ite  present  form,  several  months  before 
che  Stamford  election.  The  determina- 
tion to  introduce  the  Bill  was  arrived  at 
long  before  there  was  an  election  at 
Stamford,  and,  unless  my  memory  alto- 
gether deceives  me,  it  was  introduced  and 
circulated  many  months  before  the  elec- 
tion occurred. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  There  was  the 
North  Bucks  election. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  That  occurred  before 
the  Session  commenced.  What  I  am 
saying  is  to  meet  the  allegation  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Rugby,  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  Bill  was  due  to  the  Stamford 
election.  Then  the  hon.  Member  has 
asked  me  to  explain  the  3rd  section  of 
the  3rd  clause  in  this  Bill,  and  I  under- 
stand that  he  is  in  some  doubt  whether 
the  County  Council  are  to  make  one 
inquiry  or  two  inquiries  before  pro- 
ceeding to  deal  with  the  question.  The 
effect  of  the  clause,  amended  as  my  right 
hon.  Friend  proposes,  will  be  perfectly 
simple.  The  duty  of  *  the  County  Council, 
under  the  circumstances,  will  be  to  make 
one  inquiry ;  and  if  satisfied  by  that  that 
the  land  is  required  for  allotments,  then 
they  will  proceed  to  action  under  the 
powers  which  will  be  transferred  from 
the  Sanitary  Authorities  and  placed  in 
their  hands.  Then  I  have  been  asked 
many  questions  as  to  the  new  Return ; 
and  if  I  had  anticipated  that  this  debate 
would  have  occurred  so  early,  I  would 
have  prepared  myself  with  a  copy  of  the 
Return  and  would  have  given  full  in- 
formation. A  Return  was  prepared  a 
considerable  time  ago  by  my  instructions, 
though  I  am  unable  to  state  at  the 
moment  all  it  contains,  but,  generally 
speaking,  it  will  give  full  and  the  latest 
information  in  regard  to  allotments.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  positively  gloated  over  the  con- 
fession of  failure  he  declared  was 
indicated  by  the  introduction  of  this  Bill, 
which,  he  repeated,  was  only  introduced 
after  bye-elections  had  occurred.  Now, 
let  me  point  out  that  in  making  this 
statement  he  was  not  only  grossly  inac- 
curate, but  he  was  doing  some  of  us  very 
considerable  injustice.  True,  I  was  not 
a  Member  of  the  Government  at  the  time; 
but,  unless  I  am  altogether  at  sea,  I  was 
the  first  Member  in  the  Session,  after  the 
Allotments  Bill  was  carried  into-  law,  to 
point   out  that    the   Bill   had  in   some 
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respects  failed  to  iinswer  exi>eetatic)ng 
formed  of  it,  and  that  tlio  failure  ^rts 
owing  to  the  fact  that  Lck'uI  Authivri^ien 
had  been  liackward  in  their  duty  and  lYJ 
taking  those  steeps  to  make  it  thorons^h!}* 
effective »  Be  that  as  it  may,  there  is  no 
doubt  on  this  point,  and  we  liave  no 
desire  to  minimise  or  conceal  it,  that  the 
Bill  has  not  in  all  cjisc^s  had  the  effeet  we 
anticipated  from  it.  That  being  so,  is  it 
possible  for  the  Ciovemment  t^i  givL*  a 
better  earnest  of  their  intention  on  the 
subject  thin  to  take  the  firrit  i^ppurtnuity 
to  do  what  we  now  propose  U)  do ; 
that  is,  by  fresh  leg  is  In  lion  to  pliu.!L^ 
matters  in  the  h:iiids  of  a  perfectly  repre- 
sentative authority  ?  No  new  measure 
is  at  first  complet<?ly  snecessful,  especially 
when  it  deals  with  matters  wliieh  have 
not  been  the  subject  of  legislation  bef«  »re» 
B8  is  the  case  with  this  quetitjon  of 
allotments.  I  think  it  is  most  unreason- 
able to  expect  that  the  finst  attempt  al- 
legislation  should  prove  to  be  complete 
and  perfect  in  all  its  an*aiu>^emcnt*i  so  as 
not  to  require  any  amendment  in  the 
future*  But  whatever  measm*c  we  Inid 
introduced  ou  the  subject,  whatever 
measure  had  become  la-w  u rider  onr 
auspices,  one  thing  is  perfectly  certain, 
that  it  never  would  have  given  siitisfac- 
tion  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  We 
may  give  them  cretlit  for  agreeing  in 
onr  object  to  provide  greater  facih'ties 
throughout  Etiglaiid  for  bibourers  ae- 
quiring  land  for  these  purposes  ;  but  I 
suspect  we  differ  most  entirely  so  far  as 
I  can  judge  from  speeches,  andaro  likely 
to  continue  to  differ,  a^  t-o  the  method  by 
which  that  object  is  to  be  accomplished. 
We,  on  the  one  hand,  believe  that  the 
best  mcKie  of  pi^oviding  land  for  the  pur- 
pose is  by  volanki-ry  means  and  mutuil 
agreement  between  the  landlords  on  the 
one  side  and  the  Libourera  directly  un 
the  other,  which,  in  my  opinion,  is  the  best 
means  of  all  ;  and  failing  that,  by  mutual 
agreement  t>etwoen  the  landlords  and 
the  Lociil  Authorities.  Hon.  and  right 
lion.  Uentlemen  opposite,  so  far  as  1  can 
gather  from  their  speeches,  tjike  an  en- 
tirely different  view  of  the  situation. 
Voluntary  means  ?  Nothing  of  the  kind. 
Mutual  agreen^ent  1  The  Ij^t  thing  they 
will  liear  of.  Voluntary  means  and 
mutual  agreement  lead  to  nothing, 
say  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  but 
the  basest  and  gross:?st  intimidation 
ou  the  part  of  latul  lords,  Wlint 
labourers  want,  they  tell  us,  is  tliis  : - 
Mr.  Chit 2^ in 


land  held  nnde 


methud  is  adopttul,    the 
tikken    by    compulsion.     Wit 
less     than     that    will 
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•'  We  do  not    want  the 

landlords  ;  what  we  do  want  is  land  heW 

under  tho  ratepayers  lus  our  landlord  ; 

desire     c<:.mpletc      independence,      Bu 

whatever 

nutlifrft 
satibfied* 
Sm  W. 

[CViVs  of 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  : 
hear  these  derji 
men    hud  listened  w^  clos^ 
tively  til  the  spjeches   as 
would  have  heanl  this  note 
them  nil.   [CneM  of  '*  No."] 
delighted  that  two  right  hon. 


OURT:  Certainly 


am  glad 


hon.  Gentl 

^'  and  attei) 

we,   th<3 


ijpposite    are    no     longer    believers 
compulsion. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  May  I 
allowed  to  point  out  the  distinction  'I  We^ 
dt>  not  in  the  least  insist  on  compulsion  ; 
what  we  want  is  that  the  land,  whether 
by  agreement  or  otherwise,  should 
lieeome  the  properly  of  the  popular 
authurities  from  whom  the  tenants  will 
hold  it.  We  d<j  not  insist  on,  or  desire, 
compulsion, 

iMr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  am  glad   to  bear 
the    right  hon.    Gentleman's   views  are 
somewhat  modified.     I  gather  fi-om  tlmj 
interruption,    of    wliich     I     make      no' 
complaint,    that    I    wjis    mistaken,    and 
that  the  right   hon.  Gentleman  is  not  so  < 
much  in  favour  of  compulsion  as  some  of 
his  friends  are.     Let  me   refer  to  two  or 
thi-ee  iMxrticular objections  tocompulsioil* 
In  the  tirst  place,  I  am  quite  certain  that 
it  mnst  lead  to  grtater  cost  in  the  acqui- 
sition of  the  land.     It  is  nut  necessary  to  i 
argue    that.     In   tlie    second    place,    iti 
involves    in    most   cases    necessary   dis-J 
p^>sse.ssion  of  others  from  the  land  they 
occnpy,  and  if  the  people  who  now  hold 
the  latul  happen  to  \m}  farmers  who  are 
farming  the  land  andspe  nding  much  money  I 
on   the  land,  immediately  you  arc  eon- 
fronted  with  the  question  of  tenant  right 
due  to  them  on  leaving,  which  must  Ix- 
an    additional    element   of   cost   to    the 
futiire    holders.      Another     thing    that 
must  not  be  forgotten  is  this — allotments, 
to  b*  of  practical  use,  must  be  as  near  aa^ 
possible     to    tlie    villages     where    the] 
labourers  live.  The  best  land  is  generally 
near  the  villages,  and  if  a  farmer  was  t*>^ 
lose  that  he  might  say,    "  If  you  take 
that,  I  will  give  up  the  whole   farm. 
That  is  a  practical  difliculty  that  musti 
commend  itself  to  hon.   Members  oppo--J 


1793     Allotments  Act  (1887)      {March  24,  1890}  Atmndment  Bill.         1794 


site,  and  is  not  to  be  overlooked.  But 
you  say  the  labourers  want  to  be  abso- 
lutely independent,  and  to  hold  the  land 
under  a  Pablic  Authority,  which  is  to  by 
absolutely  raprjsentative  of  the  com- 
munity, or,  in  other  words,  that  the 
labourers  would  prefer  to  deal  with 
Parish  Boards  rather  than  with  the  land- 
lords with  whom  they  have  baen  con 
nee  ted  for  many  years.  That  may  be 
the  view  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
but  I  can  only  say  that  I  have 
had  experience  and  knowledge  of 
labourers  in  my  own  county,  and 
on  estates  in  many  other  counties, 
and  this  experience  leads  me  to 
differ  ab8olut3ly  and  entirely  from  that 
view.  I  am  as  certain  as  I  am  of  any- 
thing in  my  life  that  upon  this  point  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  are  absolutely 
wrong,  and  I  will  give  them  the  reason 
at  once.  Suppose  it  may  happen  again, 
as  unfortunately  it  has  happened  quite 
recently,  that  a^jricultural  interests 
should  b3  called  upon  to  pass  through  a 
severe  and  continued  period  of  depres- 
sion, what  is  going  to  happen  in  that 
case?  Tliat  will  happen,  which  has 
frequently  happened  before,  that  in 
case  after  case,  owing  to  no  fault  of  their 
own,  hundreds  of  these  poor  fellows  will, 
when  the  time  comes  round,  be  unable 
to  pay  their  rent,  and  will  have  to  claim 
the  sympixthy  and  forbearance  of  their 
landlord,  and  ask  for  some  remission  of 
their  rent.  Under  such  circumstances, 
to  whom  would  the  labourers  prefer  to 
go?  To  the  landlords,  who  through 
generations  have  been  the  best  friends 
to  the  labourers,  whom  they  can  trust, 
and  whose  kindness  they  have  often  had 
occasion  to  recognise  and  rely  upon. 
They  cannot  hope  to  have  con- 
side  mtioi  from  the  Parish  Board,  the 
members  of  which,  however  kindly  dis- 
posed they  may  be,  however  inclined 
to  be  generous,  cannot  indulge  their  feel- 
ings, because  they  are  dealing  with  other 
people's  property,  and  not  their  own.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  knew 
a  little  more  about  labourers  he  would 
know  that  there  is  nothing  tliey  dread 
so  much  as  a  Parish  Board,  or  having 
business  with  a  Parish  Board.  I  do  not 
doubt  that  some  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  not  be 
altogether  sorry,  for  political  purposes,  if 
they  were  successful  in  stirring  up  feel- 
ings of  hostility  between  landlords  and 
labourers  in  this  country,  but  I  do  not 


believe  for  a  single  moment  that,  in 
spite  of  all  their  efforts,  they  will  succeed. 
Nothing  will  convince  me  that  the 
labourers  will  not  continue  in  the  future, 
as  they  have  in  the  past,  to  regard  land- 
lords, among  whom  they  have  lived  for 
years,  as  better  friends  to  them  than  any 
Parish  Board.  Time  compels  me  to 
bring  my  observations  to  a  close.  It  is 
not  necessary  for  me  to  say  much  more. 
We  yield  to  no  section  of  hon.  Members 
in  the  House  in  a  desire  to  promote  by 
every  available  means  the  object  which  I 
am  glad  Jio  think  we  all  have  in  common. 
It  seems  to  me  that  ,hon.  Members 
opposite  havo  expressed  considerable 
divergence  in  their  views.  I  noticed 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby,  in  one  part  of  his 
s])eech,  denounced  the  transfer  of  power 
to  County  Councils  on  the  ground  of  .the 
great  difficulty  it  would  give  the 
labourers,  the  distances  they  might  have 
to  travel,  and  other  inconveniences.  But 
shortly  afterwards  up  gets  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire  and  says 
the  only  thing  to  make  the  Act  really 
workable  is  to  transfer  power  at  one 
swoop  to  County  Councils. 

♦Mr.  CHANNING  :  I  did  not  suggest 
that  as  the  best  Authority.  I  said  it 
would  save  time  and  trouble  as  a 
temporary  measure  until  we  have  Parish 
Councils. 

.  Me.  CHAPLIN:  Great  differences  of 
opinion  have  been  displayed  between 
individual  Members  on  the  other  side. 
Nevertheless,  there  is  more  difference 
between  us  and  them,  and  one  of  the 
greatest  differences — which  will  be  recog- 
nised inside  and  outside  of  the  House — 
is,  that  while  they  talk  a  great  deal  on 
this  subject  both  in  the  House  of 
Commons  and  in  the  country,  they  do 
not  act,  but  we  do.  We  have  endea- 
voured— successfully  or  not— to  deal 
with  the  question  on  more  than  one 
occasion,  and  hon.  Members  may  be 
assured  of  this,  that  we  shall  not  rest  on 
this  side  until  we  have  been  successful  in 
what  we  hope  will  be  a  safe  and  simple 
means  of  obtaining  the  object  we  have 
in  view,  and  in  regard  to  which,  I  think, 
some  of  us  have  rather  more  knowledge 
than  some  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen, 
our  critics. 

*(11.50.)  SiK  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield)  :  I  beg  to  move  the 
Adjournment  of  the  Debate. 
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•The  FTRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  SMrrn,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  must  appeal  to  hon. 
Members  to  allow  the  debate  now  to  close. 
I  cannot  consent  to  an  adjournment^  and 
claim  to  move  that  the  Question  be  now 
put. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

SOUTH    INDIAN  RAILWAY  PURCHASE 
BILL.— (No.  196.) 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [21st  March],  "  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time.'* 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

•Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  Ac.)  : 
I  do  not  want  to  oppose  the  passing 
of  this  Bill,  but  I  do  want  some 
explanation  in  regard  to  it.  The  Bill 
gives  power  to  the  Gk>vemment  to 
acquire  an  important  railway  in  [India, 
and  while  I  do  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  who 
said  he  did  not  like  such  transfers,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  am  strongly  of  opinion 
that  these  great  lines  of  communication 
should  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, I  should  like  to  know  something 
about  the  principle  of  guaranteeing  rail- 
ways in  the  hands  of  private  companies. 
Holding  the  opinion  that  it  is  desirable 
the  Government  in  India  should  have 
the  control  of  railways,  I  should  like 
the  Government  also  to  construct  the 
lines.  But  the  course  followed  is  this  : 
the  Government  guarantee  interest  on 
a  railway,  and  when  the  railway,  in 
consequence  of  this  guarantee,  has  gone 
up  to  a  premium,  then  the  Government 
buys  up  the  railway.  I  admit  at  once 
that  the  policy  laid  down  by  that  great 
statesman.  Lord  Dalhousie,  has  been 
justified  by  success,  but  now  that  the 
Government  have  the  great  machinery 
in  their  hands,  and  have  the  means  of 
making  railways,  and  can  get  the  money 
for  the  construction  on  terms  much 
cheaper  than  a  company,  I  cannot  see 
why  the  Government  should  sacrifice  the 
interests  of  the  people  of  India  in  order 
to  put  great  premiums  into  the  pockets 
of  syndicates  in  the  City  of  Loudon. 
No  better  illustration  could  be  found 
than  this  South  of  India  line.  This  is 
not  one  of  the  great  lines  laid  down  by 


Lord  Dalhousie  in  old  days ;  this  a 
modern  line.  It  never  has  paid  its 
expenses,  or  anything  like  it,  and 
yet  we  are  required  to  sanction 
the  purchase  of  the  Hne,  and  to  pay  a 
high  premium  for  it.  What  is  tJiat 
premium  ?  Looking  at  the  price  current 
of  the  line,  I  suppose  it  is  some  30  per 
cent.,  and  that  is  the  sort  of  price  the 
Government  have  to  pay.  Now,  I  could 
quite  understand  the  adoption  of  a  policy 
that  required  the  Government  should 
have  the  railways  in  their  hands,  and, 
pursuing  that  policy,  the  Government 
declared  they  would  guarantee  no  more 
railways ;  but,  it  seems  to  me,  an  extra- 
ordinary and  most  disadvantageous 
course  for  the  Government  to  take,  going 
round  on  a  sort  of  circle,  continuing  to 
guarantee  new  lines,  and  when  thereby 
the  line  has  been  run  up  to  a  premium, 
stepping  in  and  buying  it.  Since  the 
South  Indian  Railway  was  constructed 
the  Government  have  guaranteed  a  suc- 
cession of  other  lines,  the  Midland  line, 
for  instance,  forced  upon  them  by  a 
syndicate,  and  the  Bengal  and  Nagpore 
line  which  never  can  pay  its  expenses. 
But  we  guarantee  these  lines,  and,  then 
when,  in  the  interest  of  the  State,  it  is 
thought  desirable  to  buy,  then  wo  l3uy  at 
a  high  premium.  I  think  before  this 
Bill  is  passed  we  ought  to  have 
some  explanation  of  what  is  to  be 
the  policy  in  the  future.  Do  the 
Government  think  it  is  desirable 
that  the  railways  in  India  should  be 
owned  by  the  Government,  as  I  presume 
they  do,  else  why  these  proposals  to  buy  1 
and  if  they  do,  then  why  do  they 
continue  the  system  of  guarantees,  which 
inevitably  end  in  a  large  profit  to  the 
Company,  and  as  great  a  loss  to  the 
people  of  India  1  The  premium  is  solely 
due  not  to  the  profitableness  of  the  lines, 
but  to  the  guarantee  given.  I  hope  we 
may  have  some  explanation. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  There  is  but  a 
short  time  before  I  shall  be  compelled  to 
resume  my  seat,  so  I  will  briefly  reply, 
and  say  the  policy  of  the  Government  is 
to  construct  railways  in  the  cheapest 
possible  manner  for  the  people  of  India. 
No  fresh  guarantee  is  proposed  under 
this  Bill.  The  proposal  is  to  carry  out 
an  arrangement  by  which  an  economy  of 
£36,000  will  be  effected  in  the  interest 
of  the  people  of  India.  Under  the  con- 
ditions of  the  guarantee  entered  into  in 
1873,  power  was  reserved  to  the  Secre- 
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tary  of  State  for  India  to  terminate  the 
guarantee  in  1890,  and  purchase  on 
terms  there  specified. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  What  are  they? 
*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  is  fco  give 
effect  to  that  power  reserved  to  the 
Government,  and  to  efEect  the  economy 
I  have  mentioned,  we  ask  the  House  to 
sanction  the  purchase.  There  is  now  no 
question  of  any  new  guarantee. 

Dr.  tanner  :  There  are  still 
a  few  minutes  left,  in  which  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  have 
given  us  some  better  explanation. 
When  the  Bill  was  before  the  House 
last  week  it  was  clearly  •  shown  that 
though  this  line  of  railway  is  something 
stupendous  in  length,  yet  it  has  never 
yet  paid  its  working  expenses. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  has  paid  3  per 
cent,  beyond  working  expenses. 

Dr.  tanner  :  And  the  guarantee  is 
for  5  per  cent.  !  And  we  are  asked  to 
assent  to  this  job  without  any  explana- 
tion. I  am  giving  but  an  individual 
opinion,  but  I  certainly  think  some  better 
explanation  should  be  forthcoming ;  that 
we  should  be  put  in  possession  of  some 
facts  in  relation  to  the  case.  I  have 
always  taken  exception  to  hurrying 
through  business  at  this  hour 

It  being  midnight,  Mr.  Speaker  pro- 
ceeded to  interrupt  the  business. 

Whereupon,  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith 
rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move, 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time,"  put  accordingly,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday. 

ARMY  ANNUAL  BILL— (No.  194.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the    Committee.) 
Clause  7. 

f  1 2.8.)  Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  The  other  evening  I  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he  would 
explain  to  the  House  the  nature  of  the 
Indian  Reserve,  for  which  provision  is 
made  in  this  clause.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  objected  that  it  was  not 
fair  to  ask  him  without  notice,  as  the 
matter  came  rather  within  the  province 


of  the  India  Office.      I  wish  now  to  ask 
if  he  can  give  the  desired  information  t 

•(12.9.)  The  SECRETARY  OP  STATE 
FOR  WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincoln- 
shire, Homcastle) :  Yes ;  I  am  now 
prepared  with  the  information.  It  is 
desirable  with  regard  to  military  or- 
ganisation in  India  to  have  the  services 
of  a  reserve  of  officers  in  case  of  an 
emergency.  It  is  therefore  proposed  to 
form  an  Indian  Reserve,  especially  for 
commissariat  and  transport  duties,  and 
that  Reserve  will  be  composed  of  members 
of  the  Civil  Service,  police  and  Volunteer 
officers,  private  gentlemen,  and  retired, 
officers.  I  think  they  will  form  a  very 
useful  body. 

(12.11.)  Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR:  But 
what  will  be  the  exact  position  of  these 
gentlemen?  Are  they  to  be  always 
available  to  be  called  out ;  will  they  be 
on  the  permanent  strength  of  the  Army ; 
and  will  they  be  entitled  to  pensions  ? 

*(12.12.)    Mr.   E.  STANHOPE:  No; 
they  will  not  be  entitled  to  pensions ;  they 
will  be  more  in  the  nature  of  Volunteers. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

♦Captain    VERNEY    (Bucks,  N.):    1 
have  an  Amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
does  not  come  within  the  scope  of  the 
Bill. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  to-morrow. 
MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT   BILL.— (No.  103.) 

Consideredin  Committee, and  reported; 
to  be  printed,  as  amended  [Bill  200] ;  re- 
committed for  Monday  next. 

HERRING    FISHERY  (SCOTLAND)  ACT 
(1889)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  196.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday. 

POOR  LAW   (IRELAND)  RATING  BILL. 
(No.  149.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

(12.16.)  Mb.  SEXTON:  I  think  we 
are  entitled  to  ask  for  some  expla- 
nation of  the  Bill  which,  as  it  stands, 
is  a  miracle  of  incompetent  draughts- 
manship. The  second  clause  says  the  sum 
to  be  remitted  shall  be  a  sum  equivalent 
to  the  sum  which  the  terms  of  occupancy 
bears  to  the  full  year's  rent.     I  imagine 
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it  should  be  a  sum  which  bears  the 
same  relation  to  a  full  year's  rent  as  the 
term  of  occupancy  bears  to  a  full  year. 
Another  clause  provides  that  the  sum 
shall  be  refunded  to  the  person  who  has 
received,  not  the  person  who  paid,  it, 
and  another  clause  is  altogether  without 
meaning.  The  objects  of  the  Bill  may 
be  meritorious;  but  if  it  is  to  find  favour 
with  the  House  it  will  have  to  be  entirely 
re-cast. 

(12.17.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
rOB  IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin 
University) :  So  far  as  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  is  concerned,  and  that  is 
I  think  the  only  matter  which  really 
concerns  the  House  on  the  Second 
Reading,  it  appears  to  be  a  fair  enough 
attempt  to  secure  an  equitable  apportion- 
ment of  the  charges  dealt  with  according 
to  ^e  period  of  occupation.  I  see  no 
reason  for  opposing  the  prinbiplo  of  the 
Bill  on  behalf  of  the  Government ;  but  I 
am  far  from  saying  that  the  matters  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  called  attention 
are  not  worthy  attention  in  Committee. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday  next. 

INFECTIOUS    DISEASE   (PREVENTION) 
BILL.— (No.  80.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  7. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  beg  now  to  move  to 
report  Progress. 
*(12.23.)  Mb.  RITCHIE  :  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  is  rather  inconsistent  in  his 
action.  He  has  allowed  us  to  get  into 
Comnfiittee. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  promised  to  oppose 
the  Bill  on  behalf  of  an  hon.  Member 
who  is  now  absent,  and  I  therefore  feel 
bound  to  press  my  objection. 

*(12.24.)  Mr.  RITCHIE  :  If  the  hon. 
Member's  objection  is  to  any  particular 
Amendment  the  matter  can  be  raised  on 
Report.  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will 
act  consistently  and  allow  us  to  proceed. 

Dr.  TANNER :  I  am  not  a  Member 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  accord- 
ingly when  I  make  a  promise  I  must 
stand  by  it. 

Mr.  H.  W.  L AWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W) : 
May  I  remind  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Cork  that  the  hon.  Member  in  charge  of 
this  BiU  has  shown  the  utmost  readiness 
to  accept  Amendments  which  we  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  propose. 
Mr.  Sexton 


(12.25.)  Dr.  tanner  :  If  I  were  at 
liberty  to  do  so  I  would  withdraw  my 
objection ;  but  having  given  a  promise  I 
am  bound  to  keep  it. 

•Mr.  p.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan):  It 
comes  to  this  then,  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers can  by  proxy  oppose  progress  being 
made  with  a  Bill.  Even  the  House  of 
Lords  has  abandoned  this  mode  of  pro- 
cedure. 

(12.26.)  Mr.  sexton  :  I  appeal  to 
my  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  his  objec- 
tion to  this  useful  Bill,  which  is  necessary 
for  Ireland  as  well  as  England,  and  the 
more  rapidly  it  is  passed  the  better.  I 
think  it  highly  embarrassing  that  my 
hon.  Friend  should  have  laid  himsefi 
under  an  obligation  to  an  English  Mem- 
ber to  oppose  the  Bill,  when  that  hon. 
Member  does  not  think  it  necessary  him- 
self to  attend. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  always  hold  that 
such  business  as  this  should  be  trans- 
acted before  12  o'clock.  I  therefore  con- 
tinue to  object. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
to-morrow. 


NATIONAL  GALLERY. 

Copy  ordered — 

"  Of  the  Annual  Keport  of  the  Director  of 
the  National  Gallery  to  the  Treasury  for  the 
year  1889." — {Mr,  Jackson,) 

Copy  presented  accordingly  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
106.] 

LUNACY  CONSOLIDATION   BILL 
[LORDS.]— (No.  191.) 

Order  [20th  March]  that  the  Lunacy 
Consolidation  Bill  [Lords]  be  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee  read,  and  dis- 
charged. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  committed 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Statute 
Law  Revision  Bill  [Lords]. — (Mr. 
William  Henry  Smith,') 

MOTION. 


labourers'  cottages  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  BiU  to 
confer  further  powers  on  Rural  Sanitary 
Authorities  with  respect  to  Labourers' Cottages, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Edward  Birk- 
beck,  Mr.  Jesse  Collings,  Colonel  E}Te,  Mr. 
Hobhouse,  Mr.  Charles  Hall,  Mr.  Francis 
Maclean,  Mr.  Bond,  Viscount  Ebrington,  and 
Mr.  Fellowes. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  201.] 

House    ndjoumed   at   hall   after 
Twelve  o*clock. 
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•Lord  NORTON :  My  Lords,  I  beg  to 
call  your  Lordships'  attention  to  the  fact 
that  these  Amendments  are  not  yet 
printed.  We  know  nothing  of  them. 
For  my  own  part,  I  protest  strongly 
against  the  Bill  itself.  I  think  it  is  a 
most  mischievous  meagre,  and  I  wish 
there  were  still  time  to  move  its  rejection. 
It  is  a  Bill  to  authorise  all  County  Coun- 
cils to  desert  their  proper  duties  and  form 
themselves  into  a  Consultative  Associa- 
tion to  discuss  and  interfere  in  matters 
which,  though  locally  interesting,  belong 
to  Parliament.  That  is  a  very  mis- 
chievous thing,  and  though  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  has  stated  that  Munici* 
pal  Councils  have  something  similar,  yet 
I  think  it  is  carrying  the  Municipal 
precedent  too  far  that  County  Councils 
should  imitate  Municipal  Councils 
in  that  respect.  I  think  your  Lord- 
ships will  hold  that  it  is  a  mischievous 
thing  to  turn  tliese  County  Councils 
into  a  sort  of  Local  Parliaments,  ta 
debate  instead  of  to  administer  definite 
functions.  I  do  hope  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  will  postpone  his  Motion.  For  aught 
I  know  the  Commons'  Afioendments  may^ 
have  altered  the  character  of  the  Bill 
materially,  and  have  made  it  more  pre- 
sentable, but,  at  all  events,  he  wiU 
agree  that  we  should  know  what  they 
are  before  we  pass  a  measure  of  this, 
kind  which  we  are  now  asked  to  pass. . 
It  degrades  this  House  to  pass  things  in 
the  dark. 


REPRESENTATIVE  PEERS  FOR 
IRELAND. 

Loi'd  Louth. — Petition  of  Randal 
Pilgrim  Ralph  Plunkett  Baron  of  Louth 
in  the  Peerage  of  Lreland,  claiming  a 
right  to  vote  at  the  elections  of  Repre- 
sentative Peers  for  Ireland;  read,  and 
referred  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  con- 
sider and  report  thereupon  to  the  House. 

Earl  Mount  Cashell,  Earl  of  Longford, 
Viscount  Frankfort  de  Montmorency, 
Viscount  Lifford,  claims  to  vote  for 
Representative  Peers  for  Ireland — 
Ordered  and  directed,  that  Certificates 
be  sent  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland, 
stating  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  the 
United  Kingdom  has  reported  to  the 
House  of  Lords  that  the  right  of  the 
Earl  Mount  Cashell,  the  Earl  of  Long- 
ford, the  Viscount  Frankfort  de  Mont- 
morency, and  the  Viscount  Lifford,  to 
vote  at  the  elections  of  Representative 
Peers  for  Ireland  has  been  established  to 
the  satisfaction  of  him  the  said  Lord 
Chancellor ;  and  that  the  House  of  Lords 
has  Ordered  such  Reports  to  be  sent 
to  the  said  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ire- 
land :  And  it  is  hereby  also  Ordered, 
that  the  said  Reports  of  the  said  Lord 
Chancellor  be  sent  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Ireland. 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEE  BILL.-(No.  19.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  <fcc.  (on 
Second  Re-commitment),  with  Amend- 
ments :  The  Report  thereof  received ;  and 
Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  on  Thursday  next ;  and  to 
be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  47.) 

COUNTS    COUNCILS    ASSOCIATION 
EXPENSES  BILL.— (No.  32.) 

Commons  Amendments  to  Lords 
AmendmentsandCommonsConsequential 
Amendments  and  Commons  Reason  for 
disagreeing  to  certain  other  of  the  Lords 
Amendments  considered  (according  to 
Order). 

VOL.  CCCXLII.    [thibd  sebtes.] 


Lord  HERSCHELL  :  I  think  when  I 
explain  what  these  Amendments  are  for 
the  noble  Lord  will  see  not  only  that 
they  do  no  harm  but  that  they  are  in  the 
direction  he  desires.  As  the  Bill  lef^ 
this  House,  it  enabled  subscriptions  to  be 
paid  to  any  association  for  the  purpose^ 
of  consulting  on  matters  of  interest  in 
common  to  County  Councils.  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  thought  there  might  be,  under  that 
provision,  power  to  the  County  Councils 
to  subscribe  to  several  such  associations, 
not  limiting  it  to  one  only.  On  hii» 
Motion  in  another  place,  the  Bill  has 
been  altered  in  that  respect,  and  it  now 
recites  that  County  Councils  may  only 
subscribe  to  one  such  association,, 
whereas  previously,  perhaps,  it  might' 
have  been  thought  that  subscriptions 
might  have  been  made  to  several.  That 
3  T 
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is  the  only  alteration  that  has  beea  made 
in  the  Bill,  and,  as  T  liave  stated,  it  is 
strictly  in  the  direction  of  limitation,  not 
of  extension. 

Commons  Amendments  to  Lords 
Amendments,  and  Commons  Coniieqaen' 
tial  Amendments^  agreed  to ;  and  the 
Lords  Amendments,  to  wliich  the  Com- 
mons have  disagi'eed,  not  insisted  on. 

House  adjonmed  at  a  quarter  beford 

Six  o'clock,  till  to-rocrrow, 

L&lf  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF      COMMONS, 
•  Tuesday,  March  25,  1890, 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

LONDON -COUNTY  COUNCIL  BILL. 

Me.  BAUALiNN  (Camberwoll,  Peck- 
ham)  :  Mr.  Speaker^  I  see  that  there  is 
a  Motion  in  reference  to  thiti  Bill  upon 
the  Paper  in  niy  name.  That  Motion 
has  been  put  down  witliout  any  commu- 
nication with  me.  I  do  not  know 
whether  that  is  in  accordance  with  the 
practice  of  the  House,  btit,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  I  am  opposed  to  the  Motion. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Another  hon.  Mem- 
ber handed  the  Motion  in,  but  the  name 
was  not  attached,  and  by  an  error,  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Peck  ham 
(Mr,  Baumann)  was  put  down  as  the 
Mover.  I  have  ascertained  from  the  hon. 
Member  who  handed  in  the  Motion  that 
this  is  an  error. 

Mr,  J.  STUABT  (Shoreditch,  Hoiton) : 
It  was  I  who  banded  in  the  Motion  to 
the  Clerk,  and  I  did  so  without  my 
name  being  attached  to  it.  The  Clerk 
remembers  the  circumstance.  I,  there* 
fore,  beg  leave  to  take  upon  myself  the 
full  responsibility  for  the  Motion  and  to 
move  it  now. 

Mr.  baumann  :  I  object. 
*Me.    SPEAKER:    If    tliei-e    is    any 
objection   it    cannot    be   taken   to  day, 
but  it  may  be  taken  to*morrow. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  :  Then  I  wiU  put  it 
down  for  Thursday. 
Lord  Hm*»chell 


QUESTIONS. 

POLICE    SUPERANNUATION. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield 
Central) :    I    had    intended   to   ask 
Secretary     of     State     for     the     Hor 
Department  if  he  is  now  in  a  position 
annnunce  the   decision    of  the   Gover 
ment  upon  the  long-deferred  question 
police  superannuation^  but  at  the  requc 
of  the   right    hon.    Gentleman    I    wl 
defer  the  question. 


THE  COUNTY  C0UNCIL8 
EMIGR.\TION. 


AND 


Mr.  SAMUELSON  (Gloucester,  Fores 
of  Dean)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  < 
the  Local  Government   Boai'd   whethe 
any   County   Councils   have   asked 
consent  of  the  Local  Government  Boar 
for  powers  under  Section  69  of  **The  L» 
Goveniment  Act,  1888,''  to  borrow  monei 
for  making  advances  in  aid  of  emigr 
tion  or  colonisation  of  inhabitants  of  tl 
county;  and^  if  so,   what  has  l:ieen  thd 
amount  sanctioned  bv  the  Department  1  ■ 
♦The    PRESIDENT    of  the    LOCi  " 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchib,,] 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  No  appli 
cation  ha.s  been  made  to  the  Local  GoverB 
ment  Board  by  Count}^  Councils  for  cob 
aentj  under  the   LocvU  Govei'nment  Act 
to  loans  for  making  ud\Tiuces  in  aid  ( 
emigration  or  colouisatiuu  of  inhabitant 
of  the  county. 

LORD  ARTHUR  SOMERSET, 
Mjb,    HANDEL   COSSHAM   (Bristol, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Statd 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  Lor 
Arthur  Somerset  is  still  a  Justice  of  the 
Peace    for     ^lonraouthshire,    and     also 
Deputy  Lieutenant  of  the  same  county  1  \ 
Thk  SECRETARY  or  STATE  tor  iHi 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  MA'tTRBW^J 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  am  informed  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  that   steps   have   bee 
taken  to  remove  the  name  in  questioD 
from  the  county  of  Monmouth.      I  an 
informed   by  the  War  OiUce   that    the 
name  is  not  on  the  list  of  Deputy  Lieu4 
tenants  for  that  county. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  :  I  beg  trfl 
ask    the    Secretary   of    State    for    Wairj 
whether  Lord  Arthur  Si^merset  has 
ceived  any  money,  or  will  receive  anj 
pension »  as  Major  in  Her  Majesty's  Ser*| 
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vice,  which  he  resigned  5fch  November, 
1889? 

♦The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  :  Lord  Arthur  Somerset  has 
not  received,  and  will  not  receive,  any 
pension  whatever. 

THE  MAHARAJA  SCINDIA. 
Mr.   BRADLAUGH   (Northampton): 
In  the  absence  of  the  Under  Secretary 
for  India,  I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the   Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  Secretary 
of  State  is  aware  that  the  late  Maharaja 
Seindia,   in   a  letter  dated   30th  June, 
1886,  asked  the   Government  of  India 
that  his  son  and  heir  should  not  be  placed 
"under  the  instruction   of  a  European 
tutor,"  and  that,  in  reply,  the  Viceroy, 
by  a  service  telegram,  dated  19th  June, 
stated   that  the    Government    of  India 
would  "  make  every  effort  to  meet  Your 
Highness's  wishes ; "  whether,  in  spite 
of  this  promise,  the  two  Indian  tutors 
appointed    by  the   late  Maharaja    have 
been  removed,  although  the  Government 
of  India  stated  they  were  "  entirely  satis- 
fied with  the  progress  His  Highness  had 
made  "  under  their  care,  and  a  European 
tutor,  Mr.  W.  D.  Johnstone,  Principal  of 
Rajkumai  College,  has  been  appointed ; 
whether  the  cost  of  the  education  of  the 
Maharaja   for   salaries    alone   has    been 
increased    from    Rs.325   per    month   to 
Rs.2,700  per  month;  and  whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  see  that  the  pro- 
mise made  to  the  late  Maharaja  by  the 
Marquess  of  Dufferin  is  kept,  and  that 
the  tutors    appointed  by  the    Maharaja 
shall  continue  the  course  of  instruction 
with   which   the  Government  of  India 
was  entirely  satisfied  ? 
♦The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
CrUSSON,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  The  late  Ma- 
haraja Seindia,  in  May,  1886,  informed 
the   Government  of  India  that  he  had 
appointed  two  native  tutors  for  liis  son. 
The  Viceroy,   in  reply,  telegraphed,  on 
the  19  th  of  June,  that  "  the  Government 
of  India  will  always  be  most  anxious  to 
act,  as  far  as  possible,  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  you    have   expressed."      In 
reply  to  the  second  question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  to  say  that,  in  1889,  the 
Government  of  India,  having  regard  to 
the    Maharaja's  age,    resolved  that  the 
time  had  come  to  place  His  Highness 


under  an  English  tutor,  and  Mr.  John 
stone  was  appointed.  Mr.  Johnstone's 
salary  is  Rs.  1,500  a  month.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  no  other  information  as 
to  the  education  of  the  Maharaja.  The 
Government  of  India,  as  promised  by 
Lord  Dufferin,  has  "always  been  most 
anxious  to  act,  far  as  possible,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  wishes"  of  the  late  Ma- 
haraja. The  present  arrangement  has 
been  approved  by  the  Council  of  the 
Regency. 

IRISH  NATIONAL  TEACHERS. 
Mr.    DONAL    SULLIVAN     (West- 
meath,   S.) :     I    beg  to  ask   the   Chief 
Secretary  to    the   Lord   Lieutenant    of 
Ireland    whether,   in  view  of  the   fact 
that  the  results  examination  of  the  school 
of    the    Irish    National    Teacher,   who, 
having  been  summoned  to  the  July  ex- 
amination of  1889  as  a  candidate  for  pro- 
motion, attended,  and  passed  that  exami- 
nation, and  from  whom  promotion  was 
withheld,  was  postponed  in  1887,  as  well 
as  in  1888,  from  June  to  August,  and 
that   these   postponements   necessitated, 
on  the  24th  June,  1889,  an  examination 
of    his    school  on  the  full   12  months' 
course  of  instruction,  although  the  pupils 
were  only  10  months  in  their  classes,  the 
Commissioners  will  make  any  allowance 
for  the  peculiar  circumstances  connected 
with  this  teacher's  results  examination 
of  1889,  over  which  he  had  no  control ; 
did  the  Inspector  inspect  this  teacher's 
school  since  the  results  examination  of 
24th  June,  1889 ;  and,  if  not,  what  were 
his   reasons   for   withholding  from    the 
Commissioners,   when   furnishing   tbem 
with  his  Report  on  the  results  examina- 
tion of  24th  June,  1889,  the  information 
he  conveyed  to  them  by  his  special  letter 
in  December,  1889,  which  information 
led   the  Commissioners   to  decide   that 
promotion  was  not  warranted,  notwith- 
standing   their    notification    when .  the 
Report  on   the   results   examination   of 
24th  June,  1889,  was  under  observation, 
that  this  teacher's  promotion  would  be 
made   conditional  on    the   state   of   his 
school  during  the  current  school  year ; 
when   the  accuracy   of    the   statements 
made  in   an   Inspector's   Report  is  im- 
peached, what  is  the  mode  of  procedure 
adopted    by    the   Commissioners;    and^ 
whether,  under  these  circumstances,  he 
will  recommend  the  teacher  for  his  pro- 
motion ; 
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Thk  chief  secretary  for  IRE^ 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  ilanehcs^er, 
E.) :  The  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  report  that,  before  they 
arrived  at  their  final  decision  in  the  cxisu 
of  the  teacher  referred  to,  they  gave 
carefitl  consideration  to  all  the  ciren in- 
stances. They  have  also  Biibseqaently 
reconsidered  the  ctise,  and  find  no  ground 
for  departing  from  that  decision.  (2.) 
The  Coinmissionerd  state  that  the  In- 
spector did  not  ins|)ect  the  school  since 
the  24th  Jane,  1869,  aod  that  he  did  not 
withhold  any  information  from  them,  but 
the  correspondence  which  arose  out  of 
the  results  examination,  determined  the 
Commissioners  in  their  decision  that  the 
teacher  could  not  be  promoted.  (3.) 
The  course  alluded  to  in  the  third  para- 
prr.iph  is  to  refer  the  complaint  in  the 
tirst  instance  to  the  Inspector  for  his 
remarks.  The  Commissioners  then  de- 
termine if  any  ulterior  action  is  called 
f*ir.  The  Commissioners  state  that  they 
must  adhere  to  their  decision  in  the 
cas3. 

THE  rUIiCOASE  OF  LAND  .\ND 

CONGESTED  DISTRICTS  (IRELAND) 
r-lLL. 

Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Bushcliffe)  :  I  beg  to  tisk  the  Cliief  Sec- 
retary t*>  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
what  is  the  totiil  area  and  population  of 
the  districts  presumtd  to  be  congested 
under  the  Pun:]ia8e  of  Land  Congested 
Districts  (Ir.dtmd)  Bill? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  informa- 
tion asked  for  could  not  be  very  con- 
veniently given  in  reply  to  a  question, 
but  I  hope  shortly  to  lay  it  on  the  Table, 
together  with  other  iiarticulars  suggested 
by  tlio  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian.  In  the  meantime  the 
Hon.  Member  will  be  able  to  form  an 
estimate  of  the  parts  of  the  country  pro 
posed  to  be  dealt  with  as  congested 
districts  by  referring  to  the  districts 
scheduled  for  emignvtion  purposes  under 
the  Arrears  Act,  bearin£rin  mind  that  they 
will  b?  included  only  when  tliey  form 
25  per  cjnt.  of  the  whole  txiunty.  The 
districts  can  bt?  conveniently  identified 
by  reference  to  the  emigration  map 
published  with  Irish  Local  Government 
Board  Rerx>rt  for  1 RH, 

Mil.  JOHN  ELLIS:  I  will  farther 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman    whether 


the  nominated  members  of  the  Cong< 
District  Board  are   to   receive    saJj 
and  J    in   that   case,  what  will  be 
amount  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No,  Sir  ;  ifc^ 
unollicial  members  of  tho  Congested 
District  Board  will  receive  no  rem un era* 
tion  for  their  services  in  the  shape  of 
salaries. 


m 
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MANUFACrUEE  OF  GUNPOWDER 
IIIELAND. 
Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  :  I 
to  ask  tlie  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
is  true  the  Government  liave,  from  timi^ 
to  time,  entered  into  a  contract  for 
powder  with  the  Ballincolbg  Powder 
MilTs  Company,  County  Cork  ;  whether 
any  specification  or  requirement  has  been 
demanded  of  the  compiny  by  the 
Government  witli  respect  to  the  caski 
which  such  powder  is  delivered 
whether  there  is  any  objection  to  s 
casks  lieing  manufactured  at  Ballinuol 

•Mr.  E  STANHOPE:  The  Gov 
ment  have  contrnct^,  from  time  to  ti 
with  the  BallincoUig  Powder  Com|^ 
The  barrels  in  which  powder  is  snppi 
must  be  of  the  usual  War  Defartment 
pattern;  and  when  the  local  barrel 
makers  can  match  that  pattern  so  as  to 
pass  inspection  there  will  be  no  objection 
to  the  barrels  being  obtained  fromBallin- 
collig.  Correspondence  on  the  subJLCt 
has  been  going  on  for  some  time. 

Dn.  TANNER  :  Am  I  to  understand 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  if 
gun[)owder  can  be  manufactured  tit 
BallincolHg  so  as  to  secure  tho  require- 
ments of  the  Department,  the  War  Ollice 
will  nut  object  to  its  manufacture  T 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Certainly 

ARRESl^S  AT  CLONGOREY. 
Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  Ijeg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  in 
aware  that,  at  or  about  6  a.m.  on  Frid 
last,  Mrs.  Mary  Kelly,  the  tenant 
farm  at  Clongorey,  and  Mi-s,  Morres 
of  the  same  place,  were  arrested 
force  of  bailiffs,  accompanied  by  ar 
police,  and  were  conveyed  with  M 
Morressey's  infant,  to  Dublin,  and  lod| 
in  Grangcgorman  Prison  ;  that  Miclj 
Morressey  also  was  arrested  and 
to  Kilkenny  Gaol  ;  by  what  authority  1 
course  was  taken  ;  whether  the  liiliffs 
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acted  legally  in  refusing  to  exhibit  a 
warrant  when  called  upon  to  do  so  ;  and 
for  what  period  the  women  and  the 
infant  are  to  bo  kept  in  prison  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  appears 
that  the  prisoners  in  question  were 
arrested  on  an  Order  obtained  in  January 
last  from  the  County  Court  Judge  in 
consequence  of  their  failure  to  comply 
with  an  injunction  restraining  them  from 
permitting  League  huts  to  be  erected 
on  their  premises  in  support  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  on  the  O'Kelly  estate. 
The  process  was  at  the  suit  of  the  land- 
lord. The  matter  is  one  over  which 
the  Executive  Government  have  no 
control.  Inquiry,  however,  will  be  made 
as  to  the  matters  of  fact  detailed  in  the 
question. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
the  Order  of  the  County  Court  Judge 
was  not  to  restrain  the  tenant  from 
building  huts,  but  to  remove  huts  built ; 
was  it  within  the  competence  of  the 
bailiffs  tD  arrest  people  other  than  the 
tenant  ;  and  how  does  it  happen  that  a 
woman  who  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
farm  is  in  prison  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  informa- 
tion which  I  have  received  says  that  the 
injunction  was  to  restrain  the  tenant 
from  erecting  huts.  I  have  no  informa- 
tion on  the  second  point,  but  1  have  no 
doubt  that  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land will  be  glad  to  answer  any  question 
on  the  point. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  direct  particular  attention  to 
the  arrest  of  Mrs.  Morressey's  infant, 
who  certainly  was  not  the  tenant  of  the 
farm  1 

Sir  C.  lewis  (Antrim,  N.)  :  Is  it 
not  the  ordinary  course  of  law  to  arrest 
all  persons' on  the  premises  under  such 
circumstances  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  My  know- 
ledge of  the  law  is  so  imperfect  that  I 
am  unable  to  answer  the  question.  The 
hon.  Baronet  had  better  put  the  question 
on  the  Paper. 

MR.  JOHN  RYE. 
Dr.  tanner  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  substitution  of 
Mr.  John  Rye's  name  on  the  Grand  Jury 
List  for  that  of  his  father,  Captain 
Richard  Tonson  Rye,  D.L.,  now  on  his 


trial  for  a  felony  and  attempt  to  murder ; 
and  whether  any  remonstrance  will  1  e 
sent  to  those  who  committed  this 
alleged  irregularity  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  impanel- 
ling of  Grand  Jurors  is  regulated  by  Sta- 
tute, and  is  in  no  way  under  the  control  of 
the  Executive  Government.  With  respect 
to  the  case  of  Captain  Rye,  the  charge 
has  not  reached  the  stage  indicated  in 
the  question.  The  preliminary  inquiry 
at  Petty  Sessions  has  not  yet  concluded. 

Dr.  tanner  :  When  Captain  Rye  is 
brought  forward  for  trial,  would  not  the 
son,  being  upon  the  Grand  Jury,  be  able 
to  adjudicate  upon  the  case  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  should 
think  not,  but  I  have  no  knowledge  of 
the  matter  and  have  no  control  over  it. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Captain  Rye  is 
charged  with  having  committed  a  par- 
ticular crime.  If  his  son  is  upon  the 
Grand  Jury  would  he  not  have  the 
power  of  adjudicating  upon  the  case  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  said 
that  I  have  no  knowledge  and  no  res- 
ponsibility in  the  matter. 

Dr.   TANNER:  Is  it  not  a  felony  to 
fire  two  shots  deliberately  at  an  unfor- 
tunate gentleman  with   intent    to    kill 
him? 
*Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

THE  DUBLIN,  WICKLOW,  AND  WEX. 
FORD  RAILWAY. 
Mr.  PETER  MCDONALD  (Sligo,N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  Report  in  the  Irish  Times 
of  Friday  last,  21st  instant,  of  the 
schedule  of  complaints  submitted  to  the 
Directors  of  the  Dublin,  Wicklow,  and 
Wexford  Railway  Company  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Kingstown  and  Suburban 
Residents'  Association,  and  whether  any 
of  these  complaints  come  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  any  or  what  steps  will  be 
taken,  in  compliance  with  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Inquiring  Committee 
of  1878,  to  remedy  the  grievances  so 
complained  of? 

•The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  I  have  seen  the  Report  in  question, 
and  have  communicated  with  the  Rail- 
way Company,  who  have  made  me  the 
following  reply : — 
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"On  ibe  20tli  ineUDt»  a  Deputation  from  the 
Townfihips  of  Kinxatown,  Dalkey,  and  Bray 
waited  on  tho  IHrectots  of  this  Company  and 
put  before  them  a  Bat  of  matters  of  which  they 
complamed. 

"  Tho  Diroctore  promised  the  Deputation  the 
matters  referrt^d  Ih  should  receive  due  con* 
aideration/' 

The  Board  o£  Ti-ude  hare  no  statutory 
authority  to  require  the  c<»inpany  to 
make  the  improvements  suggested. 

THE  BARON^y  OF  MOYCTTLLEN. 

Mr.  FOLEY  (Galway,  Connemara) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  lie  is 
aware  that  tho  Biiroiiy  Constable  <jf  the 
Barony  of  Moycullen,  in  the  County  of 
(Jalway,  has,  in  the  collection  of  the 
summer  cess  of  1889,  charged  the  cess- 
payers  oue  halfpenny  in  the  pound  in  ex- 
cess of  the  rate  passed  by  the  Grand 
Jury  ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  say  on  what 
principle  and  for  what  purpose  such  ex- 
cess ia  demanded  and  received,  as 
appears,  by  certain  receipts  now^  in  hand, 
ready  to  be  produced  if  desired? 

Mb,  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Secretary 
to  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of 
Gralway  has  favoured  me  with  a  state - 
ment  to  the  effect  that  the  correct 
r.tte  for  the  Summer  1889  Grand  Jury 
Cess  in  Moycullen  Barony  is  Is.  4Jd.» 
but  that  in  the  Query  Book  the  half- 
penny was  omitted  through  a  printer's 
error,  which  may  have  misled  the 
collector  when  getting  his  forms  of 
receipt  originally  printed.  The  Warrant 
subsequently  issued  which  directs  him 
to  make  the  collection  contains  the 
correct  rate. 

ENOINEEH  OFFICERS. 
Mr.  BRADLAITGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
statement  in  the  Globe  of  Tliursday 
last— 

**That  in  conaequence  of  the  scarcifcy  of 
Engineer  Officers  at  the  various  Steam 
BeBerveR,  the  Admiralty  are  seriously  consider- 
ing the  desirability'  of  re- employing  the  moit 
efficient  probatiooary  aftsistant  eugineers  at  the 
College  at  Greenwich  before  the  completion  of 
their  studies  '* ; 

and  to  the  statement  in  the  Civil  Service 
Guide — 

*'  That  it  ia  not  posidble  yet  to  fix  the  date  of 
the  intended  esamination  in  June  for  candidates 
from  the  Technical  Colleges  for  th«  appoint* 
1^  Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach 


ment  of  probationary  assistant  engineer,  afl 
up  to  Uie  present,  only  one  cundidato  hn^ 
expres^d  his  io  ten  Li  on  of  Coming  for  word  id 
compete  for  the  10  vacancies  offered  by  tha 
Admiralty  ;•' 

whether  these  statements  are  true  ;  and 
whethc^r  he  can  give  the  Uouse  ani 
further  information  as  to  the  supply 
Engineer  OflScers  ? 

Thk    FIRST    LORD    or    the 
iillRiVLTY    (Lord    G.  Hashltok,    Mi^ 
dlesex,  Ealing) :  The  Admiralty  are  no 
corjsidering      tlie     desirability     of     re 
employing     the     proljationary    a^ssistanf 
engineers   at  the    Royal    Naval  Colleg 
before  the    completion    of   the  studies  j 
but  should   their   services   be  speciallj 
required,  thoy  would  he  withdraw^n  froi: 
the  college  for  appointment  to  ships^ 
has  been  done  in  former  years.     The  dat 
of   the  examinaticm  of   canditates  froi] 
the  Technical  Colleges  ha>s  been  recentlj 
fixed  to  commem-e  on  Thursday  the  29t!j 
of  May  next,  and  a  satisfactory  numbea 
of  applications,    namely,    20,  have    beei 
already  received,      I  have    nothing 
add  to  my  previous   statement  that  an 
adequate    supply   of  candidates  for   the 
engineering  branch  of  the  Naval  Servio 
can  always  be  obtained. 

Mk,  BRADL/VUGH:  I  think  thf 
noble  Lord  has  overlooked  oue  poi*tion  q| 
the  question,  namely,  where  I  asked^ 
whether  the  requb'ements  in  refereuc 
to  examinations  have  been  dispense 
with,  owing  to  the  scarcity  of  Engiueei 
Officers  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  1  am  iuformefl 
that  there  has  been  no  departure  froi 
the  former  practice. 

8TA3IPING  POSTCARDS. 
Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Cantet 
bury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaatc 
General  whether,  under  the  Post  OflBc 
Ri^gulations,  a  jH^rsou  residing  in  th 
provinces  is  compelled,  if  he  wish 
have  liis  own  postcards  stamped,  eitha 
to  attend  personally  in  London  for  thi 
purposes  of  witnessing  the  operation 
stamping,  and  of  paying  in  cash 
charge  for  that  operation,  or  to  eng 
an  agent  in  London  so  to  attend 
person  ;  and  whether  he  can  see  his  wa 
to  relieve  persons  resident  in  the  count 
from  the  obligation  alluded  to,  and 
accept  postal  orders  in  payment  of 
said  charge  for  stamping  P 
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*The  postmaster  general  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge):  It 
is  not  required  that  persons  wishing  to 
have  their  own  postcards  stamped  should 
attend,  either  in  person  or  by  an  agent, 
to  witness  the  operation  of  stamjping. 
They  must,  however,  if  resident  in 
London,  deliver  the  material  and  pay  the 
duty  and  stamping  fees  at  Somerset 
House,  and  on  the  completion  of  the 
stamping  must  fetch  away  the  stamped 
cardboard.  As  regards  persons  resident 
in  the  provinces,  there  are  seven  pro- 
vincial centres  at  which  the  duty  and 
stamping  fees  can  be  paid  to  the  local 
collector  of  Inland  Revenue,  after  which 
the  owners  are  required  themselves  to 
forward  the  material  to  Somerset  House, 
whence,  after  the  completion  of  the 
stamping,  it  is  returned  direct  to  them, 
they  bearing  the  cost  of  carriage  in  both 
directions.  Persons  resident  elsewhere 
than  in  London  or  at  one  of  the  seven 
provincial  centres  referred  to  must 
arrange  for  the  payment  of  the  duty  and 
fees  and  for  the  delivery  and  collection 
of  the  material  through  an  agent  in 
London.  I  do  not  myself  see  why  pay- 
ments by  money  orders  or  postal  orders, 
as  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member, 
should  not  be  accepted,  the  owners  of 
the  material  in  such  cases  bearing,  of 
course,  the  cost  of  carrying  it  to  and 
fro ;  but  he  will  perhaps  inquire  of  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue  whether  they 
will  accept  payments  in  this  manner. 

Mr.  H.  HEATON:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  communicate  with  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue  in  order  to 
correct  this  abuse  or  grievance  ? 

♦Mr.  raikes  :  It  is  not  in  my  De- 
partment, and  I  should  not  like  to 
deprive  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  of 
the  pleasure  of  communicating  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman. 

COST    OF  HALF-PENNY   STAMPS  AND 
POSTCARDS. 

Mr.  HBNNIKBR  HEATON  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
he  can  inform  the  House  of  the  actual 
cost  to  the  Government  of  a  million 
half-penny  postcards,  and  a  million 
half-penny  stamps,  respectively  ? 

♦Mb.  RAIKES:  a  millioA  thin  pofiir 
cards  cost  £137 .  10s. ;  a  xniUion  stout 
cards^  J&2S3  68.  8d, ;  and  a  million 
half-penny  stamps,  £16    17s.   6d.     The 


cost  of  distributing  postcards  is,  moreover, 
very  large  as  compared  with  that  of  dis- 
tributing adhesive  stamps. 

PRIVATELY  PRINTED  CARDS. 
Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
in  four  years  the  number  of  privately 
printed  cards  stamped  for  the  post  by  the 
Inland  Revenue  Department  rose  from 
3,000,000  to  50,000,000  per  annum; 
whether  the  Post  Office  Authorities  in- 
creased the  charge  for  impressing  the 
Queen's  head  on  these  cards  from  Is.  to 
Is.  6d.  per  1,000  with  a  view  to 
confine  the  supply  of  stationery  as  for  as 
possible  to  Messrs.  De  La  Rue  <fe  Co., 
and  so  to  compensate  them  partially  for 
the  reductions  of  price  to  which  they 
had  consented;  whether  the  result  of 
this  decision  to  increase  the  charge  for 
stamping  cards  has  been  an  addition  to 
the  profits  resulting  to  Messrs.  De  La 
Rue  <fe  Co.  from  their  existing  con- 
tracts; and,  whether  the  decision  in 
question  has  ever  been  communicated  to 
Parliament  ? 

♦Mr.  raikes  :  The  figures  in  the  first . 
part  of  the  question  are  substantially 
correct,  except  that  the  period  should  be 
six  instead  of  four  years.  As  to  the 
•  second  paragraph  of  the  question,  the 
reasons  for  the  increase  of  fee  for 
stamping  private  postcards  from  Is.  6d. 
to  2s.  6d.  (not  Is.  to  Is.  6d.)  per  1,000 
were  given  at  length  by  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  on  the  9th  of  July  last  in 
reply  to  a  question  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh,  East.  It  is 
impossible  for  me  to  say  what  efEect  the 
increase  of  the  fee  has  had  upon  Messrs. 
De  La  Rue's  profits,  of  which  I  have  no 
cognisance.  But  if  the  hon.  Member 
desires  to  imply  that  in  fixing  the 
present  charge  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  actuated  by  a  wish  to  increase 
Messrs.  De  La  Rue's  receipts,  I  can 
assure  him  that  the  insinuation  is  as. 
unfounded  as,  I  am  bound  to  say,  it  la 
offensive. 

Mr.  H.  HEATON  :  In  reference  to  the 
fourth  paragraph  of  my  question,  may  I  ask 
whether  the  decision  has  ever  been  laid . 
on  the  Table  of  this  House  ? 

♦Mr.  raikes  r  I  beHeve  that  it  \m 
been,  communicated  by  the  Secretary  io: 
the  Treasury.  '-^4 
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Mr.  H.  HEATON  :  Will  the  ri^bt  lion. 
Gentleman  lay  the  documeot  on  the 
arable  ? 

•Mfi.  RAIKES:  I  will  coramnnicate 
"fdth  the  Treasury. 

ALLOTMENTS. 

'  Me.  JESSE  COLLlKGS(Birmingham» 
Bordefiley)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
the  Sanitary  Authority  for  the  Midsomer 
Norton  District  haye  recently  taken  land 
for  allotments  nnder  the  provisions  of 
"The  Allotments  Act,  1887 ;"  whether 
the  Surveyor  to  the  Sanitary  Authority 
refused  to  survey  the  land  for  allotments 
altbough  directed  to  do  so  by  tbe  Allot- 
ments Sub-Committee  of  the  Board,  and 
whether,  as  a  consequence,  the  land  has 
lain  unoccupied  for  six  months,  and 
additional  expenditure  has  been  incurred 
hy  employini^  another  Surveyor  ;  and 
whether  tliis  additional  expenditure, 
together  with  the  rent  for  tbe  six  months 
during  which  tbe  laud  has  been  idle,  is 
now  to  be  charged  to  the  allotment 
holders  ? 

•Mr.  RITCHTE:  I  have  received  a 
communication  from  the  Midsomer 
Norton  Ijoca!  Board  in  whicli  it  is  stated 
that  tlie  terms  of  taking  some  of  the 
land  acquired  by  the  Authority  for  allot* 
merits  were  only  agreed  to  on  Jnnuary 
'20fch  last.  Tlie  making  and  publishing  of 
bye-laws  wliich  regulate  lettings  neces- 
«arily  occupied  some  time.  At  the  last 
meeting  of  the  Local  Board  on  the  1 7th 
inst.  the  Secretary  to  the  managers 
delivered  a  plan  of  the  allotments,  the 
cost  of  which  was  £2  2b.,  and  recom- 
inended  the  Authority  to  let  the  land  at  4  id, 
per  perch,  at  which  price  offers  had  been 
obtevined  for  the  whole,  or  nearly  all,  of 
the  allotments.  The  rent  offered  was 
deemed  satisfactory,  and  at^reed  to. 

Mb,  JESSE  COLLINGS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  Penrith  (Mr.  J.  W, 
Lowther)  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Trustees  of  the  Broughall  Charity  Estate 
have  recently  set  out  land  for  allotments 
tinder  the  provisions  of  "  The  Allotments 
Extension  "Act,  1882,"  for  which  they 
are  demanding  six  months*  rent  in 
a  Ivanee,  although  the  land  is  in  an 
uncultivated  state,  and  compelling  tlie 
men  to  sign  agreements  by  which  their 
tenancy  may  be  determined  at  a  month's 
notice,  terminating  with  any  year  of 
their  tenancy ;  and  whether  the  Charity 


Commissioners  will   take  any  action  in 
tbe  matter  ? 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  The  Trustee  of  the  Broughal 
Charity  Estate  has  recently  set  out  la  DC 
for   allotments    under   the  provisions 
the    Allotments    Extension    Act,    1882^ 
The  Trustee  proposed  that  the  allotmei 
holders  should  pay  six  months'  I'ent   in 
advance,  and  that  the  tenancy  should  b©^ 
determinable  at  tbe   end  of  any  year  o^ 
tenancy  by  one  month's  previous  notice 
on    either   side ;    but    he   is   willing 
modify   the    agreement    in    both     thes 
particulars.     The  Charity  Commissioner 
will  inform  the  Trustee  tliat  the  perie 
for  which  rent   is  demanded  in  advanc 
must  not  exceed  three  months,  and  thai 
the  notice   for  terminating  the  tenancy-^ 
must  be    in    conformity   with    tbe    pro* 
visions  of  Section   110  of  the    Enclosur 
Act,  1845,   and  Section  3:3  of  tlie   Agri^| 
cultural  Holdings  Act,  1883. 

TEMPORARY  HOME  FOR  DISCHARGEI 

PRISONERS. 

Mr.  HOWABD  VINCENT:  I  lieg 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if 
be  has  received  an  application,  supported^ 
by   the   leading  judicial   authorities   iul 
London,    from  the   St.  Giles's   Christian  i 
Mission  to  Discharged  Prisoners  for  the  ( 
grant  of  an  old  ship  as  a  temporary  home 
for    the    considerable    number  of    first 
offenders   succebsfudy   remitted  by   the  J 
Metropolitan  magistrates  to  the  care  of  j 
tbe  Mission,  instead  of  to  prison  during  a] 
probationary   period  ;   and  if  it  will  be] 
possible  for  him  to  accede  to  the  request  ^ 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  The  Admiralty  J 
received  an  application  to  this  effect  fronxl 
the  Secretary  of  the  St.  Giles's  Christian  j 
Mission  in  August,  1880,  but,  with  every-] 
wish  to  assist  in  furthering  the  good  I 
work  of  this  Society,  they  w*ere  obliged  I 
to  give  a  refusal,  ha\'ing  no  vessel  Buit*l 
able  or  available  for  the  purpose. 

BRISTOL  PILOTAGE 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  thoJ 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  I 
he  can  state,  or  whether  he  will  consent] 
to  a  Return  showing  the  amounts 
by  the   Government,  and  to  whom,  fold 
each  of  the   years  from   1820  to    183C 
inclusive,  on  account  of  compensation  to 
the  pilots  of  the  Port  of  Bristol,  in  respec 
of  the  alxylition  of  the  Differential  Dues  ond 
foreign  ships 
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♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  The  only 
information  I  can  find  relating  to  the 
circumstances  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  (which  occurred  between  60  and 
70  years  ago)  is  contained  in  Parlia- 
mentary Paper  557  of  Session  1828,  in 
which  it  is  stated  that  the  sum  of 
£389  10s.  6d.  was  paid  out  of  the 
Public  Revenue  between  the  years  1819 
and  1828  to  the  Corporation  of  Bristol 
for  compansation  for  pilotage,  but 
whether  this  was  in  respect  of  Differ- 
ential Dues  is  not  stated  in  the  Return. 

CROWN  RIGHTS  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  KEAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  where 
information  can  be  obtained  regarding 
all  persons  to  whom  any  Crown  rights  of 
fishings  or  foreshores  in  Scotland  have 
been  granted,  sold,  or  leased  before  the 
10th  October,  1851,  similar  to  the 
information  regarding  the  same  matters 
from  that  date  to  1886,  contained  in  the 
Return  on  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Macfarlane, 
No.  175,  of  1886  ;  if  no  such  information 
has  been  furnished  to  Parliament  will 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  any 
objection  to  furnish  such ;  what  period 
could  it  be  made  to  cover  before  1851 ; 
and  is  there  any  objection  to  furnish 
similar  information  from  the  date  of 
Mr.  Macfarlane's  Return  up  to  the 
present  time  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  There 
was  no  such  information,  practically, 
before  1851,  and  there  have  been  very 
few  transactions  since  1886.  Such  as 
they  are  they  have  been  before  the 
Royal  Commission  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  Crown  rights  in  the  Scotch 
salmon  fisheries.  I  understand  that  the 
Commission  will  very  shortly  present 
their  Report.  I  hope  the  hon.  Member 
will  wait  and  see  that  Report,  and  any 
information  which  m&j  not  be  given  to 
him  can  be  made  the  subject  of  another 
question. 

LONDON  POSTMEN. 
Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Haggers- 
ton):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  if  he  can  furnish  the  House 
with  the  information  of  the  number 
of  established  postmen,  verbally  or  by 
means  of  a  Return,  in  the  London 
postal  district  of  three  and  more  years' 
service  employed  at  wages  of  less  than 


24s.  per  week ;  the  total  number  of  first- 
class  postmen  in  the  London  postal 
district,  and  how  many  of  them  are  in 
receipt  of  the  maximum  35s.  per  week : 
the  number  of  auxiliaries  employed  less 
than  eight  hours  per  day,  the  number  of 
auxiliaries  employed  eight  hours  and 
more,  and  the  numbers  of  second,  and 
first-class  established  postmen  in  the 
London  postal  district;  and  the  total 
number  of  postal  employes  of  all  classes 
over  21  years  of  age  employed  for  eight 
hours  or  more  per  day  in  the  London 
postal  district  at  less  than  24s.  per 
week? 

♦Mb.  RAIKES  :  The  number  of  estab- 
lished postmen  in  the  London  postal 
district  of  three  and  more  years'  service 
employed  at  wages  of  less  than  24s.  a 
week  is  587,  and  nearly  all  of  these,  so 
far  as  1  am  aware,  are  not  yet  over  22 
years  of  age.  The  total  number  of 
first-class  town  postmen  in  the  London 
postal  district  is  1,160,  and  of  that 
number  526  are  in  receipt  of  the  maxi- 
mum. Of  these  300  receive  from  wages 
and  good-conduct  stripes  together  35s.  a 
week.  The  number  of  auxiliaries  employed 
less  than  eight  hours  or  more  a  day  is 
1,500,  and  the  number  of  auxiliaries 
employed  eight  hours  or  more  a  day  is  six. 
The  number  of  established  postmen, 
town  and  suburban,  now  employed  in 
the  London  postal  district  is — of  the  first 
class,  2,170 ;  of  the  second  class,  1,211  ; 
total,  3,381.  The  number  of  postal 
employSs  of  all  classes  over  21  years  of 
age  employed  for  eight  hours  or  more 
per  day  in  the  London  postal  district  at 
less  than  24s.  a  week  is  2,279,  out  of  a 
total  force  of  8,339,  and  of  these  few,  if 
any,  belonging  to  an  estabhshed  class  are 
more  than  22  years  of  age. 

THE  THAMES  WATERMEN  AND 
LIGHTERMEN'S  BILL. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  when 
the  Select  Committee  on  the  Thames 
Watermen  and  Lightermen's  Bill  will 
be  nominated  ? 

*SiB  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  I  do  not 
know  why  the  question  should  be  put 
to  me.  I  have  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  matter,  and  I  rather  think  that 
it  was  the  hon.  Member  himself  who 
moved  the  Motion. 
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THE  ABERDEEN  TELEGRAPU 
STAFF. 

Me.  HU^NTER  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  tUu  Postmaster  Geneml  what  is 
the  reason  of  the  ccmtinued  delay  in 
filling  up  a  vacancy  in  the  supervising 
clasB  of  the  Abertleen  telegraph  staff  that 
has  existed  since  June,  1888  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKES:  The  vacancy  on  the 
class  of  senior  clerks  at  Aberdeen  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  was  filled 
up  by  the  promotion  in  August  last  of 
Mr,  Gordon,  and  1  regret  that  1  have 
not  yet  been  able  to  fill  up  the  vacancy 
caused  by  Mr.  Gordon  s  promotion,  but  I 
hope  to  be  able  to  do  bo  shortly. 

MR.  RICHARDSON  GARDNER. 

Mr.  summers  (Huddersfield)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Cliancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  his  attention  hajs  been 
called  to  the  public  announcement  maile 
by  the  Member  for  Windsor  tliat  he  was 
about  to  resign  his  seat  for  that  constitu- 
ency ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  at  the 
present  time  the  comstituency  in  question 
ia  to  all  intents  and  purposes  in  the 
m^idst  of  an  election  contest ;  and 
whether,  in  these  circumstances,  he  will 
inform  the  House  whether  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  applied  for  the  Chi  Item 
Hundreds  ;  and,  if  so,  what  action,  if  any, 
he  proposes  to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GosCHEK,  St.  George's,  Han- 
over  Square) :  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  public  announcement  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Windsor  (Mr, 
Richardson  Gurdner)  that  he  is  about  to 
resign  his  seat,  I  am  aware  that  the 
constituency  at  present  is,  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  in  the  midst  of  an  electoral 
contest.  But  I  may  inform  the  hon. 
Member  that  I  have  not  received  any 
application  for  the  ChiltepQ  Hundreds.  If 
I  do,  it  will,  of  course,  be  granted. 

RIFLE  RANGES. 
Mb.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
brightshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  there  is  any 
truth  in  a  paragraph  which  has  appeared 
in  the  newspapers  to  the  effect  that  the 
Goverument  will  in  future  require  firing 
nghta  over  5,000  yards  behind  the  "butta 
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of  all  rifle  ranges ;  and  whether  the  pj 
posed      Metropolitan     Rille     Range    at 
Staines,    with    firing  ritfhts  over   3»00C 
yards    behind  the    butts,  will    be    con-* 
sidered  safe  for  the  practice  of  the  maga-' 
zinc  rifle. 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :    The  paragraph  J 
is  a  pure  invention,  and   we  have  never! 
authorised  any    statement    to  be   made 
that  at  Staines,  or  anywhere  else,  firing 
rights    over    5,000    yards    behind    the 
targets  will  be  required. 


THE  TITHKS  BILL. 
Mr.  HERBERT  KNATCHBULL- 
HUGESSEN  (Kent,  Faversham)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury' 
whether,  in  the  event  of  the  debate  on 
the  Second  Rcjading  of  the  Tithes  Bill 
not  being  concluded  on  Tliursday,  it  will 
be  proceeded  with  on  Friday  or  Mon.'ij 
day  ? 

♦The  FIRST  LORD  or  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr,  W.  H,  Smith,  Strand 
Westminster)  :  I  can  hardly  think  tha< 
the  debate  on  the  Second  Readinfi 
will  be  concluded  on  Tliursday,  liavii 
i*eg;ird  to  the  fact  that  very  important  1 
Instructions  to  the  Committee,  whicB 
will  raise  more  important  questioB 
than  are  contained  in  the  Bill  itself 
have  already  appeared  on  the  Paper  J 
But  whether  tJiat  is  so  or  not  I  liof 
the  House  will  read  the  Bill  a  second  1 
time  on  Thursday ;  ajid,  if  it  do 
not,  I  am  afraid  it  will  be  necessary 
ask  the  House  to  continue  the  debat 
on  Friday,  and  it  will  also  be  necess 
to  ask  for  some  Votes  in  Supply  on 
Monday. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp-" 
ion) :  What  Votes  will  be  taken? 

*Mk.    W.     H.     SMITH:     Thero    are 
certain  Votes  authorising  the  constnio-j 
tion  of  certain  public  works.       Delay 
the  commencement  of  these  works  wi 
be  xery  injurious  to  the  pubhc  interest 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  ;    Has  the  righf 
hon.  Gentleman  any  intention  of  alteriii 
the  order  of  the  Votes  1 

Mb.  W.  H  SMITH :  Certainly  not- 
consider   myself    bound    to  make  sue 
arrangements  as  will  enable  us  to  uoni 
sider  the    Estimates  which    were  poei 
polled  last  year  at  the  earliest  possible 
period  which  circumstances  will  permit 
this  year.  " 
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COAL,  CINDERS,  &c. 
Accounts  ordered —     , 

**0f  the  quantities  of  Coals,  Cinders,  and 
Patent  Fuel  shipped  at  the  several  Ports  of 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  coastways  to 
other  Ports  of  the  United  Kingdom,  in  the  year 
1889:" 

**  Of  the  quantities  and  declared  value  of 
Coals,  Cinders,  and  Patent  Fuel  exported 
from  the  several  Ports  of  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland  to  Foreign  Countries  and  the 
British  Settlements  Abroad  in  the  year  1889, 
distinguishing  the  Countries  to  which  the  same 
were  sent :  " 

"Of  the  quantities  of  Coals,  Cinders,  and 
Patent  Fuel  exported  from  the  United  King- 
dom in  the  year  1889  : " 

•*  Of  the  quantities  of  Coals  and  Patent  Fuel 
brought  coa?tways,  by  inland  navigation,  and 
by  Railway,  into  the  Port  of  London  during 
the  year  1889:'* 

"  And,  of  the  quantities  of  Coal  and  Patent 
Fuel  received  coastways  at  the  various  Ports 
of  the  United  Kingdom." — (5ir  Henry  Hmaey 
Vivian.) 

LUNACY  CONSOLIDATION  BILL 

[LORDS.]~No.  191.) 

Reported,  without  Amendment,  from 

the   Select  Committee   on  Statute  Law 

Revision  Bill  [Lords],  with  Minutes  of 

Evidence ; 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  110.] 

Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  for  Thursday. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND   PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)   ACT,  1887,    (PERSONS  PRO- 
CEEDED AGAINST,  &c.) 
Return  ordered, 

"  Containing  Names  of  all  Persons  pro- 
ceeded against  under  *  The  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,'  from  the  3pth 
day  of  November,  1888,  to  the  31st  day  of 
March,  1890,  &c."  (in  same  form  as,  and  in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  28, 
of  Session  1889).— (Afr.  John  JEllit.) 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  1)  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

(4.5.)  Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  wish  to  ask 
you,  Sir,  whether  one  Order  of  the  Day 
can  be  properly  separated  from  the 
others,  so  as  to  give  it  precedence  oyer 
Notices  of  Motion  on  Private  Members' 
nights? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER :  Yes  ;  that  is  the  prac- 
tice repeatedly  sanctioned  by  the  House 
for  many  years  in  ihe  case  of  Money  Bills 


and  Bills  of  that  nature.  In  1876  and 
1879,  in  one  year  on  March  24,  and  in 
the  other  on  March  25  (this  very  day), 
a  Consolidated  Fund  Bill  was  so  put 
down,  in  one  case  on  Tuesday,  and  in  the 
other  on  Friday. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
May  I  ask  whether  this  discretion  on 
Tuesdays  is  limited  to  Consolidated  Fund 
Bills  and  Money  Bills? 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  not  limited  to 
Money  Bills.  The  practice  extends  to 
Bills  for  which  urgency  can  be  properly 
claimed. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  Can  a  Bill  so  put 
down  only  be  taken  by  consent  ? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  This  Bill  was  put 
down  for  half-past  3,  I  must  observe,  by 
Order  of  the  House.  It  was  yesterday 
ordered  to  be  taken  at  half-past  3  to- 
day. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN:    Can  it  only  be 
taken  by  consent  ? 
*Mr.  speaker  :  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Is  the  judgment  of 
the  Government  conclusive  as  to  ur- 
gency? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Yes.  It  is  on  the 
ground  of  urgency  that  a  Money  Bill  is 
so  put  down. 

Mr.  BUCHANAJN:  Do  I  understand 
your  ruling  to  be  that  on  Monday  evening 
it  is  in  the  power  of  the  Government  to 
move  that  any  Bill  may  be  taken  on  the 
Tuesday  before  Motions  because,  it  may 
be  without  any  reason  or  without  notice, 
it  considers  that  Bill  urgent  ? 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  I  think  the  exercise 
of  that  right  of  making  such  a  Motion 
would  be  watched  by  the  Hoase  with 
great  jealousy,  but  it  has  been  the  prac- 
tice for  many  years  to  take  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  and  other  Money  Bills,  and 
the  course  now  taken  is,  therefore,  con- 
sistent with  Parliamentary  practice. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Isle  of 
Thanet)  :  I  assume  that  the  judgment  of 
the  Chair  would  be  exercised,  and  that 
no  Bill  would  b©  put  down  which,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  Chair,  was  not  urgent  ? 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  It  does  not  rest  with 
the  Chair.  The  Order  is  made  by  the 
House.  But  it  might  be  my  duty  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  circumr 
stances,  if  I  thought  it  necessary. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  and 
reported. 
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IRELANB-THE  SPECIAL  COIDIISSION 
REPORT. 

Mr.  E,  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  whether  it  has  come  under 
the  notice  of  tho  S3eretary  to  the 
Treasury  that  the  price  of  the  Special 
Cora  mi  si  on  Eeport  has  been  reduced 
from  Is,  4d.  to  9d.,  and  whether  such  a 
change  has  ever  previoasly  taken  place 
in  the  price  of  Pap?i*s  on  puhHe  s-ile  ; 
and  whether  the  price  of  Public  Papers 
are  in  the  hands  of  the  Treasury  or  under 
Parliamentar}^  control  \       • 

Mr.  JACKSON :  It  has  oome  to  my 
notice.  The  fact  is  that  the  first  edition 
was  absorbed,  and  it  was  necessary  to 
issue  a  second.  Following  what  I 
be  lie  ye  to  have  been  the  practice  of  the 
House,  that  Parliamentary  Papers  should 
be  issued  at  the  lowest  possilnle  price,  it 
was  found  that  the  extm  cost  of  |:»rint- 
ing  the  extra  number  of  copies  would 
permit  the  sale  at  8d.,  and  not  at  9d,,  as 
the  hon  Member  has  said,  bat  I  am 
speaking  from  memorv, 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON:  Has  the 
attention  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury been  drawn  to  the  fact  that  the 
Report  is  practically  made  up  of  extracta 
Irom  the  Irish  Workl  and  from  the 
fipeeciRS  of  Irish  Members,  and  was  it 
for  the  special  pnrpose  of  circula- 
ting it  among  the  members  of  the  Prira- 
rpse  League  tliat  the  price  has  been 
reduced  ? 

Me,  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton)  : 
How  many  copies  were  there  in  the  first 
edition,  and  is  there  a  prescribed  number 
for  editions  of  these  Public  Papers. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  do  not  know  the 
number  of 'the  first  edition,  I  lielieve 
there  ^-as  an  unusually  lartje  number. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land,  Cockermouth) :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  thanks  of  the  House  having  been 
voted  to  the  three  Judges  for  their 
impartial  judgment,  that  Resolution  has 
been  formally  presented*  to  them,  and, 
if  so,  whether  they  have  made  any 
reply  1 

♦Mr,  W.  H,  smith  :  It  is  no  part  of 
my  duty  to  convey  to  anybody  a  Resolu- 
tion of  this  House, 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  :  Then,  Mr,  Speaker, 
may  1  ask  whether  you  have  formally 
conveyed  the  Resolution  to  the  Judges, 


or  whether  it  will  be  conveyed  to  them 
atain 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  I  have  received  no 
directions  on  the  subject. 

♦Mb.  CiUSTON  (Southwark,  W.) : 
Can  the  hon.  Gentleman  rjuote  any  other 
instance  of  a  similar  reduction  in  price  t 
Mr*  JACKSON :  Several ;  one  of 
them  was  the  Report  on  the  Housing  of 
the  Working  Classes. 

♦Mr.   H.   J.   WILSON    (York,   W,R., 
Hobnfirth)  :  Was  it  reduced  one  half  7 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  put  the  question  down,  1  will  obtain 
the  information. 

Mb,  CLANCr   (Dublin   County,  N.)  : 

Has  the  reduction  tiken  place  since  the 

adoption  of  the  Report  1 

Mr.  JACKSON :  No,  Sir. 

MOTIOKS. 


OOUUTY  OOUKCILLOBS  (QUALIHCITIOX  OF 

WOJifEK)  BILL, 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Janjea  Stuart^  Bill  to 
enable  Women  to  be  elected  and  to  act  as 
County  Councillor*,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr,  James  Stuart,  Baron  Dimadale,  Mn 
Chfinuitij^^  Mr.  Walt<jr  M^Lareu,  and  Mr. 
Sydney  liuxton, 
'  Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [  Bill  202.] 

SALARIED     SHOP    ASSISTANTS'   WEEiaY    HALF- 
HOU0AY  BILL* 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Blundell  Maple.  Bill  to 
^ve  Salaried  Shop  Assialanta,  male  aud  female, 
one  Half*  Holiday  in  each  week  without  closing 
the  shop,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Blundell  Maple,  Mr,  Baumann,  Mr.  Oaiosford 
Broce^  Murquesa  of  Cammrthun^  Jlr.  Kiniber, 
Mr,  Lamberti  Captain  Peoton,  and  Sir  John 
raleaton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  lime.  [Bill  203.] 

METROPOLIS   PAVEMENT   ACT    (1817)    AMEND 
MENT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Albert  Bollit,  Bill  to 
amend  **Th€  Genoml  Paving  (Metropolis)  Act, 
1817.*'  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Albert 
Rollit^  Mr,  Bartley,  Mr.  Ktchord  Chamberlain, 
and  ^ir,  Lambert. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  204*] 

EEGISTBATION   OF  FIRMS   BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Albert  RoUit,  Bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  Registration  of  Firma,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Sir  Bern- 
hard  Samuelaon,  Mr.  Lockwood,  Mr.  Forrett 
Fulton,  Mr,  Woodall,  Mr.  Maclure,  and  Mr. 
Barran. 

Bill  preaented,  and  read  first  time,  [Bill  20^*3 
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SCHOOL    SUPPLY    (TOBK   AND 
SALISBUKYJ. 

(4.15.)  Me.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield, 
Brightside)  rose  to  call  attention  to  the 
action  of  the  Education  Department  in 
raspect  of  the  School  Supply  of  York 
and  Salisbury  ;  and  to  move — 

**That  this  House  is  of  opinion  Ihat  the 
notion  of  the  Education  Department  in  re- 
ference to  the  supply  of  public  schools  accom- 
modation  in  the  cities  of  York  and  Salisbury 
is  contrary  to  the  spirit  and  intention  of  the 
Education  Act  of  1870,  and  injurious  to  the 
interests  of  education." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said:  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  it  is  far  from  an 
agraeable  task  to  me  to  find  myself 
under  tho  necessity  of  moying  a  Vote  of 
Cjusuro  on  a  Department  which  I  had 
the  honour  of  representing  in  this  House 
for  a  long  period.  I  have  always  regarded 
the  Act  of  1870,  notwithstanding  its 
manifold  defects,  as  one  of  the  most 
valuable  measures  of  our  time.  It  was 
a  compromise  and  an  endeavour  to 
reconcile  conflicting  views,  and  that 
compromise,  when  in  office,  I  loyally 
endeavoured  to  carry  out.  It  has,  from 
time  to  time,  been  subjected  to  much 
criticism  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  Housa.  When  the  Bill  of 
1876  was  introduced,  its  rejection  was 
moved  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Rossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
who  was  supported  by  the  present  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  both  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
demning almost  as  unsparingly  as  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain)  the  support  out  of  pub- 
lic funds  of  denominational  education. 
The  noble  Lord  said — 

**  There  are  many  of  us,  and  I  do  not  scmple 
to  say  that  I  was  one  of  them,  who  believe  the 
principle  of  School  Boards  is  the  right  and  true 
principle  in  this  matter.  We  believe  that 
being  the  right  and  true  principle,  it  will  in 
the  end  prevail.  We  believe  that  when  once 
the  time  has  arrived  for  Parliament  to  declare 
that  the  education  of  the  country  is  the  busi- 
ness, not,  as  formerly,  of  one  individual,  but  of 
the  whole  State  itself,  it  will  become  inevi- 
table that  sooner  or  later  State  education  must 
be  in  the  hands,  not  of  individuals,  but  of  the 
representatives  of  the  people." 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  the 
same  occasion,  said — 

"  He  believed  in  the  long  run  that  popular 
feeling  would  declare  itself  agfainst  the  support 
of  denominational  schools  by  public  money." 
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i  No  matter  what  Government  may  have 
I  been  in  office  the  administration  of  the 
I  Education  Act  has  been  watched  for 
many  years  with  great  suspicion  and 
jealousy,  and  of  late  a  dead  set  has  been 
made  against  the  permanent  officials  of 
the  Education  Department.  I  claim  for 
my83lf  that  I  gave  to  Mr.  Forster  a 
loyal  support,  and  that,  during  the  whole 
time  I  have  been  in  this  House,  I  have 
never  refused,  but  gratefully  accepted, 
any  advance  on  education  which  has 
been  offered  tons  by  any  Government 
that  has  been  in  power.  And  when,  in 
1880,  I  was  called  upon  to  administer 
the  Act,  I  strove  to  the  utmost  of  my 
ability  to  administer  it  impartially.  I 
think  I  can  say  the  same  of  my  prede- 
cessor, the  noble  Lord  who  is  now  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  another 
noble  Lord,  who  is  not  now  in  the 
House  (Lord  Sandon),  and,  so  for 
as  I  was  personally  concerned,  I  had  the 
cordial  assistance  of  two  Lords  President 
— Lord  Spencer  and  Lord  Carlingford. 
The  Vice  President  has  had  occasion 
recently  to  point  out  that  the  permanent 
officials  are  not  fairly  treated  by  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  behind  him. 
While  I  was  connected  with  this  De- 
partment Sir  Francis  Sandford  and  Mr. 
Cumin  were  the  Secretaries,  and  from 
my  experience  of  those  gentlemen  I  can 
speak  to  their  judicial  and  impartial 
•minds  and  their  desire  not  to  swerve  by 
(Jne  inch  from  the  perfectly  fair  ad- 
ministration of  the  Act.  But  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  apparently  take  a 
different  view  of  the  matter.  Their 
opinions  have  been  expressed  very 
courageously  and  frankly  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  Darwen  Divi- 
sion (Lord  Cranborne),  who  a  short  time 
ago  said — 

•*  We  do  not  distrust  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Vice  President,  but  we  have  a  pro- 
found distrust  of  the  Education  Department." 

And  he  went  on  to  add  the  reason — 

"  Because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber fur  Sheffield  has  left  his  spirit  behind  him, 
and  though  my  right  hon.  Friend  doei  his 
utmost  to  restrain  it,  yet  it  leaks  out  in  every 
direction." 

The  charge,  therefore,  is  that  the  perma- 
nent officials  are  not  fair  to  the  denomi- 
national schools,  but  against  that  charge 
I  am  sure  the  Vice  President  will  defend 
them.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  two 
instances     in      which     I     have      had 


5t:Jwal  Supply 


{COMMONS}  ( York  and  Salishur^ 


Beriously  to  arraiji^  the  action  of  the 
Depai'tment,  but  in  doing  so  I  made  no 
attack  on  the  permanuiit  officials,  nor 
on  the  Vice  President,  who  has  shown 
himself  to  be  fair- minded  and  coar- 
teons,  and  in  sympathy  with  education. 
But  while  1  believe  that  it  has  neither 
V)een  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  nor  the 
permanent  officials,  I  am  afrait*  there  liaB 
been  a  power  beliind  them  which  lias 
taken  on  itself  to  overrule  them  and 
set  new  precedents  which  will  prove 
disastrous  to  the  interests  of  educ^ition. 
Following  np  what  I  said  about  the 
action  of  the  Conservative  Part}%  I 
noticed  that  when  Mr.  Cumin  died  in 
January  last,  a  remarkable  article 
appeared  in  the  Sittiifhtrd^  Ciilling  upon 
the  Government  to  be  careful  whom  they 
appointed  in  iir.  Ciiniin*s  placL%  and 
warning  the  Government  agjiinst  appoint- 
ing anyone  who  was  not  **  unfettered  by 
official  traditions,  and  competent  to  look 
at  the  whole  educational  controversy 
from  the  outside/'  I  congratulate  the 
Government  on  the  appointment  of  the 
present  S^^cretary  of  the  Education  De- 
partment :  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
appointment  could  have  given  greater 
satie faction.  Tliough  a  Conservative  and 
Churchman,  1  am  sure  Mr.  Kekewich  is 
not  respoHRible  for  the  policy  which  hus 
been  adopted.  The  Resolution  which  I 
have  put  upon  the  Paper  calls  attention 
to  the  action  of  the  Department  with 
respect  to  York  and  Salisbury.  I  will 
take  Salisbury  tii'st,  because  it  comes 
first  in  order  of  time.  It  is  not  the 
worst  case,  but  it  is  a  very  bad  ease,  and 
one  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
find  it  difficult  to  defend.  I  am  sorry  to 
say  1  shall  have  to  trouble  the  House 
witli  considerable  details.  In  February, 
1888,  the  Deprirtment  complained  to  the 
, School  Board  of  Salisbury  that  theiM?  was 
a  lack  of  school  accommixlation  in  the 
place.  There  has  been  a  School  Board 
in  Salisbury  for  17  years,  iind  during  the 
whole  of  that  period  efforts  have  been 
made,  without  success,  to  secure  a  Board 
school  for  Salisbury.  In  1885  and  1886 
the  Department  sent  down  an  Inspector, 
who  informed  the  managers  of  the  Scots- 
lane  schools  that  the  grant  would  be 
ref  nsed  unless  large  structural  alterations 
were  made,  and  the  school  brought  into 
harmony  with  modern  requirements. 
Kow  Scotalane  British  school  was  one 
which  had  been  improved  out  of  an  old 
Mr,  MntidMt 


chapel,  and  was  held  by  the  mjinagers  oti 
a  shnrt  tenancy,  and  they  found  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  make  good  an  * 
useful  8cho<jls  there  without  entire  re-oou 
struction,  and  without  incurring  ex  pens 
which  tlie  managers  would  be  unable 
meet.     Further  than  that,  it  was  fotuid 
tlmt    the    site    was    not   suitable, 
complaints   of  the   Inspector  were    con 
tinuous   down    to  1888,  and  ultimately 
the  Department  notified  that  the  granl 
would    be    refused.       Upon    that, 
managers  resolved  that  the  school  abould 
be  closed  at  Christmas,   1888»     On 
1 5th   of  December,    1888,   the    Depar 
ment  wrote   again  to  the  School   Boar 
inviting  their  attention  to  the  deficiencj 
of  school  accommodation  in  the  place,  and 
adding  that  additional  accommodation  in  i 
central  position  was  urgently  necessarj*^ 
even  iri'espective   of  the   closing  of  th^ 
British    school.     About   this   time    thti 
triennial    election  of   the  School   Boa 
was    pending,   and  before   the    election 
came  on  there  was   an  informal  under 
standing  arrived  at  by  men  of  in  flu  en  c 
on  V>oth  sides  that  if  the  Scotslaue  tSehooM 
were  closed  a  School  Board  school  should 
be  opened.     I  do  not  say  there  waa   a1 
compact  or  a   written  agreement,    butj 
there  was  an  understanding  as  stated  by 
men   of  high  honour  whose  word  is 
good  m  that  of  the  Bishop  him^lf.     The] 
Bishop,  however,  forced  this  controver 
upon  different  lines  altogether,  and  was 
entirely  opposed  to  a  Scho«jl  Board  schcKil 
on  any  conditions  whatever.     He  made 
personal  appeals  to  the   electors  both  it 
the  Press  and  the  pulpit,  and  the    whole 
parochial  agency  and  the  whole  organisaJ 
tion  of  the  ecclesiastical  party   were   put 
into  operation  to  prevent  a  Schotd  Board] 
school  from  being   set  up   in  Salisbury. 
There  were   19,000   votes  which  might  I 
have  been   cast  at  the   election,  and  of 
these   8,600    votes    only  supported   the 
ecclesiastical     party,     and    6,300    were, 
polled  for  a  School  Board  school.     The 
other  electors  remained  neutral,     I  jmni 
out  that  to  show  that  there  was   a  lar 
minority    in  favi»ur  of  a  SchiK>I  Boar 
school.     After  the   election  of  the   newl 
Board,    the    Department — on    the    2nd| 
March,    1882-  called    attention    to  ifc 
previous  letters,  and  asked  the  Board  ' 
take  into  early  consideration  the  queatioiii 
of  tlic  additional   school   accommodationf 
required  in  the  district.       In  the  sutos 
month  the  managers  of  the    Fisherttml 
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School,  in  the  outskirts  of  the  city, 
announced  their  intention  of  closing  it 
aftar  the  next  inspection,  for  they  had 
come  to  the  conclusion-^and  I  think 
wisely — that  it  was  no  use  struggling 
on  with  an  imperfect  staff,  and  that  a 
good  Board  school  was  required  to  raise 
the  tone  of  education  in  the  city.  The 
result  of  that  step  would  of  course  be, 
by  the  following  Christmas,  to  cause  a 
deficiency  of  school  accommodation  for 
800  children.  In  April,  1889,  the 
Department  wrote  again  to  the  Board, 
calling  attention  to  the  deficiency  of  the 
existing  school  accommodation  and 
to  the  increase  of  that  deficiency 
by  the  closing  of  the  Fisherton 
School,  and  they  asked  the  Board  in  what 
way  provision  was  to  be  made  for  the 
children.  The  School  Board  deferred 
the  consideration  of  that  communication 
for  a  month.  That  is  the  way  in  which 
the  Board  procrastinated  and  ignored  its 
functions.  At  the  next  meeting  of  the 
Board  on  the  15th  of  May  a  letter  was 
read  from  the  managers  of  the  Church 
Day  Schools  Association  offering  to  pro- 
vide additional  accommodation,  and  a 
school  which  previously  had  been  a  free 
school  was  assigned  by  thosa  managers  to 
the  Kilburn  Sisters  to  rebuild  and  to  main- 
tain under  their  sole  management.  The 
Board  resolved  to  accept  the  offer,  they 
passed  a  resolution  to  that  effect,  and  the 
resolution  was  communicated  to  the 
Department.  Thus,  nearly  a  year  and 
a  half  had  elagsed  since  the  Department 
first  called  the  attention  of  the  Board  to 
the  necessity  for  additional  school 
accommodation.  On  the  19th  June, 
1889,  the  Department  again  wrote 
calhng  the  attention  of  the  Board  to  the 
fact  that  they  were  charged  with  the 
duty  of  providing  adequate  and  permanent 
public  elementary  school  accommodation 
for  the  children  of  the  city,  and  that 
before  their  Lordships  would  feel  justi- 
fied in  withholding  a  requisition  ad- 
dressed to  the  Board  under  Section  18  of 
the  Elementary  Education  Act,  they  must 
be  satisfied  that  the  schools  proposed  to 
be  provided  by  voluntary  exertions  were 
suitable  for  the  purpose.  The  Depart- 
ment further  asked  for  plans  of  the  site 
and  proposed  buildings  and  an  under- 
taking to  maintain  the  proposed  school 
as  a  public  elementary  school.  A  month 
or  two  later  the  Department  reminded 
the  Board  as  follows : — 


<*  If  their  Lordships  feel  it  their  duty  to 
make  a  formal  requisition  on  the  School  Board 
to  supply  further  accommodation.  ...  it 
must  be  clearly  understood  that  any  school 
accommodation  mentioned  in  the  requisition 
must  be  supplied  by  your  Board  and  not  by 
other  persons." 

On  the  26th  June  the  School  Board 
replied — not  very  courteously,  but  rather 
in  a  shuffling  and  evasive  way — and  on 
the  30th  July  the  Department  again 
wrote — 

"  My  Lords  accept  the  accommodation  pro- 
posed in  the  proposed  plan  for  the  Bishop's 
higher  grade  school,  but  they  must  be  satisfied 
iivith  respect  to  the  subscriptions  for  building 
and  carrying  on  the  school." 

And  so  the  negotiations  went  on  until  at 
last  the  Board  got  an  extension  of  tijne 
to  the  close  of  October.  As  a  result  of 
the  negotiations  Memorials,  influentially 
signed,  were  sent  up  to  the  Department 
from  Salisbury ;  and  in  November  I  had 
the  honour  of  introducing  a  deputation  of 
the  ratepayers,  who  laid  their  views 
before  the  Department.  I  may  mention 
that  the  contract  was  signed  on  the  16th 
August ;  but  up  to  the  end  of  the  year  I 
believe  no  guarantee  had  been  given, 
except  the  personal  guarantee  of  the 
Bishop,  and  the  contract  entered  into  was 
a  conditional  contract,  providing  that  the 
schools  should  be  completed  within  six 
months  from  the  time  when  the  con- 
tractor was  called  upon  to  begin.  The 
payment  of  the  subscriptions  was  spread 
over  a  period  of  10  years.  One  school — 
the  Bishop's  school — was  to  be  a  select 
school,  in  which  the  fees  were  fixed  at  9d., 
and  was  not  to  be  recognised  as 
supplying  any  part  of  '  the  deficiency. 
The  answer  given  by  Lord  Cranbrook  to 
the  deputation  was  that  there  was  no 
legal  obligation  on  the  School  Board  to 
take  up  that  which  others  would  do. 
*Thb  vice  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  To  secure  a  supply. 

Me.  MUNDELLA  :  But  in  one  of  their 
letters  the  Department  say  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  Board  to  provide  adequate  accom- 
modation for  elementary  education. 
Well,  the  Board  only  provide  it  if  other 
people  do  not.  Why  does  the  Depart- 
ment threaten  the  Board  with  a  requid[« 
tioB  if  it  does  not  do  its  duty  ?  Howdver 
generous  the  offer  of  the  Bishop  may  be, 
his  liability  does  not  extend  beyond  the 
building  <^  a  school^  for  with  a  fee  cl  9cL 
a  week  and  Government  Grants  a  schpol 
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can  maintain  itself,  and  9d.  is  an 
absurd  fee  for  an  elementary  school  in 
Sjjlisbmy.  Two  new  scLoold  had  been 
provided  by  the  Board  and  accepted  by 
the  Department.  They  were  boilt  to 
provide  nominally  for  120  children  in 
each  department.  Groat  was  tlie 
astonishment  when  the  Department 
would  not  certify  for  more  than  98  in 
each  ;  yet  in  a  short  time  the  same 
buildings  were  certified  as  affording 
accommodaiion  for  146  in  each  depart- 
ment. That  is  the  way  in  which  the 
Department  have  met  the  demands  for 
[)ublic  school  accommodation  in  Salisbury. 
NoWt  Sir,  I  have  a  word  or  two  to  say  as 
t^o  the  interference  of  the  Kilburn 
Sieterss  in  the  educational  affaira  of 
Salisbury.  It  is  no  part  of  my  duty  to 
complain  of  the  practices  or  doctrines  of 
that  Sisterhood.  But  I  may  explain  that 
it  is  an  Ang^lican  Sisterhood,  known  as 
the  Cliurch  Extension  Society,  and  as  the 
Kilburn  Sisters,  who  are  active  propa- 
gandists of  doctrines  not  in  accordance 
with  the  Articles  and  formularies  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  opposed  to  the 
views  of  nine-tenths  of  the  Protestants 
of  this  country;  and  to  force  cbildren  to 
attend  schools  taught  by  the  Kilburn 
Sisters  is  an  oppression  of  conscience 
of  wliich  no  Member  on  either  side  of 
the  Honse  will  approve.  The  result  of 
the  action  of  the  Department  is  that 
the  Kilburn  Sisters  and  the  Bishop  of 
Salisbury  are  supplying  the  educational 
wants  of  the  city,  while  the  School 
Board  escapes  its  obhgations,  and  now 
there  is  no  school  in  Salisbury  which  is 
not  under  the  control  of  the  Church  of 
England,  except  one  small  Boman 
Catholic  school,  and  6,000  persons  who 
am  in  favour  of  a  School  Board  school 
are  compelled  to  send  their  children  to 
these  schools.  Now,  Sir,  Clause  7 
of  the  Act  of  1870  is,  that  the 
School  Board  shall  maintain  and 
keep  efficient  every  school,  and  shall, 
from  time  to  time,  provide  such  efficient 
school  accommodation  as  is,  in  their 
opinion,  necessary,  and  if,  at  any  time, 
they  do  not  supply  tliat accommodation,  a 
requisition  will  follow.  It  is  quite 
time  that  tliere  is  no  obligation  under 
this  section  to  send  a  requisition ;  but  on 
June  19th  the  Department  threatened 
to  send  a  requisition,  unless  their  require- 
ments were  complied  with.  It  ^as  not 
obligatory  ;  but  they  have  the  power, 
Mr.  Munddla 


though  not  the  duty,  of  doing  it,     Tbesel 
conditions  were  not  complied  with  fovi 
months  after  tbe  date  fixed,  and  one  of 
them  IB  not  fulfilled  at  the  present  dBy»l 
Yet  no  requisition  has  been  sent     What 
are  the  facts  of  the  ease  ?     That  if  the 
Bishop  wei-e  tt>  die,  the  whole  scheme  J 
would  break  down.     There  would  be  no| 
supply,   Theschoolsof  Salisbury  have  beec 
for  many  years  in  a  poor  and  struggling! 
condition,  and  the  County  of  Wiltts  standi 
lowest  in  education    of    any  county   in 
England.     I  believe  its  Grants  are  7  per| 
cent,  less  than  the  next  lowest  county. 
The    decision   of   the    Department    has 
placed  it  in  this  position:  that  practically  J 
the   school  supply  is  left  to  the  Bishop f 
and  the  Kilburn  system.     On  the  19tb 
October  he  said — 

**  Now,  a0  long  aa  he  w«<  Bishop  of  Sftlisbury  I 
he  would  never  wllow  a  Board  Bchool  to  be  in- 
troduced into  that  town,  as  long  afl  he  bad  a 
penny  in  hia  pocket.** 

That  is  not  the  Act  of  1870.     On  the 
same   occasion  the    Bishop  told  the  in- 
habitants of  Salisbury  what   the   gfTeail 
and  terrible  German  nation  had  resolved! 
with    regard    to    religious     instruction. 
The  Bishop  spoke  with  approval  of  the 
German  system,  which   compels    every 
man    to    make    a    confession    of    faith,  i 
and  allows  teachers  of  religion  in  Ger- 1 
man  schiT^ils-     If  the  Bishop  had  turned  I 
to  Mr,  Matthew  Arnold*s  Report  upon  J 
religious  teaching  in  German  schooli^,  h©J 
would  have  found  it  stated  that  in  the! 
best  educated  and  most  Protestant  i^arta  j 
of  Germany  two- thirds  of  the    working 
classes  were  alienated  from  religion.     Il 
think  anyone  who  knows  Germany  knows 
the    mischief   that    has    been    done    to 
religious  teaching  and  to  religion  itself 
by  compulsory  religious  teaching.     But 
in  dealing  with  this  question   there    iaJ 
something    still     more     important—the  I 
relation  of  the  Church  to  Nonconformists! 
in  Salisbury.     The  effect  of  what  I  have] 
been  commenting  upon  will  be  to  enforce  I 
the  attendance  of  a  reluctant  minority  atl 
these  ultra-sectarian  schools.     What  can  [ 
come    of     this    but    heartburning    and  J 
strife?    Complaints  are  made  as  to  the] 
workiugof  the  Conscience  Clause  already. 
1  believe  there  are  some  Liberal   clergy -1 
men  in  Salisbury  who   are   exceedingly! 
anxions  so  to    adapt    their    proceedings  [ 
as  to  minimise  the  number  of   days   on] 
which    the   Catechism    is    taught.     But] 
that  only  applies  to  the  few.     Already! 
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I  have  received  numbers  of  letters  from 
workiiuy    men,    some   complaining   tliat 
time  after  time  their  children  have  been 
left    in    the     cold     and    darkne&s     of 
the    outtjr    lobbies,    while  the  teaching 
has  been  going  on  inside.     Others  com- 
plain that  tlie  children   have  not  been 
withdmwn  from  this  teaching.    The  right 
kon.    Gentleman    has  heard    several   of 
these  complaints.     A  working  man  sent 
hia    daughter    to  the    Fish  burn   School 
after  the  British  Scliool  was  closed.    She 
was   then  received  on    the  payment  of 
3d.  per  week.    He  claimed  the  Conscience 
Clause  ;  and  when  they  heard  she  was  in 
"  e  Seventh  Standard,  they  said  "Yon 
nst  jmy  9d.  a  week  to  remain  here."    A 
penalty  was  placed  on  this  child,  either 
because  the  Conscience  Clause  was  claimed 
or    because    slie    was    in    the   Seventh 
Standard.    How  is  this  going  to  promote 
the  education  of  Salisbury  ?    What  is  the 
duty  of  the  Department  if  it  is  not  to  pro- 
mote  education  1  Is  it  the  duty  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department  to  provide  sectarian  edn- 
tion  ?  What  will  be  the  result  of  the  action 
of  the  Education  Departmentin  Salisbury  1 
The  right  hoo.   Geutleman    knows  that 
the  schools   of  Salisbury    are    poor   and 
struggHng,  aud  that  many  of  thern  are, 
structurally,  very   bad.     One   has  been 
condemned,  I  am  told,  since  the  Fisbburn 
Schoohi  were  closed,  by  H»M.  Inspector 
Green,     And    so    encouraged    are     the 
Clmrch  Party  in  Salisbury  by  the  action 
of    the     Department     that     they    have 
en    talking    of     petitioning    for    the 
removal  of   Mr,  Green.     There  can    be 
no  hotter  evidence  of  the  poverty  of  the 
schools  of  Salisbury  than   that  the  free 
htjols  are  obliged  now  to  charge  a  fee. 
As  a  result,  the  School  Board  ha.ve  to 
send    working    men    to    the   Board    of 
uardians  to  get  payment  of  their  fees  ; 
0  working-men  are  very  unwilling  to 
J,  and  the  Bixird  are  very  reluctant  to 
irosecutj    them   for    not   going.      What 
ould  have  been  the   result  if  the  De- 
lartment  liad  taken  a  different  line  of 
tion?     Supposing  the  Department  had 
et  the   thing  promptly   when   it   first 
,rose,  and  established  a  School  Board  school 
to  begin  with.   Wliat  would  have  beeu  the 
result?     A   Board   school    would    have 
raised  the  tone  of  education  in  Salisbury ; 
it   would   have    been   a   model   and   an 
example  for  the  rest  of  the  schools ;  it 
I       would  not  have  been  an  advantage    to 
I       Nonconformists  ;  it  would  have  been  an 
L     YOL.  CCCXTJT.    rimBD  seeks.] 
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advantage  to  education.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  that  the  Scho<:)l  Board 
could  then  have  remitted  the  fees  of  the 
working-classes.  The  result  of  better 
organisation  of  the  Church  schools  has 
been  that  they  have  benefited  by  the 
increased  Grant  to  the  extent  of  from 
2s.  6d.  to  13s.  per  head.  One  good 
Board  school  would  have  raised  the 
character  of  the  whole  education  of  Salis- 
bury. It  would  have  been  cf  advantage 
to  the  Church  schools  if  they  had  had 
the  competition  of  one  or  two  good 
Board  schools^  ag  it  would  not  only  have 
raised  their  tone,  but  have  increased  their 
earnings  immensely.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  8ay.s  that  this  was  not  the 
spirit  of  the  Education  Act.  Lot  me 
remind  him  of  what  the  late  Mr.  W. 
Forster  said  when  that  Act  was  passed. 
He  said — 


'*The  education  of  the  people's  ehilJrerv  by 
the  people's  oQicera  chosen  ia  their  local  asaom- 
lilies,  and  controlled  by  the  people's  l^epra- 
Acnfcatives  in  Harliamont-that  is  the  principle 
on  ^hich  the  Bill  is  bftsed,  and  it  is  the 
ultimato  force  which  lies  behind  every 
clause." 

But  where,  I  ask,  are  the  people*8  schools 
in  Salisbury  managed  by  tlie  people's 
officers,  and  managed  for  the  people  1 
There  are  no  such  schools.  There  are  no 
schools  into  whicli  anyone  would  ciire  to 
send  a  child,  unless  it  be  the  Church 
schools.  In  1876  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Cliancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
appealed  to  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  of  that  day,  and  nsked  if  the 
school  supply,  which  was  referred  to, 
consisted  of  Unitarian  schools,  would  he 
dare  to  force  the  attendance  of  children 
in  them  ?  Suppose::  the  Catholics  had 
budt  thosi^  schools— l:>ecaii8e  it  means 
this  if  it  means  anything — would  you 
have  regarded  them  as  suitable  and 
liave  allowed  the  School  Board  to  enforce 
attendance  in  them  1  No; you  would  have 
ordered  other  schools  to  have  been  built 
forthwith  ;  but  as  it  is,  you  are  doing  wiiat 
is  much  more  objectionable.  This  matter 
lias  been  one  of  great  controversy,  and  I 
myself  was  forced  into  a  controversy 
with  the  Bishop  in  regard  to  it.  I  ac- 
knowledge the  thorough  hL^nesty  of  pur- 
pose and  the  good  intentions  which 
animate  the  Bishop  ;  but  I  am  afniid  he 
is  an  extremely  narrow  ecclesiastic,  and 
lias  very  little  tolei*ation  for  those  who 
differ  from  him.  I  have  armed  myself 
with  letters  respecting  this  question  of 
3  U 
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the  Salisbury  schools  from  all  parts  of 
England,  from  beneficed  clergymen  not 
only  in  Salkbary  bnt  all  over  the  eonn- 
try,  and  also  from  the  laity  on  a  much 
more  extensive  scale.  I  shonld  like  to 
read  one  letter  I  hare  received  from  a 
beneficed  clergyman  in  Salisbury,  as  I 
think  it  will  give  the  House  a  fair 
picture  of  what  is  going  on  in  that  city. 
[Cries  of  "  Name  T'j  I  will  give  names 
where  I  think  it  necessary,  but  I  cannot 
undertake  to  give  the  names  in  every 
case  I  quote,  because  there  are  some  men 
whose  names  it  would  not  be  fair  to  read, 
afi  it  might  interfere  with  their  personal 
comfort  considering  that  they  have  to 
look  to  ecclesijisttcs  for  the  position  they 
maintain.  One  letter  is  from  Edmund's 
i-ectoiy,  in  which  the  clergyman  says 
that,  as  the  only  beneficed  clergyman  in 
Salisbury  who  ig  conscientiously  opposed 
to  tlie  action  of  the  Bishop,  he  thought  it 
necessary  to  protest  that  the  Bishop's 
policy  was  most  iaraentable  in  its  results 
and  was  doing  much  harm  to  the  cause 
ol  the  Church  of  England  and  of  religion* 
This  is  a  letter  from  an  excellent  man 
who  does  honour  to  the  Church  by  his 
learning  and  ability,  and  of  whcmi  all 
who  know  him  speak  with  admiration 
and  effect.  I  am  afi'aid  I  have  detained 
the  House  too  long  in  reference  to  the 
queHtion  of  Salisbury.  I  will  now  briefly 
touch  on  the  case  of  York,  which  1  think 
the  House  will  find  is  even  worse  than 
that  of  Salisbury,  fnim  the  point  of  view 
of  neglect  on  the  part  of  the  Education 
Department.  In  the  Salisbury  case,  the 
Department  were  empowered  to  do 
certain  statutory  things,  and  ought  to 
have  exercised  the  discretion  they  pos- 
sessed ;  but  in  the  case  of  York,  they  had 
to  perform  a  statutory  daty,  and  this 
duty  they  have  undoubtedly  neglected. 
There  are  numerous  Reports  in  the 
Education  Department  showing  that 
many  of  the  schools  in  York  were, 
strncturally,  unsuitable,  while  the  fees 
were  exceptionally  high.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  not  dispute  this,  as 
the  Department  declined  to  recognise 
AJl  Saints'  school  in  1886.  There  was  a 
large  deficiency  of  schm^l  places,  and, 
after  a  long  correspondence,  the  final 
notice  was  issued  in  1888.  Instead  of 
creating  the  necessary  places  the  School 
Board  accepted  the  offer  of  the  Church 
Extension  Association  to  create  600 
places,  in  spite  of  strong  protests  from 
Mr.  Mundella 


many  denominations.     I  contend  that 
19  not  in  the  power  of  the  School  Boar 
to   allow   any  one  else  to  do  the  worJC 
v^hich   they  are  bound  to  do.     On  the 
acceptance   of   the    offer,  protests   we 
immediately   raised  from  Public    Bodies 
of  many   denominations,    and   Petitions" 
were     sent     to     the     Department.      A 
copy     of     the     Board's     reso  lotion     ol 
October    4,    accepting     the   offer,    wa 
sent    to   the    Department,    and   on    the 
31st    January,    1890,    the    Department 
replied,  informing  the  Board  that  they 
were  advised  that  it  was  not  the  duty  of  , 
the  Department  to  send  a  requisition — s 
that  the  Department  gave  up  the  requiai-l 
tion — and  asketl  that  the    plans  of  thei 
scho<:il  which  was  proposed  to  \yG  Imilt 
should  be  forwarded  to  the  Department 
without  delay  for  their  approval.     Now, J 
I  am  curious  to  hear  what  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  (Sir  W.   Hart  Dyke)  has  t<>  J 
say  in  defence  of  this  action,  liecanse  it 
has    ever    been    held    as    a    canon    in 
the  Education  Department,  and  indeed  it 
was   decided  in    the  famous    Willesden 
case    by    Lord    Hcrschell^    that    when, 
a  School   Board  has    been   set    up    fori 
the  purpose  of  supplying  a  deficiency,  nol 
other  Body  but  the  School   Board   can/f 
afterwards    supply    that    deficiency.     I 
should  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if 
he  has  any  precedent  to  the  contrary,  to 
show  it  to  me.    All  I  know  is,  that  when 
I  was  at   the  Education  Department 
was  t*5ld  that  there  was  no  such  prece- 
dent.    It  appears  to  me  that  there  w 
less  excuse  in  the  case  of  the  City  ot 
York  for  the  non-supply  of  accommoda- 
tion than  in  any  other  case  that  I  evei?j 
knew.     The  state  of  education  in  York,^ 
according  to  the  statements  of  the  prescnis 
Chairman  of  the  School  B^iard,  is  disgrace^ 
ful     In  the  first  place,  2,100  children  s 
at  the  present  time  in  private  adventur 
and  dame  schools — a  state  of  things  whicll 
I  do  not  believe   is  equalled  anywher 
else.     Some  of  these  schools  are  held 
the   ordinary   lining    rooms    of   private 
houses  and  in  other  unsuitable  pre  raises  J 
Another   difficulty    they  have   In  York 
which  lias  given    much  trouble  is  coii^ 
nected  with  the  school  fees.     The  fee 
are  exceedingly  high,  averaging  14s.  71dJ 
and  the  Chairman  says  that  even  met 
who  are  in  regular  work,  but  who  hav 
small  wages,  cannot  afford  to  pay  thesd 
fees,  and  consequently  they  are  broughf 
into  contact  with  the  degrading  machinery 
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of  panperism.  I  take  shame  to  myself 
that  I  did  not  find  ont  when  I  was  at  the 
Department  that  York  was  in  so  bad  a 
condition.  Then  there  is  the  sysifceni  of 
raising  the  fees  as  the  child  rises  in  the 
school,  which  prevents  parents  from' 
sending  their  children  regularly  to 
school,  and  induces  them  to  take  them 
away  as  soon  as  they  are  old  enough  to 
earn  money.  This  state  of  things  is 
being  perpetuated  by  the  Government, 
and  it  not  only  reflects  discredit  upon 
the  Government,  but  does  the  greatest 
possible  harm  to  education.  1-  know 
that  nothing  has  been  so  beneficial  ta 
the  voluntary  schools  as  the  competition 
of  the  School  Board  schools.  All  through 
Yorkshire  I  can  find  towns  where  the 
average  earnings  are  3s.  per  head  higher 
than  in  York.  In  fact,  it  is  a  misfortune 
for  a  child  to  be  born  in  the  City  of 
York,  for  he  is  worse  ofE  in  the  matter*  of 
education  than  any  other  child.  .  Why  is 
this?  This  is  done  in  the  name  of 
religious  education.  If  there  is  cme 
thing  more  than  another  that  was 
impressed  upon  this  House  by  the 
late  Mr.  Forster,  it  was  that  parents 
should  have  free  choice  of  schools. 
There  is  no  free  choice  of  schools  in 
York,  and  there  is  not  going  to*  be  any  so 
&r  as  the  Education  Department  is 
concerned.  I  say  that  if  the  Education 
Department  had  taken  into  consideration 
not  only  that  the  supply  should  be 
sufficient,  but  that  it  should  be  efficient, 
such  a  decision  as  this  could  never  have 
been  come  to.  I  am  of  opinion  that  the 
Government  has  neglected  to  use  the 
powers  conferred  upon  it  by  the.  Educa* 
tion  Act,  and  distinctly  failed '  in  the 
performance  of  its  statutory  duty  in 
respect  of  these  schools.  I  beg  to  move 
the  Motion  which  stands  in  my  name. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  the 
action  of  the  Education  Department  in  refen 
ence  to  the  supply  of  puhlic  school  accommoda^ 
tion  in  the  Cities  of  York  and  Salishury  is  con« 
trary  to  the  spirit  and  intention  of  the  Educa- 
tion Act  of  1870,  and  iojurious  to  the  interests 
of  Education."— (Jfr.  Mundella.) 

*(5.42.)  Mb.  HULSE  (SaUsbury) :  Aa 
representhig  one  of  the  two  constituencies 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sheffield,  I  hope  the 
House  will  bear  with  me  for  a  few 
moments  whilst  I  endeavour  to  place  hon. 


Members  in  possession  of  the  real  ^ts 
of  •  the  'education  cohtroversy,  so-,  for 
as  Salisbury  is  oonberhed.  I  cannot  pre- 
sume to  enter  into  a  discussion  with^thei 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  scope  op 
even  the  merits  of  tiie  Education  Act  of 
1870,  br  the  Department  over  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  presided  for  so  mieoiy 
years,  but  I  think  I  can  speak  with  some 
confidence  and  authority  as  to  the  wishes 
and  desires  of  tny  constituents  in  thia 
matter.  Hon.  Members  are  no  doub^i. 
aware  that  Salisbury  and  its  Bishop  have 
been  the  subject  of  articles  and  leaders 
in  the  public  orgwis  of  the  Metropolis  for 
some  time,  owing,  no. doubt,  to  the  pro-^ 
minent  part  the  rigKt  hon.  Gentleman 
htis  taken  in  this  controversy.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  correct  in  more  than, 
one  statement  he  has  made,  but,  so  &r 
as  the  population  of  Salisbury  is  con- 
cerhed,  he  is  incorrect  in  saying  that  the 
population .  of  the  Salisbury  school  dis-« 
trict  is  19,000. 

Mb.  MUNDEIJiA :  I  said,  I  think,  thai 
the  number  di  votes  cast  at  the  School; 
Board  election  was  19,000. 
♦Mr.  HUI^E  :  The  .  population  ifi 
18,000,  and  evenly  balanced  as  have 
been  its  many  political-  conflicts,  and 
narrow  as  have  been  the  niajoriiies  of 
those  who  have  been  privileged  to  repre- 
sent it  in  this  House,  I  think  Salisbury  is 
practically  determined  to  uphold  the 
voluntary  system  in  its  schools,  and^  if 
possible,  tp  promote  and  continue  the 
modus  vivenai  both  for  Church  and  Dis- 
sent. This  is  no  mere  sectarian  struggle  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
drawn  the  attention  of  this  House. 
Every  honest  effort  has  been  made  by 
the  City  of  Salisbury  to  meet  the 
educational  wants  of  the  population.  The 
deficienpy  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man complains  of  was  not  caused  by  the 
speedy  growth  of  the  population,  but 
rather  by  what  I  might  venture » to  call 
the  very  mistaken  action  of  the  members 
and  supporters  of  the  British  and  Foreign 
Schools  Society,  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  President,  and  whose 
mouthpiece  in  this  matter  he  has 
declared  himself  throughout  his  speech 
to  be.  The  educational  controversy  in 
Salisbury  dates  back  as  far  as  1871  and 
1872,  when,  for  a  short  time,  there  was 
a  recognised  deficiency  of  accommodation, 
which  was  met  by  the  building  of  the 
free  school  to  which  the  right  hon. 
3  U  2 
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Gentleman  has  referred.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  alluded  to  the  deputation 
which  he  introduced  to  Lord  Ci'anbrook, 
I  think  in  November  last*  Well,  accord- 
ing to  the  statement  of  the  working  man 
memberof  the  present  Scbool  Board,  whom 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  introduced  with 
a  deputation  to  Lord  Cranbrook,  there 
was  no  contest  for  nine  years  after  the 
establishment  of  this  free  school  for 
the  School  Board.  The  School  Board 
of  Salisburj  then,  aa  now,  had  a 
majority  in  favour  of  the  voluntary 
Bystem,  and  gainst  the  erection  of 
Board  schools,  at  the  expense  of  the 
ratepayers.  Only  12  months  ago,  at  the 
instigation  of  the  Board  school  party, 
the  question  w^as  threshed  out  as  to 
whether  there  should  be  Board 
schools  and  a  continuation  and  ex- 
tension of  the  existing  system,  and 
th^o  present  Board  was  returned  by  a 
large  majority  in  favour  of  the 
voluntary  system.  So  far  os  I 
am  able  to  judge,  as  representing 
Salisbury,  I  am  confident  that  a  ma- 
jority of  my  constituents  are  in  favour  of 
the  voluntary  system,  and  I  have  no  fear 
that  the  Bishop  will,  in  his  new  technical 
school,  only  admit  the  sons  of  Church- 
men, or  that  the  Conscience  Clause  will 
be  abrogated,  or  that  the  Catechism  or 
other  formularies  of  the  Church  will  be 
inflicted  on  unwilling  hearers.  Tlie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  to  one  or 
two  cases  of  working  men  objecting  to 
the  teaching  in  these  schoolfi,  but  I 
would  remind  him  that  in  two  of  the 
particular  instances,  although  the  parents 
took  advantage  of  the  Conscience  Clause, 
they  sent  their  children  to  the  Sunday 
schools,  and  that  in  another  case  a  parent 
who  took  advantage  of  the  clause 
removed  liis  child  to  a  Roman  Catholic 
school.  Well,  Sir,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  Catechism  is  taught  in  the 
Salisbury  schools  only  ooce  a  week,  on 
Friday  moi^ngs.  The  Nonconformist 
parents  know  very  well  that  they  can 
either  send  their  children  to  school  at 
9.45  on  Fridays,  when  the  Catechism  is 
over,  or,  as  many  have  done,  they  can 
Bend  their  children  at  9  o'clock  on  the 
understanding  that  for  three  quarters 
of  an  hour,  whilst  the  Catechism  is 
being  taught,  their  children  shall  be 
provided  with  secular  training.  The 
right  hoTK  Gsntleman  lias  been  nn* 
ceasins"  in  his  arguments  elsewhere  that 
Mr.  Hulae 


the  object  of  the  Act  of  1870  was 
give  to  the  parent  a  choice  of  schools, 
I  do  not  take  that  view.  I  have  always 
thought,  on  the  contrary,  that  the 
grievance  of  the  Radical  Party  was  that 
the  object  of  Mr.  Forster  s  Act  was  only 
to  supply  existing  deficiences ;  but  if  the 
object  of  tlie  Act  is  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  contends  there  would  be,  or 
ought  to  be,  a  couple  of  rival  schools  not 
only  in  every  urban  but  in  every  rural 
parish  throughout  England.  So  &r  as  I 
in  Tjxj  humble  way  can  judge  this  is  not 
a  working  man's  grievance  in  Salisbury > 
but  a  sectarian  grievance,  fostered  and  en- 
couraged by  certain  reverend  gentlemeu 
who  are  anxious  to  make  political  capital 
out  of  it ,  The  c  losing  of  the  British  schools 
was,  in  tlie  opinion  of  many,  only  a  piece  of 
political  strategy^  and  wholly  unneces- 
sary. To  use  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sheffield  J 
(Mr,  Mundella)  in  his  published  corrcs-1 
pondence  with  the  Bishop  of  SaUsbury, 
if  the  supporters  of  these  schools  wished 
only  to  rate  themselves  they  might  have 
done  so ;  they  might  have  saved  them, 
from  extinction,  and  have  prevented  all 
this  grievance.  The  truth  is  that  the 
suf^rters  of  these  British  schools  wisl 
to  rate  Churchmen,  Roman  Catholiea 
Wesleyans,  and  other  Nonconform ist«^ 
for  the  purpose  of  erecting  and  main- 
taining schools  which  they  had  not  the 
puhhe  spirit  tti  maintain  and  keep  going 
themselves-  But,  even  before  this,  the 
Church  Day  Schools'  Association 
stai-ted  to  prevent  the  abandonment 
the  existing  schcjols,  and  also  to  supply 
the  future  eduaitional  needs  of  the  city. 
Nearly  18  months  ago  many  of  the 
leading  citizens  subscribed  to  the 
British  schools,  as  well  as  to  the  parochial 
schools,  and,  so  far  from  the  Bishop 
having  been  intolerant — he  may  have 
been  on  one  occasion  somewhat  inj 
judicious,  a  point  the  right  hon.  Grentle 
man  has  made  the  most  of — at  a  meet 
ing  at  the  Palace,  when  the  probabilit 
of  closing  the  schools  ivas  first  an- 
nounced, ho  .offered  the  assistance  of 
the  friends  of  the  voluntary  system  to 
keep  the  British  schools  going,  and  also  to 
satisfy  the  requirements  of  the  Depart- 
ment respecting  them.  I  am  extremely 
sorry  to  have  to  weary  the  House  witi 
figures,  but  I  should  like  to  state  what" 
the  school  accommodation  is.  The  popu- 
lation of  the  school  district  of  Salisbury  i  ^ 
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18,000,  and,  taking  the  children  of  school 
age  at  the  very  liberal  estimate  required  by 
the  Department  of  one-sixth  of  the  popu- 
lation, they  will  number  3,000.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to  the  school  ac- 
commodation of  Salisbury  in  February, 
1888.     There  was  then  provision  in  the 
existing  schools  for  3,086  children.     The 
actual  numbar  on  the  register  was  2,534, 
and  the  actual  daily  average  attendance 
was  2,264.     The  two  British  schools  that 
were  closed  provided  accommodation  for 
310  and  340  children  respectively,  whilst 
the  Roman  Catholics,  who  never  neglect 
their  children,  provided  accommodation 
for    between   90   and   100.     When  the 
Bishop's  Higher- Grade  School  is  open,  as 
it  shortly  will  be,  thera  will  be  accommo- 
dation for  4,119  children,   reckoned  on 
the  basis  approved  by  the  Education  De- 
partment.    Hon.  Members  will  ask  what 
is  the  reason  for  this  greatly  extended 
accommodation?     It  is  due  to  the  fact 
that  on  the  Report  of  the  School  Inspector 
the  Education  Department  required  that 
the  City  of  Salisbury  should  be  divided 
into  certain  districts,  in  each  of  which 
the     necessary    school     accommodation 
should  be  provided  without  allowing  a 
superfluity   of   places    in    one    part  of 
the    city     to    be    set   o£E    against    the 
deficiencies    elsewhere.     This  has  been 
done     at     the     sole    expense     of     the 
Church    party.     I  would   further  point 
out  that  since  the   British  schools  were 
closed  there  have  been  1,653  places  pro- 
vided to  make  up  for   the   loss   of   the 
650     places    which    were    so     unduly 
and  wantonly  sacrificed  by  the  closing 
of  the  British  schools.     We  have,  there- 
fore,  an    excess  of  accommodation  for 
1,585  children,  which,  I  believe,  is  suffi- 
cient to  provide  for  the  growth  of  popu- 
lation for  at  least  another  generation.    If 
every  child  of  school  age  from  three  to 
13   attended   an  elementary    school   in 
Salisbury  there  would  still  be  an  excess  of 
accommodation  for    1,119    children,  all 
requirements  of  the  Department  having 
been     fulfilled.      I    think    the    Bishop 
has     done     everything     in    his    power 
to  promote  and  foster  Christian  feeling 
between    the    various  Religious  Bodies 
in    the    city.      In     the     higher    grade 
school,  which  has  been  erected   at  the 
entire  cost  of   his  Lordship,   I  believe 
there  will  be  found  some  of  the  best  and 
cleverest  boys  in  the   city,   no  matter 


what  be  their  creed,  and  whether  their 
parents   go  to  chapel,  or,  unfortunately, 
to  no   place   of  worship  at  all.     There 
will     be     20    Free    Scholarships     open 
annually    to     all     the     other    elemen- 
tary    schools     in    the    neighbourhood. 
This  controversy  has  been   fomented  by 
appeals   to    the    Liberation   Society  for 
resolutions    of   sympathy,   and  also  by 
the    most   violent   attacks   on   the  Kil- 
burn    Sisters.     Of  course   it    does    not 
come  within  my  province  to  take  up  the 
cudgels  on  behalf  of  the  Kilburn  Sisters. 
It  may  be  that  their  great  zeal  has  some- 
what outrun  their  discretion.     1  would, 
however,  point  out   that  they   came  to 
Salisbury     by    invitation,    and    by    an 
arrangement  with  the  managers  of  the 
free  school.     It  was  arranged  that  if,  at 
the  end  of  a  year,  the  work  of  the  Kil- 
burn Sisters  was  not  appreciated  and 
satisfactory,  the   managers  of  the  free 
school  could  take  over  the  premises  at  a 
valuation.      The    treatment   which  the 
Education   Department    has   meted  out 
to  the  supporters  of  the  existing  schools 
has     not    been     especially     favourable. 
The  educational  wants  of  the  city  have 
b3en   met  in  the  promptest    and   most 
liberal   manner.      Out  of  the  £14,000 
required     to    place     Salisbury     on    an 
efficient     educational     basis,     £13,000 
has     already     been     subscribed.      The 
contracts  for  building  new  schools  were 
made  in  such  a  way  that  actions  could 
be  brought  against  the  contracting  parties 
if  the  work  was  not  proceeded  with  or  the 
money  not  forthcoming.     I  have  myself 
inspected  the  new  schools,  in  company  with 
others  who  are  far  better  able  to  judge. 
We  found  they  were  built  in  an  admirable 
way,  and  that  they  met  in  every  respect 
the  requirements  of  the  Department.     If 
hon.  Members  will  take  the  trouble  to 
look   at  the   map  of  Salisbury,   in   the 
Library,  they   will   find   the   schools  so 
situated  that  no  child  in  Salisbury  has  to 
walk  as  much  as  one  mile,  or  anything 
approaching  it,  to  attend  his  or  her  school. 
I  Uiink  that  in  the  city  there  is  a  perfect 
choice  of  schools,  and  perfect  liberty  of 
conscience,  and  I  would  submit  to  the 
House  that  on  no  ground,  either  educa- 
tional or  sentimental,  ought  any  censure 
to  be  passed   upon  the    action  of    the 
Department,  or  upon  the  wishes  of  the 
citizens.     In    my   humble    opinion,  the 
time    of    this    House   is    being  wasted 
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upon  a  Icxml  dispute,  into  wliich  a 
great  deal  of  sectiiHaii  bitterness  has 
been  interposed,  and  where  1  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  law, 
both  in  it^  letter  aad  in  its  spirit^ 
has  been  fairly  and  justly  administered, 
and,  so  far  from  the  Educational  Depart- 
ment having  specially  favonred  Salisbury, 
I  won  id  go  so  far  as  to  say  tliat 
in  some  of  its  demands  it  has  been 
almost  arbitrary  and  exacting.  I 
cannot  see  any  legal  or  moral  reason 
why  the  School  Board  should  be  called 
upon  to  spend  thousands  of  the  ratepayers' 
money  when  the  cost  of  providing  for 
the  education  of  tlie  children  is  readily, 
willingly,  and  cheerfully  supplied  from 
private  sources. 

♦(6.5,)  Mb.  CHANNIXG  (Northamp^ 
ton,  E.)  :  The  hon.  Member  for  Salis- 
bury (Mr.  Hulse)  has  spoken  of  tlie 
demte  aa  the  curing  of  a  local  dispute 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  I  venture 
to  say  that  anyone  acquainted  with  the 
history  of  the  educational  controversy 
is  aware  that  the  debate  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  started,  not  only 
raises  points  of  importance  to  the 
two  places  to  which  it  relates,  but  also 
involves  the  most  impoi'tant  principles, 
I  will  not  go  into  the  details  of  the 
matter,  as  they  have  baen  exhaustively 
dealt  with  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Mundella),  but  I  would  point  out  that 
one  practical  result  of  the  action  whirh 
has  been  taken  at  Salisbury  is  that  the 
building  arrangements  of  the  new  schools 
will  be  carried  out  on  the  eight  feet 
principle  of  the  voluntary  schools  instead 
of  on  the  ten  foot  principle  of  the  Board 
schools.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hulse) 
claims  to  act  oa  the  principle  of  a  bare 
majority  on  this  question  of  religious 
education.  That  brings  us  exactly  to 
the  point  of  this  debate.  The  result  of 
the  action  of  the  Education  Department 
is  that  iu  a  place  which  actually  has  a 
School  Board  the  state  of  affairs  is  pushed 
back  to  what  it  was  in  1 870,  when  Mr 
Forster's  first  proposals  were  put 
before  the  House,  and  before  the 
discussions  wliich  finally  resulted  in  the 

adoption   of  the  Cowper-Temple  Clause. 

But  it  is  even  worse  than  that,  liecause 
the  principle  of  compulsion  has  now  been 
introduced,  so  that  the  children  of 
Ifl'onconformists  are  forced  to  go  to 
schools  w^here  the  religious  education 
3fr.  Hulse 
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given   is    contrary  to  their    principles. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Rossen- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  inthe^ 
notable  speech  he  delivered  when  Lordl 
Sandon's  Bill  was  before  the  House  said- 

*'What  is  the  position  of  NoooonformiiitA 
under  the  Bill  ?  They  were  forced,  for  the  first 
time»    to   wnd   their    children   to    flohoola  of  j 
the  character  of  which  thoy  did  not  altagother] 
approve.    ,    »    ,'* 

**They  were  called  upon  to  Babmit  to  theae 
di  sad  vantages  in  the  name  of  edaciitional  pro- 
groaa,  and  aa  the  logical  conaequenoe  of  the  j 
legialation  of  IS 70." 

**  Who  are  the  persona  to  whom  I  have  been 
thus  referring?  Are  they  persons  of  whoae 
feelings,  sympathies,  and  prejudices  the  House 
ought  to  be  negligent  ?  ** 

Tliej  had  done  much  for  religion  audi 
morality.  They  had  done  much  for  the! 
Constitutional  liberties  of  this  count ly. 

**  These  are  men  whose  feelings  and  pre- 
judices cannot  bo  safely  neglected  by  either 
side  of  the  Houfle.  I  should  have  thought  U 
not  juBtice,  at  all  events,  generosityf  would  bmre 
led  thoee  having  at  their  command  a  powerful 
majority  to  consider  carefully  the  feelings,  and 
even  the  prejudices,  of  these  men«'* 

The    hon.    Member  for   Salisbury    says 
there   is   no   intolerance    in    Salisbury,, 
but   that   the   Bishop    has    been 
anxious    to   foster    a    Christian    spirit' 
I  challenge  that  statement  most  eraphati- 
Ciilly.     I  say  there  ia  intolerance  when 
you   deny    to    the    Konconformists    an 
opportunity  of  having*  a   school   where  J 
they  can  receive  that  simple  Bible  teach-r 
ing  and  training  which  Nonconformiflta  j 
ai-e    accustomed    to,    and    which    theyj 
demand ;     and     when    yon    force     the 
children  of  Nonconformists  to   go  to 
school  such   as   that  started   under  the 
auspices  of  the  Kilbum  Sisters,  at  which 
the   children  have   either   to   liiten 
religious    teaching    which   ia    baaed  OE 
the    doctrine    of  transubstantiation,  the 
doctrine  of  auricular  confession^  and  manj 
other  doctrines  of  that  kind,  or  to  prot 
themselves  by  putting  in  operation  tUi| 
Conscience  Clause.    I  have  not  one  wor"" 
to  say  against  the  work  of  the  KilburaJ 
Sisters  in  general-     I    know  sometb 
of    it,   and   I  believe   these  Sifters  ar 
doing  noble  and  good  work  in  the  countr 
amongst  the  poor^  and,  that  being  so, 
ask  why   should   they   leave   this 
work    and    enter     on     this     miserabl 
battle     of    sectarianism      and     attemj 
to    obtain    a    monopoly    of    the    wboli 
religious    teaching    of    a    city  ?      Why 
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should  they  Ipok  with  such  jealousy  on 
the  wishes  of  the  Nonconformists  to  have 
a  simple  BiUe  teaching?  I  might 
quote  from  the  books  and  pamphlets  issued 
under  the  auspices  of  the  Church  Exten- 
sion Association  to  show  the  lengths  that 
association  will  go  to  misrepresent  the 
action  of  the  School  Boards  in  regard  to 
religion.  We  have  always  supposed  that 
the  Act  of  1870  placed  a  great  engine  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Education  Department, 
in  order  to  maintain  religious  equality,  in 
order  to  give  a  fair  chance  in  these 
matters  to  every  section  of  the  com- 
munity. We  have  a  right  to  challenge 
the  action  of  the  Education  Department 
when  we  see  they  are  throwing  the 
whole  weight  of  their  official  power  into 
carrying  out  this  bitter  spirit  of  sectarian 
propagandism.  What  the  Nonconformists 
wish  is  excellently  explained  by  Cardinal 
Newman,  in  the  following  words  : — 

'^These  are  only  denominations,  parties, 
schools,  compared  With  the  National  Religion  of 
England  in  its  length  and  breadth.  *  Bible  reli- 
gion* is  both  the  recognised  title  and  the  best  des- 
cription of  English  religion.  It  consists  not  in 
rites  and  creeds,  but  mainly  in  having  the 
Bible  read  in  Church,  in  the  family,  and  in 
private.  Now,  I  am  far  indeed  from  under- 
valuing that  mere  knowledge  of  Scripture,  which 
is  imparted  thus  promiscuously.  At  least,  in 
England  it  has  to  a  certain  point  made  up  for 
great  and  grievous  losses  in  it  Christianity.  The 
reiteration  again  and  again  in  fixed  course,  in 
the  Public  Service,  of  the  words  of  inspired 
teachers  under  both  covenants,  and  that  in 
grave,  majestic  English,  has,  in  matter  of  fact, 
been  to  our  people  a  vast  benefit.  It  has 
attuned  their  minds  to  religious  thoughts  and 
has  given  them  a  high  moral  standard.  It  has 
served  them  in  associating  religion  \nth  com- 
positions which,  even  humanly  considered,  are 
among  the  most  sublime  and  beautiful  ever 
written  ;  especially  it  has  impressed  upon  them 
the  series  of  Divine  Providences  in  behalf  of 
man  from  his  creation  to  his  end ;  and,  above 
all,  the  words, .  deeds,  and  sacred  oflferings  of 
Him  in  whom  all  the  Providencefi  of  God 
centre.  It  has  been  comparatively  careless  of 
creed  and  catechism,  and  has,  in  consequence, 
shown  little  sense  of  the  need  of  consistency. 
What  Scripture  illustrates  from  its  first  page  to 
its  last,  is  God's  Providence,  and  that  is  nearly 
the  only  doctrine  held  with  a  real  assent  by 
the  mass  of  religious  Englishmen.  Hence,  the 
Bible  is  so  great  a  solace  and  refuge  to  them 
in  trouble.  I  am  not  speaking  of  particular 
schools  and  parties  .  .  .  but  of  the  mass  of 
piously-minded  and  well-living  people  in  all 
ranks  of  the  community.'* 

The  result  of  the  action  of  the  Depart- 
ment haa  been,  in  Salisbury  and  York,  to 
deprive  the  children  of  Nonconformists 
of  just  that  simple  Bible  teaching,  the 


value  of  which  that  distinguished  English 
Eoman  Catholic,  whosJe  words  I  have 
quoted,  recognises.  We  are  asked  to 
allow  a  simple  majority  on  a  School 
Board  to  decide  what  the  religious 
teaching  is  to  be.  I  must  say  in  defence 
of  the  Dissenters  of  the  country  that  they 
never  have  been  intolerant,  and  they  a*e 
not  intolerant  now.  They  have  rather 
been  too  tolerant  in  their  action  in 
regard  to  education.  They  have  con- 
sented to  compromise  after  compromise. 
In  1870  they  were  satisfied  with  com- 
promises which  experience  has  amply 
proved  had  no  real  basis,  and  afEorded 
no  protection  of  their  rights.  Now,  with 
regard  to  Salisbury,  I  am  free  to  admit 
that  the  actual  letter  of  the  law  is  on 
the  side  of  the  Education  Department.  I 
only  charge  the  Department  with  break- 
ing the  real  spirit  of  the  education  pro- 
posals of  1870,  the  spirit  of  fair  play  and 
a  generous  interpretation  of  the  rights  of 
the  different  sects  in  the  community.  As 
to  York,  I  '  assert  that  the  letter 
which  has  been  quoted  in  full 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  must 
be  interpreted  as  a  legitimate  requisition 
sent  to  the  York  School  Board.  We  not 
only  have  the  opinion  of  two  of  the 
most  eminent  lawyers  in  the  country 
that  under  Clause  10  of  the  Education 
Act,  where  a  Board  is  constituted  to 
supply  deficiency  of  school  accommoda- 
tion, it  is  absolutely  the  duty  of  the 
Education  Department  to  issue  a  requisi- 
tion in  due  course.  We  not  only  have 
that  contention  supported  by  the  opinion 
of  Lord  Herschell  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
H.  James),  but  we  have  the  letter  of  the 
Department.  I  challenge  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  to  state  how 
that  letter  can  be  explained  except  te 
giving  the  actual  directions,  which  are 
equivalent  to  a  requisition.  It  seems  to 
me  as  absurd  to  challenge  the  description 
of  that  as  a  legitimate  requisition  to  the 
York  School  Board  as  it  would  be  -for 
anyone  to  challenge  the  form  of  a  notice 
to  quit  so  long  as  the  intention  was  mani- 
fest, and  because  it  was  not  given  on  the 
usual  printed  form  of  the  estate,  or 
because  it  was  written  in  a  less  fomu^ 
manner  than  usual.  But  the  cases  of 
York  and  Salisbury  do  not  stand  alone. 
Even  in  the  last  few  weeks  there  has 
been  an  extension  of  the  war  to  Notting>r 
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ham.  Tlie  people  of  Nottingham  re 
turned  a  Churcli  majority  of  one  upon 
the  Scbool  Board,  and  the  other  day  the 
majority  passed  a  resolution  asking  the 
Education  Department  to  sanction  the 
giving"  of  grants  to  a  school  lie  longing  to 
the  Kilbnrn  Sisterhood,  or  the  Church 
Extension  A>s8ociatioii,  which  school 
is  in  a  district  whera  it  is  perfectly 
notorious  there  is  an  immense  surplus 
of  School  places  already.  There 
are  no  less  than  850  places  vacant  in 
Church  schools  in  the  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  proposed  Kilbnni  Sisters 
School.  Taking  into  calculation  a  small 
school  erected  by  the  School  Board  there 
fw^  1,150  vacant  places.  That  shows 
the  real  spirit  with  which  we  have  to 
deal.  This  is  a  war  carried  on  a<^ainst 
ths  School  Boai-d  system,  against  religious 
equality,  against  the  rights  it  may  be  in 
some  places,  as  in  Salisbury,  of  a  minority 
of  the  community,  I  heartily  support 
the  Motion. 

(6.25.)  Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON 
(Shropshire,  Oswestry)  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Nortliaraptonahire  (Mr.Channing) 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr,  Mun- 
delki)  who  introduced  the  Motion,  spoke 
of  what  they  called  a  bare  majority. 
Let  me  remind  them  that  when  certain 
Members  of  the  House  put  down  a  Motion 
about  a  bare  majority,  it  was  said 
that  no  such  thing  existed, 

Mr.  MLTNDELLA  :  I  did  not  say  a 
bare  majority;  I  quoted  the  exact 
figures, 

Mr.  STAIS^LET  LEIGHTON :  Now, 
four  to  three  is  a  very  large  majority  ; 
indeed,  it  is  a  larger  majority  than  that 
which  governs  the  country  at  the  present 
time.  Moreover,  the  minoriry  in  the  case 
of  Salisbur)^  is  very  much  smaller  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  us 
believe.  It  is  fair  to  suppose  that  when 
the  Nonconformists  of  Salisbury  pre- 
pared the  petition  which  they  put  into 
the  right  hon  Gentleman's  hands,  they 
endeavoured  to  get  every  vote  they 
possibly  could.  How  many  did  they 
get  ?  They  got  3,000.  But  Iiow  did 
they  collect  the  3,000?  They  went  to 
the  ministers  of  the  Nonconformist 
chapels,  and  each  minister  signed  for  the 
whole  of  his  congregation.  In  the  same 
way  the  Dean  of  St  Paul's  signature 
may  he  taken  to  represent  10,000 
signatures.  Such  ia  the  way  in  which 
Mr,  Channhig 


figures  are  cooked  in  Salisbury.  It  must 
be  uudei-stood  that  the  majority  is  not  a 
caBual  majority,  but  a  majority  of  people  , 
who  have  voted  on  this  question  for  the 
last  20  years,  and  have  always  outvoted 
the  Nonconformists.  They  have  done  that 
because  thera  is  ample  school  supply, 
and  because  they  do  not  want  additional 
burdens  to  be  thrown  on  the  ratepayers. 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  friends  should  tnist  the  people  a 
little  more.  Surely  the  people  of 
Salisbury  arc  worthy  of  the  coutidence 
which  is  placed  in  them  by  the  Education 
Law  which  declares  that  they  shall  have  ' 
the  responsibility  of  supplying  tlie  educa- 
tion required  by  them.  At  all  events,  this 
new  idea  is  quite  contrary  to  the  opinion 
of  the  society  over  which  the  rjght  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Mundella)  presides — 
the  British  and  Foreign  School  St»ciety — 
for  that  society  protests  against  the 
notion  that  Local  Bodies  can  throw  on 
the  Department  responsilnlities  which 
attach  to  themselves.  I  do  not  pro- , 
pose  to  say  much  with  regaini  to  the  law  i 
of  this  question,  because  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northamptonshire  declared  that 
the  law  was  against  the  contention  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  forSheflSeld. 

♦Mb,  CHANNING:    Only  as  regards 
Salisbury, 

♦Mr,  STANLEr  LEIGHTON  :  I   am 
speaking  of  Salisbury.     For  a  long  time 
all    precedents    have   been   against  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.     Almost  in  every 
case  where  School  Boards  have  desired  that  | 
educational  provision  shall  be  made   by 
Voluntary  Bodies,  it   has  been  made  by 
such  B^xlies,  and   so   strongly    has   this 
been   iisserted    in    the    practice    of    the  | 
Eduaitional       Department      that       in  I 
Yorkshire    a  Board    school     has     been  | 
suppressed     and    a  Voluntary      school  I 
allowed      to     take      its     place,      That,  J 
I   believe,    has    been    done     in     otherj 
places  •  at  all  events  in  many  frowns  in] 
England  besides   Salisbury,  and    where] 
there   are  no  Sclux*l   Boards  wlmtever. 
Why  are  we  to  over-ride  the  wishes  ol| 
the     majority    in   the     locality  ?       The  j 
British    and  foreign  schools   were   supr-J 
ported  by  the  society,  and  why  was  the  -j 
support  wi  til  drawn '?      Why  were    they, 
disestablished     in     Salisbury  ?       Other! 
religions     denominations      were     qnitol 
willing  to  supply  the  managers  with  all 
the   money  necessary   to  keep   on    the. 
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admission  conditions  of  fche  British  and 
foreign  schools.  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  suppression  of 
the  schools  of  the  society  of  which  he  is 
President.  I  think  it  was  because  the 
British  and  Foreign  denominationalists 
thought  they  could  get  the  religious 
t3aching  they  desired  propagated  at  the 
expanse  of  the  ratepayers  and  not  at 
their  own  expense.  This  is  not  a  ques- 
tion between  religious  and  secular  educa- 
tion, it  is -a  question  between  one  sort  of 
religious  education  propagated  at  the 
ratepayers'  expense  and  whether  those 
who  support  this  particular  form  of 
religious  teaching  shall  pay  for  it  them- 
selves. The  British  and  Foreign  Society 
for  spreading  religious  education  is 
founded  on  a  religious  basis,  its. efforts 
are  directed  to  the  promotion  of  religious 
education,  the  children  in. its  schools  are 
enjoined  tojattend  religious  worship,  and 
the  religious  teaching  it  provides  is  a 
cardinal  point  pressed  upon  its  supporters. 
But  they  think  now  that  the  School 
Board  form  of  religious  teaching  is  the 
same  as  that  professed  by  the  British 
and  Foreign  Society  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  the  High  Priest.  Like 
all  new  sects  they  are  propagandists, 
and  wish  to  force  their  religion  on 
unwilling  receivers.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  complained  that  outsiders 
have  come  in  and  filled  up  deficiencies 
at  Salisbury.  He  has  complained  of  the 
action  of  the  Kilburn  Sisters.  I  should 
have  thought  that  they  might  have  been 
spared.  These  are  a  society  of  philan- 
thropic ladies,  who  have  done  great 
service  in  schools  and  orphanages,  and  I 
think  they  might  have  been  spared  this 
attack.  Why  does  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman complain  of  the  action  of  outsiders? 
I  should  like  to  ask  him  are  not  he  and 
his  society  outsiders  sometimes  1  Why, 
this  socic^  of  his  have  taken  upon  them- 
selves the  responsibility  of  providing 
schools  all  over  England,  in  the  colonies, 
and  abroad,  and  are  they  not  outsiders  ? 
How  can  he,  their  President,  come  here 
and  complain  of  outsiders,  who,  he  says, 
have  no  right  to  supply  school  accommoda- 
tion ?  Why,  his  society  have  gone  as  far 
as  Armenia.  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  public  opinion  of  Armenia  is 
in  favour  of  the  schools  he  supports? 
They     certainly    do    express    a    doubt 


whether  their  denominationalism  is  satis- 
factory to  Jews  and  others,  but  thip 
Denominational  Society  think  it  is 
very  hard  that  any  other  denomination- 
alism but  themselves  should  support 
schools  which  they  think  are  of  a  religious 
character  and  deserve  support.  I  only 
wish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  see 
himself  as  others  see  him.  He  complains 
of  the  Bishop  of  Salisbury  who  has  come 
forward  and  built  and  endowed  a  school. 
He  objects  to  that,  and  it  certainly  is 
very  different  from  his  own  line  of 
action,  for,  when  I  look  over  the  list  of 
subscribers  to  the  British  and  Foreign 
Bible  Society,  I  declare  I  can  hardly  find 
his  own  name  amongst  them.  I  daresay 
he  complains  of  the  liberality  of  other 
men  who  think  they  ought  to  support 
their  own  opinions  not  only  by  voice  but 
by  purse.  The  example  of  the  Bishop  of 
Salisbury  is  one  that  deserves  great 
commendation,  and  I  hope  it  will  be 
followed  throughout  England  to  the 
advantage  of  education,  religious  and 
secular 

♦(6.35.)  Sir  W.  HART  DYKE :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  brought 
this  Motion  under  the  notice  of  the 
House  did,  in  doing  so,  range  over 
a  very  wide  field,  touching  incidentally 
on  a  vast  number  of  topics,  some 
of  them,  it  seems  to  me,  having 
little  or  no  relation  to  the  Motion.  He 
referred  to  the  compromise  arrived  at  in 
the  Act  of  1870,  and  to  the  various 
criticisms  to  which  that  Act  had  been 
subjected.  Well,  there  can  be  no  doubt, 
as  the  right  hon.  gentleman  argued,  that 
a  compromise  such  as  that  must  meet 
with  Clitics  on  both  sides  when  it  comes 
into  operation  ;  and,  for  myself,  I  am  not 
quite  sure  that  the  adyerse  criticisms  the 
Act  has  undergone  from  both  sides  has, 
during  the  last  20  years,  been  a  disad- 
vantage. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
given  us  a  historical  survey  of  the 
Department  over  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  preside,  a  Department  which, 
like  the  Education  Act,  has  its  critics. 
It  is  right  that  this  should  be  so,  but 
when  he  seems  to  indicate  in  the  faintest 
degree  that  the  permanent  officials  of  the 
Department  are  in  any  possible  sense 
responsible  or  liable  for  any  action  I,  or 
anyone  in  my  position,  may  have  taken,  I 
am  sure  that  that  is  not  a  proposition  he 
would  wish  to  state. 
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Me.  MCTNDELLA:  No.  I  make  no 
auch  Btiggestion,  1  entirely  disclaim  it. 
♦SiE  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  to 
the  lat^  Mr.  Cumin,  and  I  join  in  the 
expression  of  regret  for  the  loss  the 
public  service  snstained  by  his  death.  I 
am  quite  certain  no  more  conseientions 
or  laborious  servant  ever  entered  the 
Civil  Service,  and  it  may  be  said  truly 
that  he  **died  in  harness."  So  much 
for  the  Department.  And  then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  defdt  with  other 
matters,  which,  if  not  exactly  foreign  to 
the  Motion,  were  thoroughly  extraneous 
in  their  nature  j  and  it  seemed  to  me 
tliat  the  points  and  difficulties  urged 
tvere  iiot  so  much  in  elucidation  of  his 
^lotion  before  the  House,  which  is  in 
tlie  nature  of  a  Motion  of  Censure 
ii^ion  the  Department,  a^  addressed 
it\rainst  the  root  and  principle  of  the  Act 
erf  1870.  He  spoke  of  the  action  of  the 
majority,  and  though,  as  he  said  just  now, 
he  did  not  mention  the  exact  figures  of 
that  majority,  at  any  rate  he  did  indicate 
in  his  speech  that  there  was  something 
of  a  grievance  that  might  fairly  be  urged 
on  behalf  of  the  minority  at  Saltslniry, 
Now,  I  do  not  say  that  I  endorse  every 
action  taken  by  the  majority  at  Salisbury  : 
it  is  no  part  of  ray  duty  to  do  so ;  it  is 
beside  the  question,  and  forms  no  part 
of  the  defence  I  have  to  make  ;  but  it 
seems  to  me  that  in  regard  to  the 
position  of  majority  and  minority,  we 
who  sit  in  tliis  House  should  be  the  last 
to  complain  of  the  working  of  the  system. 
Why,  do  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  friends  daily,  almost  hourly, 
assure  us  that  they  only  require  an 
appeal  to  the  country  to  be  placed  in  a 
majority,  and  therefore  in  power  ?  What 
would  he  say  if,  m  he — I  think  wrongly 
— predicts,  that  that  appeal  should  result 
in  his  favour— suppose  by  any  accident 
he  should  find  himself  in  a  majority? 
How  would  he  receive  our  complaint  that 
we  were  not  allowed  the  luxury  of 
administrative  and  legislative  functions  ? 
It  is  manifestly  absurd,  but  I  do  not 
think  it  is  an  extravagant  way  of  illusj 
trating  the  position  urged  on  behalf  cif 
the  minority  in  the  City  of  Salisbury. 
After  all  what  is  the  grievance  ?  The 
relative  positions  of  majorities  and 
minorities  are  the  very  essence  of  the 
Act.      After  all,   the   very   worst   that 


can  be  made  of   the  grievance  is  ths 
the    majority     of     the     School     Boar 
in      the      City       of      Salisbury  — ^  did 
what?      They    obeyed    not    only    thei 
own  instincts,  but  the  wishes  of  those  wt 
pLiced  them  in  their  representative  posi 
tion.     The    right    hon.    Gentleman    haaj 
descanted  on  the  o-etion  of  the  Kilburi 
SisterlKiod,  but  that  is  very  far  afield  * 
the  question  before  us.      If  he  can  shov 
me  any  section,  any   line  in   the  Act 
1870,  or  of  succeeding  Acts,  which  ic 
dicates  that  the  Department  shall  step  in 
on  any  possible  oceasion,  at  any  instant 
and  say  that  when  a  deficiency  is  supplied 
by  voluntary  agencies,  that  it  shall  no 
be  done  by  the  action  of  external  agencies 
then  he  might  have  something  to  urg 
in  this  respect.     I  mf^j  come  somewhat 
near  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  regar 
to  his  opinion  of  the  tenets  held  by  the 
Kilburn  Sisterhocd ,  but  that  is  beside  ih^ 
question.    If  there  is  any  grievance  what 
ever  in  a  school  that  is  taught  by  th^ 
Kilburn    Sisters    being    untit    for    thij 
children   of  Dissenters,    those  who    fs 
the  grievance  should  prr>p<t3e  the  Amend 
ment  of  the  Act  of    1870»  and  of   thfl 
protection   therein  provided*  which 
stood  the  test  of  20  years.     The  criticism^ 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  far  afield 
altogether  from  liis  Motion  of  Censure 
upon    the    Dejuirtment.     What    is    the 
^lotion   before    us?     It  is   practically  a 
Motion  of  Censure  on  the   Dejjartment 
with  which  I  am  connected,  be-cause 
two  instances,  in  two  localities  in  supply 
ing  accommodation  demanded  the  Depa 
ment  has  availed  itself  of  accoraraodatio 
offered  contrary  to  the  spirit  and  inten 
tion  of  the  Act  of  1870.  and  in  a  manner! 
prejudicial  to  the   interests  of  education. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  some- 
thing pointing  to  the  delay  he  said  had 
taken  place  in  the  operation  of  the  '~ 
paHment  in    regard    to  these    cases, 
should  like  for  a  moment  to  recall  to  th 
House  what  is  the  guiding  principle  tha 
Mr.  Forster  urged,  and  is  still   applied 
to    the    Act  cif   1870,   that  the    Schr 
Rmrd  F)'stem  is  to  supplement  and  nfl 
to    supplant    voluntary    effort.     H  ho 
Members  who  have  followed    these  difl 
cussions  will  refer  to  one  or  two   claip 
of   the  Act,    they    will    find    that 
tendency  is  clearl}^  shown.     ForinstaE 
when  the   first  notice    is  given  that 
eoDuuodaticm  is  to  be  found  what  is 
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month's  notice  for  ?  And  what  is  the 
further  delay  of  six  months  after  the 
final  notice  for — when  Mr.  Forster 
introduced  the  Act  the  period  was  12 
months  ?  What  does  this  mean  ?  Simply 
to  give  voluntary  efEort  the  opportunity 
to  fill  up  the  gap.  It  is  only  after  this 
appeal  to  voluntary  efEort  has  been  found 
to  be  fruitless  that  the  Department  is 
to  step  in  and  take  the  necessary  means 
for  supplying  the  deficiency  through  the 
agency  of  the  School  Board.  That  is  the' 
foundation  and  essential  part  of  the  Act 
the  Department  is  called  upon  to  ad- 
minister. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
gone  over  a  long  history,  extending  over 
an  hour,  of  the  Salisbury  case,  but 
through  that  long  history  I  do  not  need 
to  follow  him,  and  there  is  little  to 
induce  me  to  do  so  in  support  of  my 
point  that  the  action  which  has  been 
taken  in  the  present  case  by  the  Depart- 
ment is  entirely  within  the  spirit  of  the 
Act.  I  join  issue  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  point  that  when  notice 
had  once  been  given,  the  deficiency  was 
to  be  filled  up,  not  by  means  of  voluntary 
effort,  but  out  of  the  rates.  There  was 
some  indication  of  that  view  in  the 
earlier  part  of  his  speech,  though  the 
contention  absolutely  broke  down  towards 
the  close.  I  can  show  that  by  the  action 
taken  by  the  Department  the  deficiencies 
in  this  case  were  filled  up  in  much  l^ss 
time  than  would  have  been  the  case  had 
the  whole  action  been  left  to  the  School 
Board,  and  that  the  Department,  in 
allowing  these  vacancies  to  be  filled  up 
by  voluntary  effort,  acted  strictly  within 
the  meaning  and  intention  of  the  Act. 
Here  I  may  quote  from  the  evidence 
given  by  Mr.  Cumin  before  the  Royal 
Commission.  He,  being  asked  whether 
after  a  School  Board  is  established  the 
School  Board  may  accept  voluntary 
support,  replied — 

'*  The  point  has  never  been  sabmitted  to  the 
Law  Officers,  but  the  practice  of  the  Depart- 
ment has  been  to  accept  such  voluntary  pro- 
vision.". 

Therefore,  so  far  as  the  Department  is 
concerned  with  the  case  at  Salisbury,  I 
might  sit  down  at  this  moment.  The 
correspondence  which  has  taken  place  on 
the  subject  shows  that  the  Bteps  taken 
prove  that  the  Department  carried  out 
feirly  and  fully  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
by  seeing  that  the  necessary  accommoda- 


tion was  supplied.  The  British  School 
was  closed  in  December,  1888,  and 
thereupon  there  was  an  offer  from  the 
Church  Day  School  Association  in 
Salisbury,  a  most  generous  offer  from 
the  Church  party  to  pay  off  the  debts 
ofj  the  managers  of  the  British  Schools, 
to  subscribe  liberally  towards  any  building 
that  might  be  necessary,  and  subscribe 
annually  towards  -t^^  maintenance, 
while  leaving  the  whole  management  in 
the  hands  of  the  Nonconformists.  A  new 
School  Board  was  elected,  and  the  whole 
question  of  school  efficiency  was  before 
the  electors.  The  denominationalist  party 
by  their  action  in  closing  the  schools 
tried  to  force  the  hands  of  the  Church 
party.  I  do  not  stay  to  question  the 
propriety  of  the  proceeding,  but  it 
was  done  to  provoke  a  crisis.  In 
April,  1889,  the  Department  required 
the  School  Board  to  take  these  matters 
into  consideration,  and  after  further 
correspondence  on  May  16  the  School 
Board  replied  by  a  majority  of  four 
out  of  seven  they  had  adopted  the 
scheme  of  the  Church  Day  School 
managers  to  supply  the  deficiency. 
The  letter  of  the  Department  (June 
19)  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
abeady  quoted.  Both  the  letter  of 
the  Department  and  the  reply  of 
the  Board  boar  the  strongest  evidence 
of  a  determination  that  the  deficiency 
in  school  accommodation  should  be  filled 
up.  The  language  in  the  letter  of  ttie 
Department  has,  indeed,  been  conmiented 
upon  by  some  of  our  friends  in  Salisbury 
for  its  harshness,  but  the  reply  of  the 
School  Board  fully  indicates  their  sense 
of  the  responsibility  of  their  position. 
The  result  was —and  this  is  the  reply  to 
the  criticisms  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  what  he  calls  the  inaction  of  the 
Department — that  within  12  months  of 
the  election  of  the  School  Board  the 
whole  of  the  deficiencies  were  supplied. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Department  to — 

''Provide  such  accommodation  as  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Department  is  necessary  to  sup- 
ply the  deficiency  in  school  accommodation." 

I  venture  to  submit  that  the  Department 
fully  complied  with  that  requisition,  and 
have  discharged  their  duties  with  due  des- 
spatch.  In  no  case  where  aSchool  Board  has 
hsA  to  supply  a  deficiency  hsts  it  ever  been 
supplied    in    less    than    12  months;  -  I 
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hold  in  my  hand  a  list  of  some  dozen 
caees  take  a  at  random,  the  smallest 
interval  is  14  months,  and  the  period 
has  sometimes  extended  to  three  years. 
I  do  not  think  that  the  Department  can 
he  blamed,  because  they  have  paid  due 
regajd  to  the  wishes  of  the  locality  in 
tbifl  matter.  In  that^  again,  the  Depart- 
ment have  acted  within  the  spirit  and 
also  within  the  letter  of  the  Act  of  1870. 
Why  were  School  Boards  made  elective 
bodies  ?  I  apprehend  that  they  were  set 
up  by  the  Act  of  1 870  to  give  the  localities 
free  expression  of  their  opinions  with 
regard  to  their  educational  a£Eairg ;  and 
to  say  at  the  present  time,  20  years  after 
the  Act  has  been  in  operation,  that  the 
localities  are  not  to  be  allowed  to  express 
their  wishes  in  the  matter  is  absurd. 
Farther,  I  think  we  have  acted  on  what 
is  almost  an  axiom  of  the  Department 
that  every  public  elementary  school 
(»»€.,  whose  educational  eflBciency  is 
recognised  by  the  Department,  and  which 
is  protected  by  the  Conscience  Clause)  is 
ipso  facto  a  suitable  school.  We  have 
acted  entirely  within  the  meaning  and 
intention  of  the  Act  and  the  principle 
of  legislation  it  contains.  I  think  I 
have  established  my  case  that  the 
Department  in  no  way  acted  outside  the 
scope  of  the  Act*  and  proceeded  with  all 
despatch  to  supply  the  necessary  accom- 
modation at  Salisbury.  And  now  I 
should  like  to  refer  to  the  other  case 
mentioned,  the  importance  of  which  I 
admit.  Now,  I  am  prepared  to  deny  the 
accuracy  of  somo  of  the  observations 
with  which  the  rigVit  hon.  Gentleman 
prefaced  his  observations  with  regard  to 
the  educational  condition  of  the  City  of 
York.  He  said  that  the  edncation  and 
the  structural  state  of  the  schoola  there 
are  bad  ;  but  I  can  assure  the  House  that 
I  have  no  evidence  from  the  Inspectors — 
and  that  is  the  only  evidence  I  have  to 
to  go  upon  in  all  these  matters— that  the 
education  there  is  bad  nor  that  the 
structural  state  of  the  schools  is  unsatis- 
factory. The  question  of  the  need  for 
accommodation  at  York  was  first  raised 
by  the  Department  in  1887,  A  long 
inquiry  ensued,  and  the  first  notice  was 
issued  on  January  23,  1888,  in  which 
further  accommodation  was  declared  to 
be  necessary  for  600  scholars.  After  a 
long  correspondence  the  final  notice  was 
issued  by  the  Department  on  May  22, 
Sir  WUliam  Hart  Dyke 


1888,  the      accommodation     declared 
necessary  now  being  raised  from  600  to 
1,000,  this  being  on  account  of  a  threat 
of     discontinuance     held     out    by   thel 
managers   of    the   Hope    Street   British] 
School.     Subsequently,    on  January  22, 

1889,  an  order  for  the  formation    of   a 
School   Board  was   made.      Tlie   wholej 
of  this   case  hinges  upon   the   question 
whether    it   was  or   was   not  necessary 
that    the    Department    should     issue    a 
requisition — ^that  is,  exercise  the  power 
by   which   it   can    compel   a    reluctant 
School  Board   to  do    its  duty.       If    a 
School   Board  declines   to   do  its    duty 
then  the  Department  can  put  in  force  a 
requisition  and  insist  on  the  Board  ful- 
filling   its    obligations.      Now,    at    the 
time  the   final  notice  expired  voluntary 
efforts  had    been    made   to   fill  up  the 
deficiency  ;  248  places  had  already  been 
supplied,  but,  beyond  that  directly  the 
School  Board  was  elected  they  set  about  J 
supplying   further  vacancies,  and    latere 
on  they  sent  plans  to  the  Department  by 
which    they  proposed   to   supply  places 
for  no  fewer  than  659  scholars.    There - 
lore,  the   House    will    observe   that    at. 
this  very  juncture  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  urges  that  the  Department^ 
should  liave  issued  their  requisition,  all 
the  school  places  except  93  had  either 
been  supplied  or  were  in  course  of  being 
supplied  with  due  despatch^  and  there- - 
fore   it    becomes  a  very  arguable  point 
whether  it  was  proper  in  these  circum- 
stances to  issue  the  requisition  or  not. 
It  is  clear  that  efforts  were  being  mad© J 
to  supply  the    deficiency  by  voluntar 
effort.     The  deficit  of  93  places  was,  after  ' 
all,  only   an   apparent  deficiency,  because 
it  was  actual  ly  in  pn^cess  of  being  supphed 
at  the  very  date  when  the  Department  had 
to  decide  whether  it  should  issue  the  re- 
quisition,    1  am  aware  that  Mr.  Cnmin 
took  a  different  view  from  what  some  of 
ns  took  on  the  point.     It  was  decided  to 
refer  the  matter  to  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown,  and  the  Law  Officers  held  that 
as  the  deficiency  mentioned  in  the  final 
notice  had  either  been  fully  supplied,  orl 
was  in  course  of  being  supplied  with  dnol 
despfitch,   it  was    neither  the  duty  nor 
within  the  power  of  the  Department  to 
issue  a  requisition.     There  I  am  content! 
to  rest  this  case  as  far  as  the  House  of 
Commons  is  concerned.    The  WillesdeE 
case  to  which  the  right  hon*  Gentlei 
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has  referred  ia  uot  on  all  fours  with  the 
present  one,  because  there  tlie  requisition 
was  ifisueij,  and  so  the  School  Board  were 
obliged  to  do  their  duty,  notwithstanding 
that  voluntary  efforts  were  being  made 
to  611  up  the  deficiencj.  The  crwa;  of  the 
question  is,  was  it  the  duty  of  the  De- 
partment to  issue  the  requisition,  I  sub- 
m.tt  that  it  was  not,  because  they  were 
met  at  every  turn  by  voluntary  efforts 
to  supply  tlie  small  balance  of  the 
deficiency,  which  was  not  covered  by  the 
direct  action  of  the  Board.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  stated  that  the  Depart- 
ment was  acting  without  precedents. 
From  all  I  can  discover,  I  believe  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman^  when  at  the 
Education  OflSce,  dealt  fairly  and  justly 
in  regard  to  the  voluntary  school  sys- 
tem. In  the  early  days  of  his  residence 
at  Whitehall,  however^  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  have  had  a  chance — I 
believe  it  was  nr*t  put  before  him — of 
showing  his  zeal  in  the  way  of  dealing 
with  the  spirit  and  letter  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  There  was  a  school  district 
in  Wiltshire  as  to  which  a  final 
notice  was  issued  requiring  ad- 
ditional accommodation  for  100  children, 
and  an  order  for  the  formation  of  a 
School  Board  followed.  A  letter 
was  Tvritten  afterwards  by  the  Depart- 
ment saying  it  would  be  necessary  for 
the  Board  to  snpply  this  accommodation. 
This  matter  was  considered  soon  after 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  was  at  the 
Education  Office,  and  a  Minute  was 
written  under  the  express  sfinction  of 
one  of  the  principal  permanent  officials  ac- 
cepting, with  the  concurrence  of  the  School 
Board  the  enlargement  of  the  national 
school  as  meeting  all  requirements. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gay  that  that  Minute 
came  before  me  t 

♦Sm  W.  HART  DYKE  :  I  ha%^e  already 
made  the  reservation  in  favour  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  did  not 
come  before  him.  If  it  had,  what  a 
splendid  chance  it  would  have  been  for 
him  1  Hon.  Members  cry  *'  Oh,  Oh," 
but  this  quotation  is  my  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  challenge  that 
we  have  no  precedent  for  our  action.  I 
aay  there  are  ample  precedents.  There 
was  a  case  also  at  Todmorden  where 
voluntary  aid  was  accepted  in  a  similar 
way,  and  the  Department  sanctioned  tho 


step.  Each  of  those  cases,  I  aubiD 
forms  a  precedent  for  the  action  of  the 
Department.  I  am  grateful  t*>  the  House 
for  the  patience  with  which  it  has 
Listened  to  me,  I  do  not  wish  to  weary 
hon.  Members,  but  I  do  venture  to  sub- 
mit that  when  the  House  of  Commons 
is  gravely  asked  to  censure  the  Depart- 
ment for  dereliction  of  duty,  better  evi- 
dence and  sounder  material  ought  to  he 
presented  to  it  than  is  furnished  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
contend  that  the  Department  has  acted 
within  the  spirit  and  letter  of  the  Act  of 
1870^  and  has  done  its  duty  not  only 
as  regards  the  administration  of  the  Act, 
but  as  regards  the  cause  of  education 
which  it  represents  in  the  House. 

(7.15.)  Mr,  H.  H.  FOWLER:  I  do  not 
wish  to  intervene  at  any  length  between 
the  House  and  the  Division  which  hon. 
Members  are  anxious  to  take,  but  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  this  debate 
has  thrown  a  very  strong  side-light 
upon  the  next  step  which  we  shall  bo 
called  upon  to  take  in  the  education 
question.  What  has  happened  at  York, 
at  Salisbury,  and  at  Whitehall,  will,  I 
think,  form  powerful  arguments  when 
the  question  arises  whether  the  system, 
of  the  future  is  to  be  assisted  education 
or  free  education.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  has  defended  his  case  with  remark- 
able ability  and  remai'kable  fairness  ;  but 
the  point  on  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
and  myself  are  at  issue  with  him  is  that 
the  Department,  in  the  case  of  Salisbury, 
had  a  discretion  which  they  did  not  exer- 
cise in  accordance  with  the  spirit  and  in- 
tention of  the  Act  or  with  a  due  regard 
to  the  rights  and  interests  of  minorities  ; 
and  that,  in  the  case  of  York,  according 
to  the  opinion  of  the  late  Lord  Chancellor 
and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bury,  a  duty  was  imposed  f>n  the 
Department  which  was  not  discharged. 
In  both  cases  the  effect  of  tlie  n  on -exer- 
cise of  discretion  and  the  refusjil  to  dis- 
charge the  duty  has  been  to  hand  over 
the  entire  education  of  the  children  to 
one  religious  denomination.  A  good 
deal  has  been  said  aljout  the  voluntary 
schools  ;  but  hon.  Members  seem  to  have 
ignored  tlie  fact  that,  after  all,  the  country 
pays  the  main  cost  of  carrying  on  ^.hJ^se 
schools.  I  have  recently  been  looking 
into  the  Report  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment,  and    I    find   that,    at    Salisbury, 
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Xl,300  is  paid  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  If  to  that  the  school  fees  are 
added  of  the  1,500  children  in  average 
attendance,  it  is  clear  that  the  voluntary 
contributions  are  exceedingly  sinall.  As 
to  York,  we  have  the  %nres.  There 
£10,000  is  received  from  pnblic 
funds,  and  the  entire  voluntary  contribu- 
tion is  less  than  £800.  Remember,  we 
are  now  dealing  with  a  system  of  educa- 
tion under  which,  if  people  do  not  send 
their  children  to  school,  you  can  im- 
prison them.  Yet  in  a  case  where  the 
pubhc  contribute  £10,000  and  a  denomi- 
nation not  much  more  than  £700,  you 
are  vesting  the  sole  control  of  the  achoola 
in  that  one  rehgiuus  denomination. 
These  are  not  the  iSgurea  of  York  and 
Salisbury  aJone.  The  entire  educational 
expenditure  of  the  country  is  abont 
£7,000,000,  of  which  the  voluntary  Con- 
tributioas^tlie  contributions  from  the 
Church  of  England,  the  Roman  Catholics, 
the  Wesleyatis — in  fact  from  every 
Dissenting  body^ — only  amount  to 
£746,000.  In  SaUsbury  and  in  York 
the  Department  has  had  really  to  deal 
with  public  schools — schools  that  are 
pubUc  in  the  sense  that  parents  can  be 
compelled  to  send  their  children  to  them, 
and  in  the  sense,  too,  that  they  are  sup- 
ported out  of  public  funds.  But  the 
Department  has  disregarded  the  interest 
of  the  minority,  and  it  has  evaded  its  own 
responsibilities.  Why  is  it  that  discre- 
tion is  vested  in  the  Department  ?  It  is 
to  protect  the  minority,  which  in  some 
oases  might  be  the  Church  of  England, 
in  others  the  Roman  CatViolics.  It  was 
said  that  Mr.  Forster's  idea  was  to  supple- 
ment and  not  to  supplant  voluntary 
effort.  That  was  no  doubt  so,  but  Mr, 
Forster's  Act  was  passed  in  1870, 
and  wo  are  living  in  1890.  I 
object  to  stereotyping  Mr,  Forster's 
opinions  of  1870,  and  making  them  per- 
manently control  the  policy  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department,  just  as  much  as  I 
should  have  objected  to  stereotyping  the 
Reform  Bill  of  1832,  and  so  have  pre- 
vented the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bills  of 
1867  and  1884.  You  wiU  have  to  go  a 
long  way  beyond  Mr,  Forster  s  system. 
What  is  the  moaning  of  all  these  delays 
in  concluding  contriicts '/  What  is  the 
meaning  of  t\w  action  of  those 
philanthropic  and  highly  estimable 
ladies — the  Kilburn  Sisters?  Wliat  is 
Mr.  H,  II.  Folder 


the   real   reason   at  the    bottom   of   thu 
action  of  the  Bishop  of  Salisbury  ?    The 
Bishop  has   said    that    he    intended    t^j 
oppose  the  ertction  of  a  School   Boar 
scliool  at  Salisbury  Ijecftuse  he  objected  ta 
a  colourless  and  un sectarian  ratepayers^ 
religion.     One  hon.  Meinl^er  who  spaka 
in     this    debate    said    that    what    the 
Dissenters  wanted  was  a  sort  of  rehgio 
propagated   at  the  ratepayers'  expense  J 
He  called   it  a  School   Board   religion,! 
and  sjxjke  of  my  right  lion.  Friend  as  thel 
liigh  priest  of  this  new  denomination.     I 
think  that  is  one  of  the  most  lamentable 
features  in  this  controversy.     I  am  ad 
strong  an  advocate  of  religious  education j 
as  the   Bishop  himself,  and  I  should  be 
sorry  to  see  a  national  system  of  educa4 
tion    in    this     country     divorced    froraj 
religious  teaching.     I   think  that  it  is  j 
great  calamity    that   the  clergy  of   the  J 
C] lurch  of  England    have   taken  up  so 
strong   an   attitude   against   the   School 
Buard    system.      I    remember    that    I| 
supported  a   resolution,   moved   by   th^i 
First   Lord   of  the  Treasury  when   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  member  of  . 
the   School   Board,  and   that   resolution] 
forms    the    basis  of  the    School   Board  J 
religious  teaching  throughout  the  lengtUj 
and  breadth  of  the  land.     I  am  sure  that 
when  the    right    hon.    Gentleman 
proaohes  the  close  of  his  public  life — and 
1  hoi>e  that  that  day  may  be  far  distant — 
he  will  be  able  to  recall    no   act   upon  ^ 
which   he  can  look   back  with  greater 
satisfaction.      Lord     Harrow  by     got    a 
Return  presented  to  the  House  of  Lords  J 
the  other  day  on  the  question  of  religion 
teaching  in  Board  Schools,  and  frtun  it 
find   tlrnt  out   of   2,000    Board   schwls 
there  are  only  21  from  which  religion  is 
excluded.      Bat     what    Nonconformists 
object  to  is  not  the  teaching  of  Church 
of  England  doctrine  to  Church  of  Eng- 
land    children,    but     the     propagation  j 
among    Nonconformist   children    of    the) 
notion  that  Nonconformity  is  a  wicked 
idolatrous  sin.     I  have  in  my  pocket  a 
catechism  in  which  that  is  taught. 

♦Mit.  F.  a  POWELL  (Wigan):   Will, 
the    right    hon.    Gentleman    name  the 
Catechism  ? 

Mu.  fl.H.  FOWXER:  Certainly,  Itia 
Mr.  Carr's  well-known  book  of  QufHions 
on  the  Church  Catechism,     But  I  am  not! 
going  to  trouble  the  Honso  with  extraetjil 
from  it.     I  only  want  to  miike  clear  the 
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Nonconformists'  position ;  they  olxject  to 
that  sectarian  exclnsiveness  which  oen- 
snres  Nonconformity  as  snch,  and  I 
believe  if  that  sectarian  element  which 
is  carried  to  extremes  were  swept  out  of 
the  way  we  should  hear  little  of  these 
disputes.  But  whether  I  am  right  or 
wrong  in  that,  I  say  that  the  Noncon- 
formists of  Salisbury  had  a  right  to  have 
an  unsectarian  school;  and  we  assert 
that  if  the  Department  had  exercised  the 
discretion  vested  in  it,  with  a  due  regard 
to  the  rights  of  the  minority,  such  a 
school  would  have  been  provided  both  at 
Salisbury  and  at  York.  In  the  case  of 
Salisbury,  no  doubt  the  Church  built  the 
school,  but  I  have  shown  that  it  was 
chiefly  maintained  out  of  tiie  public 
purse  and  the  fees  of  the  children.  I 
admifc  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  has  proved  his  case  technically 
in  the  case  of  Salisbury;  but  I  cannot 
make  that  admission  with  regard  to  York, 
as  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  in  conflict  with  the  lafce  Mr.  Cumin 
and  the  Law  Oflficers  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir  E. 
Clarke,  Plymouth)  :  No,  no. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  am  at  a  dis- 
advantage  in  dealing  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  because  he  knows 
the  rule  of  the  House  is  not  to  lay  such 
opinions  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  I 
think  that  upon  any  principle  of  con- 
structive evidence  we  may  easily  arrive 
at  a  conclusion  as  to  what  was  the 
opinion  of  the  Law  Oflficers  of  the  Crown. 
We  take  our  stand  on  that  opinion,  which 
is  clearly  confirmed  by  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  Cumin  before  the  Royal  Commission, 
and  we  say  that  this  is  a  case  in  which 
this  House  ought  to  interfere,  not  by  way 
of  censuring  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
personally,  but  by  recording  its  judgment 
that  the  action  of  the  Department  was 
strained  in  the  interests  of  one  section  of 
the  community  to  the  disadvantage  of 
another. 

(7.31.)  Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester):  I 
am  sorry  to  intervene  between  a  hungry 
House  and  the  pending  Division.  Never- 
theless, I  wish  to  say  a  word  or  two  in 
reference  to  the  case  pnt  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Salisbury  (Mr.  Hulse). 
I  visited  Salisbury  last  year  at  the 
request  of  a  minority  of  the  hon. 
Member's  constituency,  and  I  feel  bound 


to  say,  that  while  he  has  stated  tiie  case 
with   fairness  and   moderation,   he   left 
out  some   facts  which  ought    to  have 
been  stated  before  the  House  was  asked  to 
come  to  any  conclusion  on  the  subjects 
He  referred  to  the  Liberation  Society. 
The  Liberation  Society  has  had  neither 
directly  or  indirectly  any  dealings  with 
this  matter.      I   was  invited  to   go  to 
Salisbury  by  a  number  of  working  men, 
who     acted     entirely     on     their    own 
discretion,  without  advice,  suggestion  or 
interference    on    the    part     of    anjrone- 
outeide  their  own  body.      They  paid  all 
bhe  expenses  and  asked  me  to  address 
them.      I    found    that    those    working' 
men  had  organised  on  a  good  scale  a 
Liberty  of  Conscience  Defence  Associa^ 
tion,  and  this  in  the  Nineteenth  Century  ! 
The   working   men  felt  called    upon. to 
enter  into   this  Organisation  to  protect 
themselves  and  their  children  from  unfair 
treatment.     I  asked  them  "  Why  do  you 
require  to  do  this  ?    Have  you  no  votes  ? 
Did  you  not  elect  a  School  Board  a  short 
time  ago,  and  allow  to  be  put  upon  it  ft 
majority  of  those  who  were  opposed  ixr 
your  views,    whereas  you  might    have 
carried  a  School  Board  entertaining  your 
own  views  had  you  chosen  to  have  done 
so  ? "    They  replied,  "  You  do  not  know 
the  difficulty  we  have  in  voting  as  we 
wish."  [Cries  o/  "  Oh !"]     Hon.  Members 
say  VOh,"  ^^^1  tell  the  tale  as  it  was 
told  to  me,  and  they  certainly  proved 
their  sinceriiy  by  the  expense  to  which 
they  had  put  themselves  in   organising 
and  carrying  on  their  Association.     They 
said,  "You  cannot  conceive  the  sort  of 
pressure  which  is  brought  to  bear  upon  the 
poor  of  this  city."    lliese  men  doubtless 
are  poor,  but  they  are  honest,  and  when 
an  honest  man  who  is  poor  gives  a  proniise 
he  votes  according  to  that  promise,  and 
1   honour  him  for  it.      Of  course  they 
gave  promises,  and  they  voted  according 
to  them.     I  think  their  case  is  proved  by 
the  fact  to  which  I  will  call  attention. 
When   the  deputation   which  has  been 
alluded  to  waited  on  the  Lord  President  of 
the  Council,  he  used  these  words,  '*  The 
Conscience  Clause  is  considered  by  the 
law  to  be  an  efficient  guard  against  false 
doctrine."     For  my  part,  I  never  heard 
that  the  Conscience  Clause  was  devised 
for  such  a  purpose,  but  that  is  the  state- 
ment made  by  a  high  authority.     Well, 
Sir,  the  working  men  of  Salisbury  do  not 
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find  it  so;  tliey  do  not  like  the 
catechisms  tanght  by  the  Kilbum  Sistera. 
However  good  thoBe  Sisters  may  be 
they  have  no  right  to  aSect  the 
consciences  of  the  poor  by  what  they 
regard  as  false  doctrine,  and  which  1 
think  would  be  so  regarded  by  many  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  if  I  were  permitted  to 
go  into  the  matter,  Hon-  Members 
opposite,  as  well  as  on  this  side  of  the 
Honse,  onght  to  have  some  sympiitby 
for  these  poor  men,  who  declare  they  are 
obliged  to  organise  a  Liberty  of 
Conscience  Defence  Association  beneath 
the  sliadow  of  a  Chmtian  Church.  If 
this  Motion  is  not  assented  to,  I»  for 
one,  shall  be  glad  to  divide  the  Housa 
upon  it. 

(7*40.)     The  House    divided  :— Ayes 
115;  Koes  167.— (Div,  List,  No.  35.) 
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AOBA.EIAN  RETURNS  (IRELAND). 

(7.48.)  Mr,  CLANCY:  I  wish  to 
call  attention  to  the  character  of  the 
Returns  presented  to  this  House  regard- 
ing Agrarian  Crime  and  Boycotting  in 
Ireland ;  and  to  move — 

"  That  the  Retarns  presented  to  this  House 
regarding  Agrarian  Crime  and  Boycotting  in 
Ireland  are  mialeading,  unrelia1)lo  as  basis  of 
comparison^  and  in  some  iostances  false  and 
fraudulent;  and  that  tbii^  House  is  of  opinion 
that,  if  those  Beturaa  should  be  further  cr^n- 
tinuedf  the  compilation  of  them  by  the  police 
ought  to  be  chocked  by  one  or  more  independeot 
authoritieB,  and  that  they  ought  to  he  accom* 
panied  by  such  details  as  would  enable  the 
people  of  the  localities  concerned  to  test  their 
rehahility.'* 

The  Bubject,  Sir,  which  I  desire  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  Honse  is 
to  my  mind  of  great  importance.  The 
Ministerial  claim  is  not  tliat  the  result  of 
their  policy  has  been  to  conciliate  the 
Irish  people.  Recent  events  prevent 
such  a  claim  being  made.  It  is  a  remark- 
able  fact  tliat  although  several  elections 
have  taken  place  in  various  parts  of  Ire- 
land since  the  introduction  of  the 
Coercion  Act,  yet  at  every  one  of  thes? 
elections  Nationalijsta  have  been  returned 
without  opposition.  Similar  results 
have  attended  Municipal  elections, 
whether  in  Dublin  or  any  other  part 
of  the  country.  These  results  show 
that  the  Grovernment  have  not  conciliated 
the  Nationalist  sentiment,  and  have 
not  succeeded  in  any  degree  in  winning 
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over  the   Irish   people   to    a    beUef    in 
Unionist  principles.      The  claim  of  the 
Government,  however,  is  that  they  have 
won   over  a  considerable   proportion  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  their  policy,  and 
that    they     have     sensibly    diminishe' 
crime  and  especially  boycotting — in  fact  J 
they  claim  that  crime  is  diminishing  to  ai 
vanishing  point,  and  that  boycotting  haa  ' 
ceased  almost  altogether.     If  you  deny 
that   Alinisterial    claim,    there    is  al 
lutely  nothing  left  that  the  Government 
can  claim  as  the  result  of  their  policy. 
It  would  not  be  much  of  a  claim   if  it 
were    admitted.      It    does    not    followj 
because   yon   have    siippressed    or   pr 
vented,  that  you  have  extirpated  criB 
Lord  Cowper  used  the  famous  phrase  1 
he  lind  "  driven  crime  beneath  the  sur^ 
face."   True,  he  did  ;  but  it  was  only  to  ' 
rise   again    in   due  season  in  rank  and 
luxuriant  growth.     At   the  preliminary 
investigation    into    the     Phoenix    Park 
murders,  the  evidence  of  James  Carey 
was  that  when  crinae  had  been  driven 
beneath  the   surface    by    the   arbitrary 
arrests   of    innocent    parsons    all    over 
the   country,    the    Inviucibles    arose    to 
right  Uie  wrongs  of  Ireland  in  their  owe 
way.     The  claim  of   the  Government 
founded    on  Returns   presented  to    thi 
House  for  the  past  20  years.     Now,  tho 
who   have   inquired    into   the  forgerie 
question  recently  wiil  remember  that  the 
main  count  in  the  indictment  against  the  ' 
Land  League   was    founded    upon    the 
supposed    prevalence    of    crime   as    the 
result  of  fetation.     There  are  various 
columns  of  figures  in  the  Return  whicb 
if  genuine,  show  a  romarkablo  increa 
of  crime  at  certain  j>eriods,  and  adecrea 
equally    remarkable    at    other    per" 
The    right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bury  made  a  great  point  of  this  a  few 
nights    ago,    and     ho     referred    to    tho 
increase  of  crime  after  the  ostiiblishmeat 
of    the    L:ind    League    and    before    the 
Coercion  Act  of    1882  was  passed, 
the   decrease  after  the    i«assing   of   tb 
Coercion     Act.      Considering    all   thei 
circumstances,    I    think    no    one 
dispute  the  importance  of   the    subject 
With    a    brief    interval,    the    adminii 
tration      of     Irish      affiiirs      has     bee 
anti '  national,  anti  -  Irish,   and  Tory 
character.     No  matter  whether  a  Liber 
or  a  Tory  Government  has  occupied  the 
Benches,     The  only  inti^rvals  in  wliio 
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there  has  been  a  departure  from  that 
method  of  administration  was  during  the 
administration  of  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  John 
Morley),  who  introduced  a  grateful  and 
welcome  change.  But  almost  from  the 
time  of  Lord  Fitzwilliam's  recall,  or  the 
time  of  Thomas  Drummond,  the  adminis- 
tration of  Ireland  has  been  such  as  to 
suppress  the  national  aspirations.  I  pro- 
[308e  to  go  back  very  briefly  over  the  last 
20  years,  and,  ask  in  the  first  place,  what 
happened  in  the  year  1869  ?  I  base  my 
remarks  not  on  the  ipse  diocit  of  Liberal 
statesmen,  but  upon  the  unimpeachable 
authority  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
— an  authority  which  will  not  be  dis- 
puted, at  least  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
his  Memorandum  of  the  9th  May,  1887, 
siiid  that  after  what  had  happened  in 
1869,  special  and  new  methods  of  enume- 
rating certain  ofEences  were  adopted, 
which  greatly  multiplied  their  number. 
I  have  to  observe  that  when  the  Unionist 
speakers  go  through  the  country 
comparing  the  present  time  with  20 
years  ago,  they  do  not  experience  the 
difficulties  here  mentioned.  It  comes  to 
this,  that  what  would  be  now  described 
as  two  or  three  offences  were  then  des- 
cribed as  60  offences.  Accordingly,  the 
House  will  be  prepared  for  the  informa- 
tion that  the  agrarian  crimes  of  Ireland 
rose  from  a  monthly  average  of  29  to 
one  of  305  in  five  months  of  1869-70. 
1  call  that  a  false  and  frudaulent  state- 
ment of  the  agrarian  crimes  of  Ireland. 
The  explanation  is  perfectly  simple. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Ros- 
sendale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
was  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He 
wanted  a  Coercion  Act,  and  he  wanted  a 
case  for  a  Coercion  Act,  and  he  got  his 
case  and  he  got  his  Act.  ,With  this 
Memorandum  before  me  I  say  he  got  the 
Act  by  false  pretences,  put  into  his  mouth 
by  his  subordinates  in  Dublin  Castle. 
What  happened  then  ?  It  was  necessary 
at  first  to  make  a  case  for  a  Coercion 
Act,  but  when  the  Act  was  passed  it  was 
necessary  to  show  that  the  Coercion  Act 
had  worked  successfully  and  put  down 
crime,  and  then  every  device  that  ingenuity 
could  contrive  was  resorted  to  to  decrease 
the  number  of  crimes  of  violence.  A 
device  adopted  was  this — 
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<*  In  1871,  after  the  Coercion  Act  had  been 
passed,  the  previous  system  was  again  brought 
into  operation,  namely,  to  regard  similar  case* 
as  only  one  of  that  kind  when  the  outrages 
were  perpetrated  by  the  same  party  on  the  one 
occasion.^' 

I  call  that  another  fraud  on  the  public. 
First,  when  you  want  to  make  a  case  for 
a  Coercion  Act,  you  introduce?  a  new 
system  by  which  threj  offences  are 
changed  to  60,  and  then,  when  you  want 
to  make  a  case  for  the  success  of  the 
Coercion  Act,  you  rjv^rt  to  the  system 
you  condemned  and  reduce  the  60  down 
to  three.  By  this  fraudulent  way  of 
enumerating  th3  offences,  agrarian 
crime  sinks  down  to  its  former  level,  as 
if  by  magic.  The  next  notable  operation 
of  the  police  and  the  Castle  statistician  was 
in  1880-81-82.  In  1881-82  another 
Coercion  Act  was  wanted,  and  again  the 
police  in  Ireland  were  equal  to  the  task  of 
making  out  a  case  for  oiw.  The  average 
of  29  outrages  per  month  in  1869,  rose  in 
1880  to  306,  and  in  1881  the  total  in  that 
year  reached  4,439.  This  w  is  brought 
about  by  another  series  of  frauds  practised 
upon  the  British  public  and  Parliament. 
I  will  try  and  set  forth,  as  briefly  as  I 
can,  the  nature  of  these  fraudulent  trans- 
actions. The  hon.  Gentleman  the  senior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere),  in  1881  delivered  a  very  uble 
speech  criticising  the  Returns  Mr.  Forster 
presented  to  the  House  of  Commons  in 
that  year.  He  pointed  out  that  the  pettiest 
offences,  such  as  damaging  a  barrel 
of  tar,  and  taking  a  gate  off  its  hinges, 
were  put  down  as  separate  crimes,  just 
as  whistling  the  air  "  Harvey  Duff"  was 
regarded  as  an  offence  against  the  public 
peace ;  and  it  is  remarkable  that  one 
Tcjsult  of  the  criticism  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  on  that  occasion, 
was  that  no  more  descriptive  d.t\ils 
were  furnished  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  was  found  that  one  such  Return, 
descriptive  of  details,  and  giving  some 
means  of  testing  the  reliability  of  the 
statistics,  was  too  much  for  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland.  It  has  since  been  im- 
possible to  derive  from  Returns  such 
facts  as  were  gathered  from  tlie  Returns 
of  1881.  However,  there  are  not  want- 
ing means  to  attain  the  same  object 
This  is  the  way  the  Government  statis- 
tician and  the  police  went  to  work.  On  the 
28th  June,  1880,  one  man,  named  Lynch, 
was  charged  with  five  different  simul- 
3  X 
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taneous  crinits.  He  was  charged  with 
an  assault  on  .lohii  Hogau  and  Edmund 
Hogan,  and  with  a  robbery  of  arms  from 
Edmund  Hogan,  with  the  administration 
of  oaths  to  Edmund  Hogan,  and  firing 
into  the  houses  of  Edmund  Hogan  and 
Thomas  Hogan.  The  offence  wbs  com- 
mitted on  the  s  ime  persons  and  on  the 
same  occasion,  and  out  of  this  the  police 
manufactured  five  different  crimes.  But 
that  is  not  all.  In  connection  with  this 
case  charges  were  brought  against  12 
men  in  all ;  they  were  all  tried,  and  all 
were  acquitted,  but  the  five  "  crimes " 
remain  on  the  list,and  thus  we  have  a  double 
fraud  practised  on  the  British  Legis- 
lature and  the  British  people.  We 
have,  first  of  all,  one  offence  multi- 
plied into  five,  and  then  we  find 
that  the  whole  five  were  fictitious. 
On  the  26th  August,  1880,  Michael  Ryan 
was  charged  with  an  assault  on  two 
brothers,  John  and  Amos.  It  has  always 
been  the  custom  to  c.ilculate  several 
assaults  perpetrated  at  the  same  time  S6 
one  crime,  but  the  police  discriminated 
with  a  remarkable  ix)wer  of  discrimina- 
tion in  this  case,  for  they  made  two 
crimes  of  one  offence.  They  first  charged 
the  man  with  an  aggravated  assault  on 
John,  and  then  charged  him  with  intent 
to  commit  an  indecent  assault  on  his 
brother  Amos.  And  not  only  was  one 
crime  manufactured  into  two,  but  the 
man  charged  was  acquitted.  It  was 
found  that  the  offence  was  practically 
never  committed  at  all ;  nevertheless  we 
liave  tw  o  crimes  recorded  just  as  if  there 
liad  been  two  convictions.  There  is 
another  piece  of  evidence  which  I  do  not 
consider  unimportant  in  this  connection. 
The  best  possible  test  of  the  existence  of 
crime  is  the  proportion  of  convictions. 
Police  reports,  after  all,  are  only  mere 
assertions,  but  judicial  convictions  are 
proofs.  I  find  that  in  1881,  for  11,915 
crimes  there  are  only  2,600  convictions, 
or  22  p.^r  cent.  Out  of  4,439  agrarian 
crimes  in  the  following  year  there  were 
only  204  convictions,  or  4  per  cent.  If 
these  tables  are  examined  it  will  be 
found  that  such  a  percentage  as  this  waa 
never  heard  of  previously,  and  it  cannot 
be  pretended  that  juries  were  less  hostile 
to  British  justice  in  such  a  year  as  1867 
or  in  1870,  or  in  1 874,  when  the  Fenians 
were  being  tried  in  Ireland,  than  they 
were  in  ISSO  and  1881.  In  those  years 
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the  convictions  reached  50  per  cent., 
even  though  Lord  O'Hagan's  Act  had 
not  been  amended.  Since  Lord 
O'Hagan's  Act  has  been  improved — that 
is  to  say,  improved  from  the  point  of 
view  of  Dublin  Castle — it  has  been  as 
much  in  the  power  of  the  Castle  to  pack 
a  jury  as  it  ever  wis,  and  yet  the  i^er- 
centage  of  convictions  has  become 
smaller  and  smaller.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  police  are  on  the  horns  of  a 
dilemma  in  this  matter.  If  they  have 
been  so  unsuccessful  in  bringing  about 
an  improvement  in  crimes  in  1880  and 
1882  as  to  be  100  per  cent,  worse  than 
previously,  the  conclusion  we  must 
arrive  at  is  either  that  100  per  cent,  of 
the  crimes  were  imaginary  or  fabricated, 
or  else  they  are  on  this  other  horn  of  the 
dilemma,  that  the  police  cannot  detect 
crime  and  are  useless  as  guardians  of  the 
peace.  For  my  own  part  I  incline  to  the 
former  theory,  especially  when  I  find 
that  100  per  cent.,  or  a  large  percentage 
of  crimes  reported  at  Dublin  Castle  and 
transmitted  to  this  House  never  took  place 
at  all ;  and  I  am  all  the  more  inclined 
to  believe  tliis  when  I  know  that  in 
previous  and  subsequent  periods  crimes 
were  undoubtedly  fabricated  for  the 
purpose  of  passing  Coercion  Acts  through 
this  House.  I  have  dealt  in  this  matter 
not  with  information  I  have  discovered 
for  myself,  but  with  information  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  which 
bears  me  out  in  what  I  say.  The 
memorandum  from  which  I  liave  already 
quoted  is  most  exquisite  on  this  point. 
It  says,  amongst  other  things,  that  it 
would  be  an  error  to  suppose  that  all 
outrages  not  returned  as  agnirian  ought 
properly  to  be  classified  as  agraran,  and 
that  the  Authorities  in  Ireland  have  been 
more  and  more  strict  in  their  require- 
ments before  they  permitted  any  crime 
to  be  classified  as  agrarian.  This  is  a 
confession  that  the  statistics  given 
previously  have  been  misleading,  and  I, 
therefore,  think  I  can  claim  from  the 
Irish  Attorney  General  approbation  for 
at  least  one  of  the  adjectives  in  my 
Amendment,  namely,  the  word  "  mis- 
leading." Tlie  memorandum  says  that 
agrarian  crime  must  be  directly  traceable 
to  some  specific  motive  connected  with 
the  land,  and  that  cattle  maiming,  moon- 
lighting, and  such-like  offences  are  not 
to   be  placed    in  the  category.     It  says 
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that  the  process  of  narrowing  the  meshes 
through  which  crime  is  admitted  into  the 
Agrarian  Returns  has  been  going  on  for 
six  years.  This  means  that  the  principles 
on  which  crime  is  admitted  into  the 
Agrarian  Returns  varies  from  year  to  year. 
In  face  of  an  admission  like  that  from  a 
Oentleman  on  the  Treasury  Bench  no  one 
can  pretend  to  regard  these  agarian 
statistics  as  in  any  degree  a  basis  of  com- 
parison. I  find  that  in  the  years  1880 
to  1882  there  were  102  homicides  perpe- 
trated, that  in  1883-5  there  were  56  and 
in  1886-8  there  were  99.  From  these 
murders  the  Police  Authorities  have 
selected,  on  principles  which  varj- 
from  year  to  year,  a  certain  num- 
ber which  tliey  declare  are 
agrarian.  When  they  want  to  make 
a  case  for  coercion  they  increase  the 
number.  Under  these  circumstances  it  is 
absolutely  useless  to  talk  of  the  Returns 
as  furnishing  any  basis  for  comparison. 
But  there  is  also  absolute  falseh(X)d 
attaching  to  the  comparisons.  In  1883-5, 
although  there  were  56  homicides  alto- 
gether, the  police  could  only  discover  one 
agrarian  murder.  I  am  not  in  the  habit  of 
paying  much  attention  to  such  publica- 
tions as  those  of  the  Ltyyal  and  Patriotic 
Union,  edited  as  they  are  by  Mr.  Houston, 
and  copied  regularly  into  Eiigland,  but  I 
want  to  show  what  absolute  falsehood 
attaches  to  this  process  of  enumerating 
crimes.  The  very  year  in  which  the 
police,  desiring  to  show  the  success  of  the 
Coercion  Act,  could  only  find  one  agrarian 
crime  the  Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union  gave, 
with  the  names  and  dates,  a  list  of  no 
less  than  six  agrarian  murders  which 
were  perpetrated  in  Ireland.  Again,  I 
say  that  this  is  a  fradulent  return.  A 
fraud  has  been  perpetrated,  in  the  first 
place,  by  increasing  the  number  of  crimes, 
in  order  to  make  a  case  for  the  Coercion 
Bill,  and,  in  the  second  place,  by  decreasing 
crime,  in  order  to  show  that  the  Coercion 
Act  was  necessary  and  had  succeeded. 
There  was  a  slight  increase  of  crime  in 
the  year  1886.  That  is  now  put  down  to 
the  National  League,  but  the  increase  was 
so  slight  that  the  right  hon.  Gt3ntleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
in  bringing  in  the  Coercion  Bill  of  1887, 
did  not  lay  any  stress  at  all  on  it,  but 
based  his  contention  mainly  on  the 
return  of  boycotting  and  intimidation. 
If  I  am  asked  to  give  an  explanation  of 
the  alleged  increase  of  crime  in  1888,  I 


would  unliesitatingly  set  it  down  to  the 
desire  of  Dublin  Castle  to  furnish  a  case 
for  the  coming  Home  Rule  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone).  In  1887, 
as  I  have  said,  the  last  Coercion  Bill  was 
introduced,  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
based  his  case  on  the  increase  of  boycot- 
ting and  intimidation.  But  I  say  that 
from  that  time  to  the  present  the  process 
of  "  narrowing  the  meshes "  has  con- 
tinued to  go  on.  Cases  are  still  kept  put 
of  the  Agrarian  Returns  which  would  in 
other  years  be  included  in  them,  the 
purpose  being  to  make  out  that  the 
Coercion  Act  has  succeeded  in  putting 
down  crime.  If  I  jim  rightly  informed 
the  crimes  of  1 888  are  put  down  at  660. 
But  that  nunilxjr  is  arrived  at  by  ex- 
cluding every  single  one  of  the  ofEences 
tried  in  the  Coercion  Courts.  As  far  as 
I  can  make  « ut  there  are  1 ,500  crimes 
of  that  sort.  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tlic  Chief  Secretary  is  in  this 
matter  on  the  horns  of  a  dilemma. 
Either  the  1,500  offences  are  not  crimes 
of  any  kind — in  which  case  he  is  using 
the  Coercion  Act  not  to  put  down  crime 
but  to  suppress  political  action  and 
tenants'  combinations — or  they  are  crimes 
— in  which  case  the  Return  he  has  pre- 
sented is  false,  in  not  having  included 
them.  I  come  now  to  the  last  Return 
which  I  indict  as  false  and  fraudulent, 
and  tliat  is  the  Return  of  Boycotting, 
It  has  for  some  time  past  been  the  habit 
of  Unionist  (n^ators  on  every  platfonaa 
in  the  country  to  declare  that  whilst 
4,000  persons  were  boycotted  in  1887, 
there  are  only  150  boycotted  now.  I 
myself  in  1887  challenged  the  accuracy 
of  the  Boycotting  Returns,  and  indicted 
them  as  false.  At  that  time  we  pointed 
out  that  boycotting  was  either  not  accom- 
panied and  enforced  by  outrage  and 
intimidation,  or  it  was  so  accom- 
panied and  enforced.  We  pointed 
out  that  in  the  former  case  it  was 
simply  exclusive  dealing,  and,  con- 
sequently, no  cases  of  the  kind  ought  to 
have  been  returned  as  crimes.  In  the 
latter  case  we  pointed  out  that  the  Re- 
turns were  proved  to  be  a  mass  of  fraud 
by  another  Return  which  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House.  That  Return^ 
showed,  for  instance,  that  in  the 
quarter  of  1887  there  were  1,700  peo 
boycotted,  and  yet  there  were  oiilTi^l7 
cases  of  intimidation  all  over  IroKind 
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whereas  the  cases  of  intimidation  ought 
to  have  been  numbered  by  thousands  if 
1,700  persons  had  been  subjected  to 
hourly  and  daily  acts  of  intimidation. 
But  what  am  I  to  say  of  the  figures  last 
presented  to  the  House  with  r^^rd  to 
intimidation  ?  Marvellous  to  relate,  they 
have  dropped  down  to  150.  I  declare 
that  to  be  a  most  audacious  fabrication. 
It  is  a  fabrication  within  our  own  know- 
ledge. Any  of  the  hon.  Members  for  the 
County  of  Cork  will  bear  me  out  in  say- 
ing that  in  that  county  alone  there  are 
150  persons  boycotted.  In  face  of  a  fact 
like  that  I  think  the  Government  are 
called  upon  to  afford  us  some  means  of 
testing  the  reliability  of  the  Return. 
Neither  in  1887  nor  since  have  any 
names  of  persons  or  places  been  men- 
tioned, and  the  reason  given  for  with- 
holding these  means  of  testing  the  Re- 
turn is,  to  my  mind,  conclusive  proof  of 
the  fraudulerit  character  of  the  figures. 
We  are  told  that  if  the  names  of  the 
boycotted  persons  were  given  they  would 
be  injured.  I  want  to  know  how  a  per- 
son' can  be  boycotted  without  its  being 
known.  The  thing  is  absolutely  ridicu- 
lous. The  reason  given  is  a  miserable 
pretence  and  the  merest  humbug.  I 
know  it  will  be  said  that  it  is  impossible 
to  believe  that  the  officials  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  engage  in  this  work  of  fabri- 
cation, or  that  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
could  be  found  to  sanction  it.  I  myself 
find  it  difficult  to  believe  that  English 
gentlemen  of  either  Party  could  be  base 
enough  to  sanction  acts  of  deliberate 
falsification  and  fraud.  My  explanation 
is  this :  Chief  Secretaries  go  from  time 
to  time  to  Dublin  Castle  ;  they  find  the 
people  on  one  side  and  the  officials  on  the 
other,  and,  as  they  cannot  or  will  not 
govern  with  the  aid  of  the  people,  they 
are  obliged  to  govern  with  the  aid  of  the 
officials.  Consequently,  they  throw  them- 
selves into  the  arms  of  the  officials.  They 
believe  everything  they  tell  them.  They 
listen  to  the  whispers  of  corrupt  officials, 
and  accept  the  statements  of  landlord 
magistrates.  I  believe  the  angels  them- 
selves would  become  tainted  with  the 
corruption  which  exists  in  Dublin  Castle 
if  the  ang^els  did  not  keep  clear  of  the 
Castle.  The  Ciistle  officials  are  bred  in  an 
atmosphere  of  corruption.  I  do  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that  some  of  the  vilest  black- 
g-^ards  that  ever  lived  have  found  a  resting 
plac^  under  the  shadow  of  Dublin  Castle. 
Mr,  Clancy 


I  doubt  whether  there  is  in  the  whole 
world  an  institution  of  as  significant  a 
character  as  what  is  known  as  "the 
Informer's  Home  '*  in  Dublin.  It  is  an 
established  institution,  kept  up  for  the 
purpose  of  swearing  away,  if  necessary, 
the  lives  of  innocent  men.  Promotion  ia 
offered  for  such  things.  We  have  heard 
in  recent  years  of  the  famous  motto 
invented  by  the  late  Captain  Plunket — 
"Don't  hesitate  to  shoot."  This  has 
lately  been  supplemented  by  another 
motto — "Don't  hesitate  toswear,"  During 
the  last  six  months,  I  forget  exactly — 
but  I  shall  be  able  to  inform  the  House 
if  I  am  challenged  on  the  point — how 
many  policemen  have  been  convicted  in 
the  Coercion  Courts  of  the  country  of 
deliberate  perjury.  These  creatures  are 
no  doubt  all,  or  nearly  all,  Irishmen,  but  I 
think  the  disgrace  rests  not  so  much  on 
Ireland  as  on  England.  It  is  one  of  the 
results  of  misgovernment,  and  the  same 
tendency  has  been  apparent  in  ever}' 
country  governed,  as  Ireland  has  been, 
against  the  will  of  the  people.  It  may 
be  said  these  creatures  are  loyal.  I 
answer  in  the  words  of  Grattan  :  "  Loyalty 
without  liberty  is  not  loyalty,  but  corrup- 
tion." These  men  are  the  creatures  of 
corruption,  and  they  are  base  enough 
to  do  any  act  which  they  think  may 
prolong  their  own  power  or  satisfy 
the  dreams  and  expectations  of  their  pay- 
masters. I  think  it  is  high  time  to 
denounce  their  misdeeds,  and  it  is  as 
much  in  the  interest  of  common  morality 
as  of  justice  to  my  unfortunate  country 
that  I  now  move  the  Motion  which 
stands  in  my  name. 

(8.40.)  Motion  made,  and  Question 
l»roposed, 

*^  That  the  Returns  presented  to  this  House 
regarding  Agrarian  Crime  and  Boycotting  in 
Ireland  are  misleading,  unreliahle  as  basis  of 
comparison,  and  in  some  instances  false  and 
fraudulent ;  and  that  this  House  is  of  opinion 
that,  if  those  Returns  should  be  further  con- 
tinued, the  compilation  of  them  by  the  police 
ought  to  be  checked  by  one  or  more  in- 
dependent authorities,  and  that  they  ought  to 
be  accompanied  by  such  details  as  would  enable 
the  people  of  the  localities  concerned  to  test 
their  reliability.'*— (Afr.  Clancy.) 

(9.10.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
were  not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, — 

The  House  was  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Nine  o'clock  till  To-morrow. 


1873     CofuoHdaied  Fund         {M4bch  26,  1890} 


(iTo.  1)  BUL 


1874 


jaOUSB     OF     LORDS, 
Wednesday,  26th  March,  1890. 


EEPRESENTATIVE  PEERS    FOR 
IRELAND. 

Earl  Ebne:  Report  made  from  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  that  the  right  of  John 
Henry  Earl  Erne  to  vote  at  the  elections 
of  Representative  Peers  for  Ireland  has 
been  established  to  the  satis&ction  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table. 

CON80LIDATBD  FUND  (No.  1)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1* ; 
and  to  be  read  2»  to-morrow.  —  {The 
Marquees  ofSaliehury,) 

Hoose  adjourned  daring  pleasure. 

House  resumed. 

The  Lord  Foxtobd  (Earl  Limerick) 
chosen  Speaker. 

ARMIY   (ANNUAL)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ; 
to  be   printed:  and  to  be  read  2'  To- 
morrow.— {The  Earl  Broumlaw.)     (No. 
48.) 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Standing  Orders  Nos.  XXI.,  XXXIX., 
and  XLV.  to  be  considered  To-morrow  in 
order  to  their  being  dispensed  with  for 
that  day's  sitting. — {The  Marquees  of 
Salisbury,) 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock,  till 

To-morrow,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o*  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  26th  March,  1890. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled 
**  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  respecting 
the  exercise  of  Admiralty  jurisdiction 
in  Her  Majesty's  Dominions  and  else- 

VOL.  CCCXLII.    [third  sibbibs.] 


where    out    of  the    United    Kingdom." 

[Colonial     Courts     of    Admiralty    Bill 
Lords.] 

That  they  do  not  insist  on  their 
Amendments  to  County  Councils  Asso- 
ciation Expenses  BiU,  to  which  this 
House  has  disagreed ;  and  agree  to  the 
Amendments  naade  by  this  House  to 
the  Amendments  made  by  the  Lords, 
and  to  the  Consequential  Amendments 
made  by  this  House  to  the  said  Bill. 

NEW  WRITS. 
For  Carnarvon,  t?.   Edmund  Swelen- 
ham,  esquire,  deceased ;  for  Windsor,  t. 
Bobert      Richardson-(Jardner,     esquire, 
Chiltern  Hundreds. 


QUESTION. 

THE  LAND   PURCHASE  (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

Mr.  sexton  (Bel&st,  W.)  :  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Monaghan 
(Mr.  P.  O'Brien)  has  placed  upon  the 
Paper  a  question  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  ask — 

«  Whether,  in  yiew  of  the  fact  that  the  01- 
phert  Estate  forms  a  portion  of  one  of  the 
congested  districts  to  he  dealt  with  hy  the 
Land  Purchase  (Ireland)  Bill  introduced  on  the 
24th  instant,  he  proposes  to  give  the  forces  of 
the  Crown  for  the  carrying  out  of  the  evictions 
there." 

As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  in 
his  place,  I  will  raise  the  question  on 
the  Adjournment  of  the  House  to-day. 


POST    OFFICE    MAIL    CONTRACT 

(AUSTaAMAN  MAILS). 

Copy  ordered — 

"Of  the  Contracts  with  the  Peninsnlar 
and  Oriental  Steam  Navigation  Comoany, 
dated  the  19th  day  of  January,  1888,  and  the 
Orient  Steam  Navigation  Company,  dated  the 
23rd  day  of  January,  1888,  for  the  conveyance 
of  the  Australian  Mails,  together  with  a  copy 
of  the  Treasury  Minute  relating  thereto."— 
{Mr.  Japkton.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  112.] 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  1)  BILL. 
(12.30.)    Bill  read  che  third  time,  and 
passed. 
3  Y 
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ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY, 

I'AKLIAMENTARY    ELECTIONS    (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL.-(No.  9.): 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(12.34.)  Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) : 
The  otjects  of  the  Bill  which  I  now  ask 
the  House  to  read  a  second  time  are  two- 
fold. The  first  is  to  secnre  a  Schedule 
of  the  Returning  Officers'  charges,  simi- 
lar to  that  which  is  provided  by  law  for 
England  and  Ireland.  Unfortunately 
there  is  no  Schedule  at  all  for  Scotland. 
Owing  to  the  usual  indifference  of  the 
House  when  Scotch  measures  are  con- 
cerned the  Bills  which  have  been  intro- 
duced upon  this  subject  have  not 
been  passed,  and  the  result  is 
that  the  law  of  Scotland  differs 
entirely  from  that  which  exists  for 
England  and  Ireland.  My  own  ex- 
perience has  been  a  somewhat  singular 
one,  and  it  shows,  I  think,  the  necessity 
for  some  such  measure.  Since  the  passing 
of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act  it  has 
become  rather  difficult  for  a  man  to  pass 
through  an  election  without  being  placed 
in  the  position  of  being  turned  out  of  the 
House  for  some  act  which  he  did  not 
himself  commit.  In  1885  1  myself 
miglit  have  been  turned  out  in  conse- 
quence of  the  corrupt  acts  of  the 
Returning  Officer.  He  presented  me 
with  a  bill  which,  if  I  had  paid  it,  might 
have  led  to  my  being  expelled  from  this 
House.  Of  course  I  refused  to  recognise 
the  unfair,  unjust,  and  cormpt  charges 
contained  in  the  Bill.  I  had  given  £200 
to  the  Sheriff,  and  he  wanted  me  to 
accept  back  a  sum  of  £50,  which  he  did 
not  require.  If  I  had  accepted  it  I 
should  have  condoned  the  illegal  act  of 
the  Returning  Officer,  so,  during  the 
existence  of  that  Parliament,  I  allowed 
the  money  to  remain  in  his  hands. 
When  a  dissolution  came  I  took  the 
money.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Clackmannan  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour) 
brought  in  a  Bill  in  1886  to  remedy 
the  grievance,  and  in  the  present 
m?asure  I  have  adopted  every  clause 
contained  in  that  Bill  except  Clause  5. 
In  the  Schedule  which  I  submit  I  have 
adopted   the   whole   of    the   right   hon. 


Gentleman's  figures,  which  are  very 
similar  to  those  of  the  English  Schedules. 
Unfortunately  that  Parliament  was  only 
a  short  one,  and  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  one  of  the  last  Bills 
brought  in.  It  went  before  the  other 
House,  but  there  was  not  time  to  con- 
sider it ;  but  as  they  thought  we  wanted 
something  for  Scotland  they  gave  us  the 
right  of  appeal.  As  the  law  now  stands 
the  Statutes  governing  this  matter  are, 
first  the  Reform  Act  of  1832,  which 
states  that  fair  and  reasonable  charges 
shall  be  defrayed  by  the  candidate ;  and 
also  one  of  the  clauses  of  the  Ballot  Act. 
We  have  now  the  right  of  appeal,  and  at 
the  election  of  1886  the  Bill  presented 
to  me  by  the  Sheriff  did  not  contain  so 
many  illegal  charges  as  the  previous  one, 
but  still  there  were  some,  and,  taking 
advantage  of  the  Act  of  1886,  I  went  to 
the  Court  of  Session,  before  which  Court 
all  the  illegal  charges  made  by  the  Sheriff 
were  taxed  away,  and  the  tiaing  master 
of  the  Court — a  gentleman  well  known 
to  the  Lord  Advocate,  a  good  old  Con- 
servative, who  was  not  likely  to  do 
anything  in  an  unreasonable  way — 
reduced  the  account  from  £241  to  £157, 
or  by  nearly  40  per  cent.  But,  unfor- 
tunately, although  the  Bill  was  reduced  I 
had  to  pay  all  the  costs  of  the  action.  In 
this  case  it  so  happens  that  the  Sheriff  is 
paid  fairly  well  for  the  work  he  does, 
but  under  the  special  Act  he  charged 
£10  10s.  for  himself  for  attending  on 
two  occasions  to  do  the  work.  I  look 
upon  it  as  most  unfair  that  a  candidate 
who  has  suffered  from  the  work  being 
badly  and  illegally  done  should  also  be 
made  to  suffer  in  being  required  to  pay 
the  costs.  I  remember  that  in  the  case  of 
one  of  the  polling  clerks  he  travelled  for 
a  distance  of  eight  miles,  and  his  "fair  and 
reasonable  "  charge  for  going  down  was 
only  15  guineas!  Other  people  would 
have  considered  three  guineas  quite 
enough.  I  trust  that  the  present 
Government  will  do  what  the  last 
Government  intended  to  do,  and  will 
give  Scotland  protection,  by  laying  down 
what  is  already  considered  reasonable 
and  fair  in  England  and  Ireland.  So 
much  for  the  principal  portion  of  the 
Bill.  The  5th  clause  is  quite  a  different 
clause  altogether.  It  provides  that  in- 
stead of  placing  the  expenditure  upon 
the  candidates  it  shall  be  placed  upon 
the  rates,  bpth  in  burghs  and  in  municJ- 
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palities.  In  drafting  the  Bill  I  did  not 
see  how  it  was  necessary  or  desirable  to 
continue  the  present  tax  upon  candidates. 
In  the  contests  which  take  place  in  con- 
nection with  the  School  Boards,  Parochial 
Boards,  Town  Councils,  and  County 
Councils,  all  the  costs  are  paid  out  of  the 
rates,  but  in  Parliamentary  elections  the 
candidate  himself  is  compelled  to  pay 
them.  If  we  were  logical  we  should 
adopt  the  same  principle  in  all  cases ;  and 
so  far  as  the  cost  is  concerned,  that  of  a 
County  Council  election  is  twice  as  much 
as  that  for  a  Parliamentary  election.  If 
the  cost  of  electing  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment were  thrown  upon  the  rates  it 
would  be  a  mere  bagatelle,  and  would 
amount  to  very  little  more  per  head  than 
the  price  of  an  ounce  of  tolmcco.  In  the 
second  place,  it  is  the  cost  which  prevents 
many  working  men  candidates  from  find- 
ing their  way  into  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  old  feeling  with  regard  to  the  work- 
ing classes  is  now  entirely  changed.  We 
have  even  the  Conservative  working 
man,  and  he  is  not  regarded  as  at  all  a 
bad  fellow.  It  is  quite  time  that  all 
these  old  bogies  should  be  got  rid  of. 
The  Labour  Member  has  been  found  to 
be  a  very  useful  Member,  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  are  just  as  pleased  to  see  him  as 
we  are.  The  cost  of  an  election  has  also 
the  effect  of  deterring  persons  of  the 
lower  middle  class  from  becoming  candi- 
dates. In  Scotland  there  is,  unfortunately, 
no  farmer  returned.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  Barclay) 
is  the  nearest  approach  to  one,  and,  so  far 
as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  feel  that 
I  ought  not  to  represent  Caithness,  but 
that  it  ought  to  be  represented  by  a 
farmer  or  a  crofter.  If  this  Bill  passes, 
instead  of  the  farmers  and  crofters  having 
to  return  men  to  fight  their  battles,  you 
will  have  the  men  themselves.  So  far 
as  the  Scotch  Members  are  concerned,  we 
are  all  at  one  in  regard  to  this  Bill,  and 
I  want  to  know  from  the  other  side  of 
the  House  why  a  moderate  measure  of 
this  kind  should  not  be  passed,  and  why 
a  tax  should  be  continued  which  has  the 
effect  of  preventing  a  very  useful  body 
of  persons  from  finding  their  way  into 
this  House  ? 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*•  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (2)r.  Clark.) 


•(12.42.)  Dk.  FARQUHARSON 
(Aberdeenshire,  W.) :  I  am  afraid  that 
the  ancient  superstition  which  caused 
this  House  to  be  regarded  as  a  close  and 
very -convenient  club  has  now  been  dis- 
pelled. I  gratefully  acknowledge  what 
has  been  effected  by  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James) 
steered  through  this  House  with  such 
great  ability.  Candidates  have  been  saved 
an  enormous  expenditure  under  that  Act, 
but  like  other  great  measures,  such  as 
the  Reform  Act  of  1832,  it  cannot  be 
regarded  as  final.  Experience  shows  that 
it  did  not  go  far  enough.  At  present,  I 
may  spend  £1,500  or  £1,700  in  contest- 
ing a  constituency,  and  there  are  other 
hon.  Members  who  may  be  compelled  to 
spend  a  great  deal  more  than  that.  I 
think  the  only  remedy  is  to  pass  this 
Bill,  and  to  place  the  necessary  expenses 
of  the  Returning  Officer  upon  the  rates, 
or  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund.  I  do 
not  care  which,  so  long  bs  the  candidates 
are  relieved  of  the  burden  of  the  ex- 
penditure. We  give  our  time  to  the 
country,  a  great  deal  of  labour,  and  often 
sacrifice  our  health,  and  why,  practically, 
we  should  have  our  pockete  picked  as 
well,  for  election  expenses,  passes  my 
comprehension.  In  the  School  Board 
and  County  Council  elections  the  ex- 
penses are  borne  by  the  localities.  I 
may  be  asked  whether  the  constituencies 
themselves  are  in  favour  of  the  proposed 
change.  Judging  from  my  own  locality, 
I  believe  they  are.  The  charge  upon 
the  ratas  would  be  extremely  small,  and 
unless  some  Act  of  this  kind  is  passed, 
we  shall  continue  to  be  deprived  of  the 
services  of  labour  candidates,  and  persons 
of  local  knowledge,  which  farmers  and 
others  possess.  I  have  often  been  asked 
the  question  "Why  don't  you  have  more 
local  men  coming  forward  in  Scotland  ? " 
The  reason  is  that  few  men  can  afford 
the  expense  of  coming  forward,  and  the 
result  is  that  a  great  many  constituencies 
are  handed  over  to  the  noble  army  of 
"carpet  baggers,"  who  go  dovm  and 
sweep  everything  before  them.  I  have, 
on  more  than  one  occasion,  brought  the 
question  before  public  meetings,  and  I 
always  found  a  strong  feeling  in  favour 
of  putting  the  expenses  of  Parliamentary 
elections  upon  the  rates  or  upon  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  It  is  said  that  if 
this  Bill  passes  there  will  be  a  contest 
3  Y  2 
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every  time.  Well,  I  do  not  see  that  that 
would  be  a  disadvantage.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  is  generally  of  immense  advan- 
tage to  oneself,  and  to  the  constituency 
as  well.  It  educates  oneself  very  much; 
and  it  educates  the  constituency  still 
more.  It  also  encourages  a  friendly 
feeling  among  your  own  supporters,  and 
is  of  great  service,  seeing  that  it  is  not 
bound  to  come  more  than  once  in  seven 
years.  If  the  expense  of  a  contest  were 
got  rid  of  I  would  encourage  a  contested 
election  every  time.  At  present,  the 
practice  is  to  carry  on  a  hopelsss  contest 
against  you  in  order  to  squeeze  you 
pecuniarily  as  much  as  possible,  and  ex- 
haust your  resources  so  as  to  prevent 
yon  from  becoming  a  candidate  again. 
Personally,  I  am  engaged  in  fighting  in 
succession  all  the  Tory  lairds  of  Aberdeen- 
shire, but  if  the  expense  were  put  upon 
the  rates,  it  would  be  indifferent  to  me 
whether  I  was  opposed  or  not.  But  I 
think  it  exceedingly  probable  that  the 
opposition  would  fade  away  altogether. 
There  are  many  of  us  who  think  that 
the  present  duration  of  Parliament  is  too 
long ;  that  it  is  out  of  touch  with  the 
country,  and  that  the  country  desires  a 
change.  But  if  we  are  to  have  a  new 
Parliament  every  two  or  three  years,  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  right  to  subject 
candidates  to  a  constant  expenditure 
of  this  character.  It  is  for  this 
reason  that  I  have  always  been  opposed 
to  the  shortening  of  the  duration  of 
Parliament,  because  I  believe  it  would 
work  badly  in  exposing  candidatss  to  a 
perpetual  drainage,  in  the  shape  of  ex- 
penditure. I  regard  the  present  proposal 
as  a  very  reasonable  one,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  it  will  receive  considerable 
support  from  English  and  Irish  Members. 
We  in  Scotland  are  desirous  of  going 
forward  as  the  pioneers  of  reforms,  and 
we  are  suggesting  reforms  that  will  be 
of  immense  advantage  both  to  England 
and  Ireland.  I  trust  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  accept  the  Bill.  If  they  do 
not  it  is  not  impossible  that  we  may 
secure  a  victory,  unless  the  Government 
have  a  considerable  number  of  Mem- 
bers waiting  in  ambush  outside.  I  warn 
them,  that  when  they  leave  oflBce  and  we 
on  this  side  of  the  House  come  into 
power,  this  is  one  of  the  very  first  re- 
forms we  shall  require.  I  hope  the  day 
is  not  far  distant  when  that  may  be  the 
case.  I  beg  to  second  the  Motion. 
Dr,  Farquharson 


(12.50.)  The  LORD  ADVOCATE 
(Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson,  Bute):  The 
hon.  Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark), 
in  moving  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  very  justly  observed  that  it  has 
two  separate  and  distinct  objects.  On 
the  part  of  the  Government  I  wish  to 
express  our  complete  sympathy  with 
that  branch  of  the  measure  which  the 
hon.  Member  first  developed,  namely, 
that  a  Schedule  should  be  provided  of 
the  Returning  OflBcers*  charges.  That 
would  really  supply  a  deficiency  which 
exists  in  regard  to  Parliamentary  elec- 
tions in  Scotland,  and  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  nearly  rectified  in  1886.  The 
House  will  recollect  that  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  intro- 
duced on  the  eve  of  a  General  ElectioRn, 
and  that  there  was  practical  unanimity 
in  regard  to  making  provision  for  a 
Schedule  of  charges,  Indeed,  the  sub- 
ject is  one  on  which  I  do  not  think  there 
can  be  much  difference  of  opinion, 
although  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that 
it  may  not  be  necessary  to  modify  some 
of  the  details  of  the  measure  now  before 
us.  Unfortunately,  as  I  think,  the  hon. 
Member  has  mixed  up  the  subject  with 
a  proposition  of  a  much  more  contro- 
versial character.  We  should  readily 
accept  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  if  it  were  not  that  he 
has  coupled  with  the  harmless  proposal 
for  providing  a  scale  of  charges — a  pro- 
posal which,  I  believe,  would  secure 
general  assent  —  another  proposal  to 
throw  the  expenses  upon  the  rates. 
Now,  I  venture  to  think  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  rather  throwing  away  his 
opportunity  of  effecting  a  change  in  the 
law  on  a  subject  in  which  he  takes  deep 
interest,  namely,  the  establishment  of  a 
Schedule  of  charges,  by  including  a  larger 
question  with  it.  If  the  Bill  were  con- 
fined to  the  provisions  contained  in  Clauses 
5  and  6  I  think  the  hon  Member  would 
have  the  easy  assent  of  the  House,  but  it 
is  most  undesirable  to  connect  with  the 
Bill  a  subject  which  is  notoriously  a 
matter  of  very  great  and  keen  debate. 
The  question  whether  the  expenses  shall  be 
borne  by  the  rates  is  not  one  which  is 
peculiar  to  Scotland  at  all,  but  is  a 
question  which,  I  venture  to  think,  will 
be  best  considered  by  the  House  when 
it  is  presented  fairly  and  squarely  in  a 
general  Bill  affecting  the  whole  country. 
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The  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  tells  ns 
that  the  ratepayers  are  already  familiar- 
ised with  the  matter  in  connection  with 
the  mode  in  which  the  expenses  of 
School  Board  and  County  Council  elec- 
tions have  been  dealt  with. 

Dr.  CLARK :  I  meant  that  all  the 
machinery  that  is  necessary  is  now  in 
the  possession  of  the  County  Councils, 
such  as  ballot  boxes,  &c.,  and  that  the 
cost  would  only  be  one-third  of  what  it 
would  have  been  before  the  County 
Councils  were  created. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  We  have 
certainly  got  the  ballot  boxes,  but  I  am 
hardly  persuaded  that  the  County  Coun- 
cils have  all  the  necessary  materials  for 
dealing  with  Parliamentary  elections,  so 
as  to  prevent  the  necessity  for  the  cost 
which  now  arises.  The  hon.  Member  on 
the  one  hand  makes  a  proposal  which  is  to 
effect  economy  in  the  conduct  of  Parlia- 
mentary elections,  and  on  the  other  hand 
he  proposes  to  saddle  upon  the  ratepayers 
tlie  burden  of  an  expenditure  which,  un- 
fortunately, it  has  been  necessary  to  in- 
flict upon  them  in  connection  with  the 
establishment  of  County  Councils.  The 
hoQ.  Member  for  West  Aberdeenshire  (Dr. 
Farquharson)  has  given  his  reasons  why 
these  changes  should  be  brought  about. 
So  far  as  his  charge  against  the  Scotch 
Members  is  concerned,  that  they  are  most 
of  them  "  carpet  baggers,"  it  is  a  dispute 
which  I  must  leave  him  to  S3ttle  with 
his  own  friends.  Personally,  I  am  not 
aware  that,  owing  to  the  expenses  to 
which  candidates  have  been  subjected, 
Parliament  has  been  deprived  of  the  ser- 
vices of  representatives  who  are  natives 
of  Scotland,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
how  far  the  Scottish  constituencies  would 
agree  to  the  proposal  that  native  candi- 
dates are  to  be  forced  upon  them  on  the 
condition  that  there  must  be  an  increase 
in  the  burden  of  the  local  rates.  I  do 
not  propose  to  discuss  the  details  of  the 
Bill,  and  I  hope  I  have  not  entered  into 
the  merits  of  the  question  in  any  con- 
troversial spirit.  I  freely  admit  that  it 
is  one  for  consideration,  and  my  only 
reason  for  rising  was  to  point  out  this  in 
favour  of  the  change  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  first  advocated,  that  he  is 
unnecessarily  encumbering  the  reform  he 
desires  to  bring  about  by  tacking  on  to 
it  a  highly  controversial  subject. 
I  venture  to  think  that  these  clauses 
should  be  eliminated  from  the  Bill  with 


a  view  to  the  speedy  passage  of  those 
parts  of  the  measure  as  to  which  there 
is  general  agreement.  Failing  that 
elimination,  I  am  constrained  to  say  it  is 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  assent 
to  the  Bill,  because  the  most  salient  and 
controversial  part  of  it  is  the  5th  clause, 
and  we  could  hardly  read  the  measure  a 
second  time  and  afterwards  propose  to 
exclude  tliat  clause  without  the  assent  of 
those  who  have  charge  of  the  Bill.  I 
think  that  the  subject,  large  as  it  is,  is 
not  well  raised  on  this  occasion,  and 
when  we  come  to  enter  into  the  merits 
of  the  question  I,  for  one,  must  offer  my 
opposition  to  a  proposal  that  would  impose 
an  unnecessary  burden  on  the  rates  of 
tho  counties  in  Scotland. 

(1.1.)  SirG.TREVELYAN  (Bridgeton, 
Glasgow)  :  I  am  glad  to  find  that  on  the 
important  question  of  the  schedule  the 
Government  take  a  decidedly  favourable 
view  of  this  measure,  and  I  take  it  that 
that  admission  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  at  least  something 
gained.  But  when,  having  said  so  much, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
asks  my  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  the  Bill, 
I  think  he  goes  a  little  too  far.  It  is  not 
so  easy  for  a  private  Member  to  secure 
first  place  on  the  Order  Paper,  on  a 
Wednesday  for  an  important  Bill,  that 
such  an  opportunity  should  be  thrown 
away.  My  hon.  Friend,  though  a  new 
Parliamentary  hand,  is  too  knowing  a 
one  not  to  see  that  if  the  Government 
want,  in  the  interest  of  tlie  Conser\''ativo 
Party,  to  enact  that  there  should  be  a 
Schedule  of  expenses,  they  can  find  timo 
for  that  with  the  greatest  ease,  because 
no  Scotch  Member  would  raise  his  voice 
against  it 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  did 
not  suggest  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
should  withdraw  the  Bill.  What  I  sug- 
gested was  that  an  undertaking  should 
be  given  to  the  House  that  the  Contro- 
versial Clauses,  5  and  6,  should  be 
eliminated  from  the  Bill,  and  that  tha  t 
would  relieve  the  Government  from  tho 
necessity  of  opposing  the  Bill. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  the  case  quite 
clearly  at  first,  and  has  re-stated  it 
very  clearly  now  ;  but  we  say  that  the 
clauses  referred  to  are  of  the  greatest 
importance,  and  we  are  extremely 
anxious  to  get  the  judgment  of  the 
House — and   especially    of    the    Scotch 
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Members — upon  them.  This  is  one  of 
those  cases  in  which  the  arguments  for 
the  Bill  are  very  simple  and  elementary, 
while  all  that  can  be  said  against  it 
amounts  to  nothing  more  than  argu- 
ments of  an  ingenious,  but,  as  I  consider 
them,  of  a  very  trivial  character.  I  feel 
bound  to  say  that  if  we  can  show  that 
our  arguments  are  plain,  and  simple,  and 
clear,  we  need  care  very  little  what  the 
arguments  on  the  other  side  are.  The 
main  argument  for  the  Bill  is  tliat  under 
the  present  system  the  people  cannot 
elect  the  man  of  their  choice  because  a 
very  severe  fine  is  inflicted  on  him.  How 
severe  that  fine  is  I  am  prepared  to 
show ;  but  I  shall  not  dwell  very  long 
on  this  part  of  the  subject,  on  account  of 
the  evident  agreement  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  that  the  expense  of  Scotch 
elections  are  uncertain,  and  in  many 
cases  too  large.  Even  under  the  most 
reformed  system  it  would  be  quite  im- 
possible to  have  the  expenses  of  a  con- 
tested borough  much  under  £200 — that 
is  to  say,  £100  for  each  candidate  ;  or, 
of  a  cont28ted  county  much  under  £300, 
or  £150  for  each  candidate.  I,  therefore, 
ask  the  House  to  consider  this  as  a  very 
sjrious  matter.  It  is  when  you  come 
to  the  Crofter  counties  that  you  come 
to  those  in  which  most  enormous 
expenses  ara  inflicted.  In  the  case 
of  Inverness,  in  the  year  1885, 
the  legal  expenses  amounted  to  £1,191, 
while  in  Ross  and  Cromartie  they 
amounted  to  £1,145,  and,  although 
reduced  in  the  elections  of  1886,  the  ex- 
penses in  these  counties  were  still  very 
heavy.  Well,  Sir,  I  say  that  to  tell  the 
Crofters  of  Scotland  that  they  are  not 
to  have  as  representatives  the  men  who 
sympathise  with  them  and  their  interests 
and  grievances,  unless  theypay  three  times 
as  much  as  is  paid  by  those  who  contest 
the  richer  counties  of  Lothian  and  Fife- 
shire,  is,  I  think,  nothing  short  of  a  sin 
and  a  shame.  You  must  remember  it  id 
only  when  those  expenses  are  handed 
over  to  the  County  Council  that  you 
have  a  real  guarantee  that  they  shall  be 
kept  as  low  as  possible.  The  County 
Council  will  minutely  and  ruthlessly 
examine  into  the  expenditure,  but  at  the 
present  moment  everyone  who  knows 
Scotland  knows  how  much  in  the  more  re- 
mote parts  of  the  country  the  candidate  is 
at  the  mercy  of  the  Returning  Officer — 
absolutely  at  the  mercy  of  the  Returning 
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Officer,    and   that,    unless    he    has  the 
unusual  pluck  of  my  hon.  Friend  below 
the  (Gangway,  he  must  be  the   very  last 
man  to  venture   to  tax    the    Retamiiig 
Officer's  bill.  That  is  one  of  the  mainargu- 
ments   for  this  Bill,    namely,     that  the 
people  may  be  able  to  elect  the    man  of 
their  choice.     But  still  there  is  another 
and  a  deeper  argument  which  many  of 
us  regard  as  one  of  much   importance. 
We  say  that  you  ought  to  have   a    high 
ideal  to  place  before  the  constituents   at 
an  election,   and  that  so    long    as   the 
candidate  is  called  upon  to  pay   all  the 
expenses  of  his  own  election  yon  must 
have  a  low  ideal,  because   yon   make   it 
appear  that  you  are  conferring  a  ^vour 
upon  him  by  electing  him,  whereas,  in- 
stead of  that  being    the    case,    a  good 
Member  in  reality  confers  a  favour    by 
serving  the  constituency  he  represents. 
By  passing  this  Bill  we  shall  show   that 
the  position  of  the  Member  is 'one   of 
public  duty,  and  not  of  private  pleasure. 
I  was  sorry  to  hear  the  Lord   Advocate 
raise  the  bugbear  of  expenditure,  because 
I  would  ask  the  House   what,  softer  all, 
does  the  expenditure  amount  to  if    put 
upon    the    rates?     For    the    whole   of 
Scotland  in  the  year  1886  it  was  £17,000. 
That,  no  doubt,  is  a  large   sum  when  it 
has   to  be  paid  by  a  limited  number  of 
private  persons,    but  if   you    take    tlie 
rental  of  Scotland  I  think  you    will   find 
that  it  is  less  than  one  farthing  in  the  £1 
in  the  whole  area.     I    put   it    to    hon. 
Members,  what  should  we  think  of  the 
electors  of  Scotland  if    they   so   hghtly 
value  their  electoral  privileges  that  they 
will  not  pay  the  price  of  a  pipe  of  tobacco, 
or  very  little  more  than  that  of  a    pinch 
of  good  snufE,  in  order   to  get   the   man 
they  want.     It  is  said  tliat  this   is   only 
a  part  of  the  election  expenses.     That  is 
an  argument  which  was  used  with   great 
effect  informer  days,  but  since  the  Corrupt 
Practices    Act  was    passed   those    legal 
expenses  have  become  so  large  a  part  of 
the  expenditure  at  elections  as  to  be  a 
very  important  consideration.     I  ask  the 
House  to  note  that  these  expenses  bear  a 
much  larger  ratio  to  what   I  may   call, 
without  offence,   the  people's  candidate, 
on   whichever   side  of  the   House  they 
may    happen    to  sit  than   they    do     in 
the  case  of    ordinary  Members.     I   can 
here  quote  a  very  curious  instance.     In 
the  Wansbeck  Division  of  Northumber- 
laad  we  have  a  working  man's  candidate. 
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whose  expenses  amounted  to  £465  in  all. 
But  of  that  sum  as  much  as  £259  were 
legal  expenses.  If  you  look  at  the  ex- 
penditure of  other  working  men's  candi- 
dates, you  will  find  that  the  same  thing 
holds  good.  In  a  certain  division  a 
working  man  stood  against  a  colonel  of 
considerable  position ;  the  working  man 
spent  £383,  and  the  colonel  £896 ;  the 
legal  expenses  were  in  each  case  £200. 
How  very  much  larger  in  that  case  was 
the  proportion  of  legal  expenses  to 
the  other  expenditure  of  the  working 
men's  candidate.  Again,  in  the  Eastern 
Division  of  Finsbury,  the  working  men's 
candidate  spent  £254,  of  which  £100 
were  legal  expenses.  It  is  evident  that 
this  Bill,  if  passed,  would  be  essentially 
a  measure  for  the  relief  of  those  persons 
who,  as  candidates  for  seats  in  Parlia- 
mens,  want  relief  the  most.  You  must 
recollect  the  great  advantage  attaching 
to  private  wealth.  This  is  almost  the 
only  country  in  which  the  candidates 
have  to  pay  the  whole  of  the  expenditure, 
or  in  which  the  Member  has  to  give  the 
whole  of  his  time  without  any  remunera- 
tion. When  we  ask  the  House  to  relieve 
candidates  of  the  many  burdens  imposed 
upon  them,  it  may  not  amount  to  much, 
but  it  is  at  any  rate  a  tangible  relief, 
and  I  believe  it  to  be  in  every  sense  an 
act  of  justice.  I  now  come  to  the  last 
argument  against  the  Bill,  and  that  is 
one  which  seems  to  frighten  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite.  They  say  that  men  of 
straw  will  bo  set  up  in  largo  numbers, 
and  that  we  shall  always  have  contests. 
I  believe  there  is  nothing  in  that  argu- 
ment, and  for  this  reason :  hon.  Members 
who  have  watched  the  course  of  recant 
elections  know  perfectly  well  that  if  we 
have  to  fight  successfully  a  contest  in  a 
great  community,  say  of  70,000  or  80,000 
persons,  and  desire  to  obtain  a  majority 
of  some  1,000  or  1,200  electors,  the  only 
chance  is  to  choose  the  best  man  on  our 
side  we  can  possibly  select.  If  a  man  is 
deficient  in  character,  reputation,  or 
genuine  and  .solid  standing,  no  matter 
what  his  rank  may  be,  he  is  a  bad  candi- 
date, whom  neither  of  the  two  great 
Parties  in  the  borough  will  accept,  and 
he  has  no  chance.  I  say,  further,  tliat  if 
a  man,  ba  he  Liberal  or  Conservative, 
represents  a  great  Party  and  a  great 
cause,  he  need  not  be  afraid  of 
anybody  coming  forward  from  motives 
of    mere  selfish    notoriety,    or  personal 


vanity.  This  is  how  we  shall  eliminate 
men  of  straw,  and  not  by  laying  a  fine 
upon  both  good  candidates  and  men  of 
straw  alike.  As  to  this  being  a  question 
for  the  whole  country,  all  I  can  say  is, 
that  Scotland  knows  her  own  mind  on 
the  matter ;  she  has  freedom  of  discussion, 
and  we  want  her  to  have  free  elections. 
You  must  remember  that  Scotchmen  say, 
I  do  not  know  with  what  amount  of  truth, 
that  what  Scotland  thinlA  to-day  England 
will  think  to-morrow.  Twenty  years  ago, 
when  England  was  in  better  mind,  this 
proposal  of  my  right  hon  Friend  was  put 
into  a  Bill  introduced  into  this  House  by 
the  then  Conservative  Government,  and 
upon  two  Divisions  a  majority  kept  that 
clause  in  the  Bill.  Every  argument  which 
Professor  Fawcett,  then  sitting  below  the 
Gangway,  brought  forward  at  that  time 
for  the  conviction  of  the  House,  that  that 
Bill  was  called  for  by  reasons  of  Justice 
and  National  expediency,  exists  at  the 
present  moment,  and  if  Scotland  thinks 
that  this  Bill  ought  to  pass,  England 
ought  not  to  stand  in  her  way  in  a  matter 
which  concerns  Scotland  alone,  except  so 
far  as  her  example  may  influence  Eng- 
land. 

(1.13.)  SiRG.CAMPBELL(Kjrkcaldy) : 
This  is  a  delicate  matter,  in  which  it  may 
be  said  that  the  interests  of  the  candidates 
are  different  from  those  of  their  con- 
stitutents.  There  are  many  who  say  that 
a  rich  candidate  would  rather  have  ex- 
pensive elections,  in  order  that  the  poor 
man  may  be  kept  out,  but  wo  poor 
Scotch  Members  do  not  like  to  pay  more 
than  we  can  possibly  help,  and  to  this 
extent  our  interests  are  opposed  to  those 
of  our  constituents  in  the  mere  matter 
of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  although, 
as  regards  other  matters,  their  interests 
are  identical  with  ours.  This  is  a  question 
in  which  wo  are  bound  to  think  once, 
twice,  or  thrice  before  accepting  this 
Bill.  But  I  have  given  it  those  j-epeated 
thoughts,  and  am  willing  to  take  what- 
ever responsibility  I  may  incur  in  voting 
for  it.  We  know  there  is  a  question 
often  brought  before  the  constituencies, 
and  I  regard  it  as  a  popular  question,  that 
Members  should  be  paid.  I  am  not  now 
going  into  that  question,  but  I  certainly 
think  that  Members  should  not  pay  their 
election  expenses.  A  place  in  this  House 
ought  not  to  bo  a  privilege  for  which  a 
man  has  to  pay.  I  would  not  make  an 
election    absolutely    without    cost   to  a 
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Member,  bofc  I  would  insist,  witli  my 
right  hon*  Friend,  that  the  strictly  legal 
expenses  should  not  be  imposed  upon 
the  candidate,  but  thrown  on  the  con- 
stituency. I  also  agree,  that  when  yon 
put  these  charges  on  a  constituency 
they  will  amount  to  a  very  snuill  burden. 
As  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Meintjcr 
for  Bridgeton  has  said,  so  long  as  a  Mem- 
ber is  required  {o  pay  all  the  expenses  he 
luis  no  way  of  diminishing  them  unless 
he  exhibits  that  amount  of  counige  which 
has  been  alluded  to  that  would  enable 
him  to  tax  the  K-e turning  OfEcer^s 
charges.  Doubtless  the  Returning  Ofticers 
imposo  very  heavy  costs  on  the 
candidates,  but  if  you  throw  those 
charges  on  the  constituency  there  will  be 
a  self-acting  means  of  economy  that 
will  save  a  great  deal  of  the  present  coat. 
At  present  you  have  this  in  the  case 
of  elections  for  Burgh  Councillors, 
and  County  Councillors  and  School 
Boards,  but  there  it  rests*  All  these 
constituencies  are  equipped  with  the 
]ii*opt*r  miichinery  for  the  purpose,  and  it 
is  only  necessary  tliat  the  machinery 
should  l)e  utilised  in  the  Parliamentary 
elections,  in  order  (a^  secure  a  consider- 
able saving.  Notliing  can  Ije  more 
aljsnrd  than  that  a  constituency  should 
charge  the  catirJidrvtes  for  the  hire  of 
ballot  boxes  aud  things  of  that  kind.  If 
you  pass  this  Bill  you  will  get  rid  of  all 
these  charges,  without  throwing  any 
additional  cost  on  the  ratepayers.  As  to 
the  expenses  of  Returning  Officers  and 
Sheriffs,  1  am  c^mvinced  that  they  miq*ht 
be  very  materially  cut  down  in  the 
interests  of  economy  and  of  the  constitu- 
encies,  while  the  charge  thrc^^^l  on  the 
constituencies  will  be  but  smalL  The 
poor  candidates  will  be  greatly  relieved 
by  iU  passage,  and  I  trust  the  House  ^vill 
see  its  way  to  allowing  the  measum  to 
be  read  a  second  time. 

(1,17.)  Mr.  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  am,  per- 
haps, unable  to  speak  quite  so  feelingly  on 
this  subject  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Aber- 
deenshire, but  I  may  say  that,  perhaps, 
no  Member  has  entered  this  House  lately 
whose  election  expenses  have  been  k-ss 
than  my  own,  so  that  it  is  not  on  the 
ground  of  personal  interest  that  I  desire 
to  say  a  few  words  in  favour  of  this  Bill. 
I  ol>serve  that  the  right  hon,  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  altogether  evaded  the 
question  of  whether  the  proj>naal  to  throw 
those  election  expenses  on  the  rates  was 
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a  prudent  and  wise  proposal.  He  insisted 
that  it  wa«  a  large  question,  affecting  the 
whole  country,  and  therefore  ought  nofj 
to  be  dealt  with  in  a  partial  manner,  bnti 
I  put  it  to  the  House,  if  the  pn^posalil 
is  sound  in  itself  why  should  it  not 
dcljated  now?  It  is  one  that  has  beer 
before  the  House  on  several  previous 
occasions,  and  I  ask  when  will  the  House 
have  more  leisure  to  discuss  it  than  it  1 
on  this  quie  t  Wednesday  afternoon  ?  Thfl 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  thfl 
Lord  Advocate  has  not  met  the  point 
that  was  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness  (Dr,  Clark),  that  already  these 
expenses  are  throwu  on  the  rates  for 
all  other  elections,  except  Parliamentary 
elections.  Many  of  those  elections 
occur  annually,  and  many  triennially, 
but  Parliamentary  elections  are  supposed! 
to  be  septennial,  although,  no  doubt,  they  I 
do  occur  more  frequently  than  once  iu 
seven  years  \  but,  as  has  been  shown,  th©^ 
cost  to  the  constituencies  under  this  BiU 
will  be  exceedingly  small,  and  willi 
scarcely  be  felt  by  the  ratejjayers.  Why  J 
then,  is  the  Bill  oppised^  as  it  has  been  hj 
the  Government?  Will  the  right  hon* 
and  learned  Gentleman  be  content 
leave  tins  question  in  tlie  Imndi 
of  the  Scottish  Members  ?  If  he 
were  to  so  leave  iU  be  knows 
well  how  it  would  be  decided.  The  largel 
majority  of  the  Scottish  representatives 
have  already  made  up  their  minds  on  the 
subject,  in  conformity  with  the  views  of 
their  constituents.  Whenever  I  have 
endeavoured  to  ascertain  the  opinion 
the  voters  on  this  question  I  have  never 
heard  them  grudge  the  throwing  of  those 
expenses  on  the  rates.  It  seems  to  me 
that  whenever  questions  of  this  kind 
arise,  the  true  feeling  on  those  Benche 
is  always  the  same.  If  I  rightly  interpret 
the  minds  of  hon.  Members  opposite,  it  iftl 
felt  that  these  election  expenses  act  as 
a  protection  to  men  of  wealth,  and  in 
prohibition  of  the  candidature  of  working' 
mcn^  and  individuals  of  that  class.  I 
would  just  put  the  matter  in  this  way  to 
the  House.  We  have  been  defeated 
already  in  many  of  these  Scottish 
questions,  but  we  ought  not  to  be  exposed 
to  the  action  of  the  English  majority^! 
whose  resistance  to  the  popular  demands 
of  the  Scottish  people  is  doing  more  than 
anything  to  promote  the  claim  for  Home 
Rule  in  Scotland.  The  Lonl  Advocatai 
has  admitted  that  one  important  part  < 
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this  Bill  is  deserving  of  the  approval  of 
the  House;  but  we  in  Scotland  think 
that  the  clauses  to  which  he  objects  are 
equally  good,  if  not  better  than  those  he 
is  ready  to  accept.  I  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  not  to  run 
the  risk  of  rejecting  this  measure,  because 
we  shall  continue  to  press  it  forward, 
and  we  are  determined  that  Scotch 
legislation  shall  be  in  conformity  with 
Scottish  opinion,  and  that  we  will  not  be 
constantly  out-voted  by  English  Members. 
They  have  out-voted  the  Scotch  Members 
time  after  time,  and  I  now  call  on  the 
English  representatives  not  to  allow  the 
Government  to  put  a  drag  on  the  superior 
intelligence  of  Scotland.  I  had  no  inten- 
tion to  speak  on  this  question,  but  my 
spirit  has  been  stirred  within  me,  and  I 
intend  systematically  to  insist  that  on  all 
Scotch  questions  Scotch  opinion  shall 
prevail. 

(1.26.)  Mb.  J.  HENNIKERHEATON 
(Canterbury) :  Many  years  of  my  life  have 
been  spent  in  Australia,  where  all  the 
expenses  of  the  elections  are  paid  out  of 
the  general  revenue  of  the  country.  I 
am,  therefore,  in  a  position  to  say  that 
that  plan  works  well  and  gives  general 
satisfaction,  and  I  am  quite  prepared, 
when  a  sufficiently  comprehensive  Bill  is 
brought  in,  to  support  a  proposal  for 
paying  the  whole  of  the  expenses  at 
elections  out  of  the  revenues  of 
the  country.  But  I  do  not  feel 
justified  in  supporting  this  sort  of 
piece-meal  legislation,  and  I  think 
it  would  be  an  injustice  to  other  parts  of 
the  Kingdom.  As  to  the  argument  that 
men  of  straw  would  come  forward  if  this 
Bill  were  passed,  I  may  be  allowed  to 
s^gest  a  plan  that  would  prevent  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  In  Australia  no  one 
is  permitted  to  come  forward  as  a  candi- 
date who  does  not  deposit  with  the 
Returning  Officer  a  substantial  sum  of 
money,  and  in  case  ho  fails  to  secure  one- 
fifth  of  the  votes  that  deposit  is  forfeited 
on  the  ground  of  frivolous  opposition. 
For  the  reasons  I  have  just  stated  I 
regret  that  I  am  obliged  to  oppose  the 
Bill. 

(1.28.)  Mr.  A.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh):  In 
the  interesting  maiden  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dundee 
I  think  he  rather  lost  sight  of  an  import- 
ant consideration,  namely,  that  on  what 


is  only  a  Local  Bill  we  are  asked  to  fight 
a  point  of  Imperial  importance.  Tbat 
being  the  case,  you  are  really  inviting 
Members  representing  parts  of  the 
Kingdom  outside  Scotland  to  apply  their 
minds  to  a  measure  which,  while  it 
applies  to  Scotland  alone,  involves  a 
principle  applicable  to  England  and  Ire- 
land also.  For  my  part,  I  feel  that  the 
question  is  of  bs  much  importance  to  the 
other  portions  of  the  Kingdom  as  to 
Scotland,  and  that  if  such  a  Bill  is 
carried  for  Scotland  it  ought  to  be 
carried  for  England  and  Ireland.  There** 
fore  it  would  not  be  right  to  exclude 
Englishmen  from  voting  on  this  question. 
I  was  struck  by  a  remark  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Aberdeenshire. 
My  feeling  about  this  Bill  is  that  it 
should  have  been  an  Imperial  Bill  appli- 
cable to  the  three  Kingdoms.  I  think 
the  argument  is  wholly  in  favour  of  the 
payment  of  the  necessary  expenses  out 
of  the  rates.  No  argument  has  been 
proposed  on  the  other  side  against  it, 
although  I  suppose  if  the  delate  con- 
tinues some  will  be  adduced.  I  look  at 
the  question  rather  from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  constituents,  and  surely  we  are 
benefitting  them  ^f  we  widen  their  choice 
of  candidates.  At  present  they  are  too 
much  restricted  to  candidates  who  are 
favoured  in  high  quarters,  whereas  I 
think  the  candidates  should  be  chosen  by 
the  constituents  themselves.  I  think  the 
direction  and  control  in  these  matters 
ought  to  be  local,  because  the  representa- 
tion is  really  based  on  local  feeling  and 
sentiment.  I  have  always  felt  that  this 
proposal  rests  on  a  different  basis  alto- 
gether from  the  proposal  to  pay  Members 
Parliamentary  salaries.  I  should  be 
sorry  to  see  a  step  taken  in  that  direc- 
tion, but  I  do  not  think  it  is  involved  in 
the  present  proposal.  It  is  an  honour  to 
represent  and  serve  a  constituency,  and 
I  do  not  think  it  should  be  made  a  sub- 
ject of  pecuniary  interest  to  obtain  seats 
in  Parliament.  Such  a  course  would 
tend  to  class  legislation,  and  might  hold 
out  an  inducement  to  those  who  have 
not  succeeded  in  their  profession  or  trade 
to  seek  a  seat  in  Parliament,  thus  depriv- 
ing the  country  of  the  services  of  those 
men  who  can  best  maintain  its  interests. 
I  shall  certainly  vote  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  and  I  am  sorry  that 
it  does  not  apply  to  the  whole  of  the 
Three  Kingdoms. 
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(1.35.)  Mr.  M.  STEWART  (Kircud- 
bright) :  Sir,  as  to  the  efEect  which  this 
Bill  woald  have,  if  carried,  on  the  working 
classes,  I  think  that  the  amount 
involved  is  really  so  small  that  there 
exists  no  serious  grievance.  Taking  the 
whole  of  Scotland  over,  and  excluding 
certain  counties  to  which  reference  has 
been  made,  the  entire  sum  in  the  case  of 
an  election  would  be  £150,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  would  so  act  as  to  prevent 
the  working  classes  bringing  forward 
candidates.  Of  course,  if  a  working  man 
does  come  forward,  his  expenses  must  be 
paid;  but  whether  it  is  £500  or  £150, 
it  really  is  a  matter  of  great  indifference, 
if  you  are  determined  to  have  such  a 
representative  in  Parliament.  I  look 
upon  it  as  unwise  to  bring  this  Bill 
forward  at  this  time.  We  have  not 
taken  the  opinion  of  oar  constituents 
upon  this  question.  The  hou.  Member 
for  Dundee  said  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  of  Scotch  Members  is  in  confor- 
mity with  Scotch  opinion.  But  this  is  a 
matter  which  has  not  been  brought 
before  the  people  of  Scotland,  and  it 
means,  if  the  Bill  be  carried,  the 
payment  of  Members.  Because  the 
majority  of  Scotch  Members  happen 
suddenly  to  make  up  their  minds 
in  this  subject,  it  is  no  proof  that 
the  whole  nation  demands  tlie  change 
which  they  are  advocating.  We  have 
very  distinct  proof  that  the  people  of 
Scotland  are  fairly  satisfied  with  the 
present  mode  of  returning  Members  of 
Parliament,  and  that  Members  should 
pay  their  own  way.  It  is  one  of  the 
glories  and  boasts  of  this  country  that 
you  get  more  hard  work  out  of  your 
Members,  more  of  their  time,  than  does 
any  other  Legislature  in  the  whole  world. 
If  you  pay  the  election  expenses  out  of 
the  rates  you  will  very  soon  find  that 
you  will  liave  to  pay  the  expenses  of  the 
Members,  and  you  will  no  longer  have 
able  men  who  devote  more  than  their 
spare  time  to  the  service  of  their  country. 
I  do  not  see  how  you  can  deal  with 
Scotland  piecemeal  in  this  matter.  There 
are  questions  peculiar  to  Scotland  which 
can  well  be  dealt  with  separately,  but 
here  is  a  measure  which  applies  equally 
to  England,  Wales,  and  Ireland.  1  ven- 
ture to  say  it  is  a  Bill  which  ought  not 
longer  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House. 
Then  there  is  the  further  argument  that 
if  you  have  triennial  elections  you  would 


multiply  the  expenses  cast  upon  the  rate- 
payers— expenses  of  which  they  know 
nothing  now.  And  as  to  the  question  of 
working-men  Representatives,  I  maintain 
that  the  ordinary  Member  has  opportu- 
nities of  meeting  the  working  men  in 
various  centres  of  his  constituency,  and 
of  ascertaining  and  representing  their 
wishes  just  as  well  as  others  of  their 
own  class.  1  do  hope  this  Bill  will  not 
be  read  a  second  time. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  six   months." — (^Mr,  Mark  Stewart,) 

Question  proposed  "That  the  word 
*  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

•(1.45.)  Mr.  J.  H.  C.  HOZIER  (Lan- 
arkshire, S.):  Sir,  I  think  this  Bill 
might  be  fairly  described  as  a  Members 
ReHef  Bill.  It  seems  to  be  chiefly 
directed  to  looking  after  number  one. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Caithness,  in 
moving  the  Bill,  was  ingenious  in  holding 
out  as  a  pleasing  prospect  that  if  this 
Bill  were  passed  he  would  himself  be 
replaced  by  a  Crofter  Member  to  the 
combined  advantage  of  the  House  and 
of  the  constituency.  I  shall  express  no 
opinion  on  that  point.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  lion.  Member  for  Aberdeenshire 
was  ingenuous,  for  he  seems  to  be  only 
too  delighted  that  under  it  he  would 
be  able  to  enjoy  the  luxury  of  a 
successful  contested  election,  without 
any  expense  whatever  to  himself. 
He  says  a  contested  election  encourages 
friendly  feeling,  and  I  am  glad  that  is 
his  experience.  I  am  afraid,  however, 
that  he  does  not  seem  to  appreciate 
encouraging  that  friendly  feeling  at  his 
own  expense.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bridgeton  talked  about 
eliminating  men  of  straw.  I  do  not 
quite  see  how  you  are  to  do  so 
under  this  Bill — quite  the  reverse. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  we 
have  now  free  education  in  Scotland, 
therefore  we  ought  to  have  free 
elections.  I  would  venture  to  point 
out  that  free  education  does  not  put 
an  additional     burden     on     the    rates. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  Yes,  it  does. 
*Mr.  HOZIER :   I  beg   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon ;  it  does  not. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN:  Free  educa- 
tion  in  Scotland  is  paid  for  by  a  sum  of 
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money  which  in  England  is  deyoted  to 
the  relief  of  the  rates. 
♦Mr.  HOZIER  :  The  sum  might  be 
devoted  to  the  relief  of  the  rates,  bnt  its 
alienation  throws  no  new  bnrden  upon 
the  ratepayers. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN:  It  is  the  same 
thing. 

♦Mr.  HOZIER :  I  beg  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon.  It  is  by  no  means 
the  same  thing.  This  cost  of  elections 
would  be  an  additional  bnrden  upon  the 
ratepayers.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  very  glad  to  state  that  the 
ratepayers  of  Scotland  made  no  serious 
complaints  with  regard  to  the  rates. 
That  will  certainly  not  be  the  case  if  you 
throw  this  additional  burden  upon  the 
ratepayers  of  having  to  pay  for  a  number 
of  frivolous  contests,  even  in  order,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeenshire 
pleasantly  puts  it,  to  encourage  friendly 
feeling  throughout  the  length  and 
•  breadth  of  Scotland. 

(1.40.)  Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  (Clack- 
mannan,  &c.) :  Sir,  I  think  it  is  satis- 
factory that  we  have  at  last  heard 
the  only  arguments  which  can  ap- 
parently be  advanced  against  the  pro- 
posal in  the  5th  clause,  and  I  must  say 
that  they  appear  of  a  singular  character. 
The  argument  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcudbright  was  that  the  amount 
of  the  official  expenses  to  be  put  upon 
the  rates  would  be  so  small  as  to  be 
hardly  worth  while  mentioning.  Butif  that 
be  so,  there  would  not  be  objection  on 
the  part  of  the  ratepayers  to  the  rate 
levied  for  election  expenses. 

Mr.  M.  STEWART :  I  said  it  would 
not  be  worth  mentioning,  inasmuch  as 
it  would  not  give  much  assistance  to 
working  men  coming  to  this  House. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  That  is  exactly 
the  point  I  was  coming  to.  When  a 
working  man  becomes  a  candidate,  the 
funds  are  generally  contributed  by  men 
who  are  not  well  ofE,  and  who  have  to 
make  sacrifices  of  their  hard  earnings  to 
meet  the  expenses  of  their  candidate. 
I  think  the  House  ought  to  be  ready  to 
remove  any  artificial  barriers  to  the  re- 
turn of  such  candidates  to  this  House.  It 
is  said  that  this  is  an  unfortunate  time 
to  bring  forward  the  Bill ;  but  if  we  are 
to  believe  the  whispers  in  the  air,  it  is 
not  very  long  that  private  Members  will 
have  any  chance  at  all  this  Session  to 
bring  their  questioiia  forward,  and  if  it 


were  not  brought  forward  now,  it  might 
be,  I  suppose,  deferred  until  some  future 
Session,  or  some  future  Parliament.  The 
next  argument  is,  that  this  is  a  step 
towards  the  payment  of  Members.  I  am 
not  going  into  that  question,  which  is 
entirely  separate  from  the  payment  of 
election  expenses.  It  seems  to  me 
that  so  far  from  the  two  questions  being 
bound  together,  they  are  entirely  disso- 
ciated. 1  know  there  are  persons  who 
are  not  favourable  to  the  theory  of  paid 
Members,  but  who  have  advanced  this 
as  a  proper  remedy  in  the  first  instance, 
before  the  question  of  the  payment  of 
Members  is  considered.  It  has  been  said 
with  great  force  that  the  payment  of  the 
official  expenses  at  elections  out  of  the 
rates  will  enable  the  class  which  is 
desirous  of  being  represented  to  have  a 
larger  number  of  Members  in  the  House 
thsm  at  present.  But  that  is  a  question 
entirely  dissociated  from  the  subject  of 
payment  of  Members.  The  next  argu 
ment  is  that  this  is  piecemeal  legislation. 
If  it  were  possible  to  carry  a  measure  for 
the  whole  country  wo  should  be  very 
glad  to  do  Sd.  But  is  any  injustice  done 
to  the  rest  of  the  country  by  dealing 
with  Scotland?  Surely,  England  and 
Ireland  are  not  so  jealous  as  to  deny 
Scotland  that  which  would  do  them  no 
harm.  I  have  no  doubt  that  if  Scotland 
got  this  measure  it  would  be  a  step 
towards  the  rest  of  the  country  ob- 
taining it  at  no  distant  period.  I  am 
glad  we  have  the  support  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Roxburghshire, 
who  carried  a  Bill,  which  had  application 
solely  to  Scotland,  legalising  marriage 
with  a  deceased  wife*s  sister.  That  is  a 
subject  of  interest  to  the  whole  country, 
for  you  must  admit  the  universality  of 
the  interest  which  attaches  to  the 
domestic  relations;  yet  the  House  did 
not  hesitate  to  grant  the  Second  Reading 
of  my  hon.  Friend's  Bill.  Then,  some- 
thing was  said  about  the  duration  of 
Parliament.  If  elections  are  to  be  more 
frequent, there  will  be  the  more  necessity 
for  some  relief ;  and  as  to  the  question 
of  vexatious  elections,  I  do  not  think  it 
is  the  poor  men  who  are  likely  to  indulge 
in  vexatious  contests.  Still,  it  is  a 
casual  evil,  occurring  in  a  small  number 
of  constituences  compared  with  the 
whole  electorate,  and  it  ought  not  to 
be  used  as  an  argument  for  preventing 
the  constituenciea  having  a  free  choice 
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in  the  selection  of  their  candidates.  The 
expenses  of  yarions  other  elections  are 
now  paid  out  of  the  rates — School  Board, 
Municipal,  and  County  Council  elec- 
tions— and  no  candidate,  whatever  his 
official  position  may  be,  thinks  it  dis- 
honouring that  the  official  expenses  of 
his  election  should  be  paid  out 
of  the  public  funds.  Why  should 
there  be  an  exception  in  the  case 
of  Parliamentary  elections?  It  really 
appears  as  if  the  argument  in  favour  of 
this  proposal  was  all  one  way.  We  have 
had  other  reforms  working  in  Scotland — 
Sunday  Closing  for  instance — long  before 
they  were  extended  toother  parts  of  the 
country.  Is  there  any  reason  why 
efEect  should  not  be  given  to  the  enor- 
mous preponderance  of  opinion  in  Scot- 
land, because,  I  take  it,  that  the  majority 
of  Members  here  represent  the  preponder- 
ance of  opinion  in  Scotland  ?  With  respect 
to  that  part  of  the  Bill  which  is  not  con- 
tentious, I  think,  perhaps,  our  English, 
friends  owe  us  a  little  consideration 
because  they  have  had  a  Schedule  of 
expensesfrom  1875  and  we  are  only  getting 
one  now.  This  question  of  the  Schedule 
must  be  considered  in  Committee.  It 
was  considered  with  very  great  care  in 
1886.  There  has  been,  at  all  events,  a 
very  careful  preparation,  which  I  am 
glad  to  see  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness  has  adopted,  and  I  should  be 
very  sorry  if  anything  prevented  this 
Bill  becoming  law  now. 

(2.15.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Mem- 
bers were  not  present ;  House  counted, 
and  40  Members  being  found  present, 

♦(2.17.)  Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth) : 
I  rise  not  for  the  purpose  of  debating 
this  Bill,  but  to  draw  attention  to  one  de- 
fect in  the  position  of  the  Members  from 
Scotland  who  advocate  it.  The  question 
the  House  has  been  debating  is  a 
pecuniary  question,  to  which  there  are 
two  parties — the  candidates  and  their 
Members,  who  now  pay  the  official  ex- 
penses of  the  Returning  Officer,  and  their 
constituents  the  ratepayers,  to  whom  the 
Bill  would  transfer  the  burden.  The 
question  has  been  discussed  from  the  point 
of  view  and  in  presence  of  only  one  of 
those  parties.  The  constituents  are  re- 
presented here  on  the  question  only  by 
their  opponents  in  interest  Noevidencehas 
been  brought  forward  showing  what  the 
views  of  the  constituencies  are  upon  this 
Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour 


point.  I  hope  hon.  Members  from  Scot- 
land will  be  influenced  by  that  delicacy 
of  sentiment  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Campbell)  described  as 
existing  in  his  breast,  not  to  support  this 
Bill,  because  to  vote  for  it  will  be  to  vote 
in  favour  of  their  own  pockets  and  against 
the  interest  of  those  whom  they  repre- 
sent. I  hold  that  the  question  of  the 
apportionment  of  election  expenses  be- 
tween Members  and  their  constituents, 
is  a  question  which  ought  to  bo  submitted 
to  the  constituencies  at  the  time  of  a 
General  Election.  We  have  nothing  be- 
fore us  upon  which  we  can  rely  as  show- 
ing that  the  constituencies  are  willing  to 
shift  the  burden  of  the  expenses  men- 
tioned in  the  Bill  from  the  candidates  to 
the  ratepayers.  My  belief  is  that  the 
opinion  of  the  constituents  would  be  not 
that  the  ratepayers  should  bear  the  ex- 
pense, but  that  the  candidates  who 
seek  to  have  honour  conferred  upon  them 
should  defray  the  cost  of  the  contest  out 
of  their  own  pockets. 

•(2.22.)  Mb.  MARJORIBANKS 
(Berwickshire) :  If  the  argument  used 
by  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down  were  pushed  to  its  logical  conclu- 
sion, we  should  be  prevented  from  taking 
any  step  forward  in  legislation  at  all. 
Ho  argues  that  because  the  Scottish 
electors  are  not  specially  represented  on 
this  question,  the  Scottish  Members  are 
precluded  from  giving  a  vote  respecting 
it.  We  hold  that  the  electors,  as  a  body, 
are  very  ready  to  adopt  and  back  up  the 
votes  we  give  in  this  House. 

*Mft.  KIMBER  :  I  only  said  there  was 
no  evidence  of  that. 

♦Mr.  MARJORIBANKS :  The  evidence 
that  we  represent  our  constituents  is, 
that  we  are  in  this  House. 

*Mr.  KIMBER :  I  beg  pardon  j  what  I 
meant  to  say  was,  there  was  no  evidence 
as  to  what  the  opinion  of  the  constitu- 
encies was  on  this  particular  question. 

•Mr.  MARJORIBANKS :  I  think  the 
evidence  of  the  opinion  of  the  constitu- 
encies is  very  clear,  from  the  fact  that  they 
entirely  acquiesced  in  the  provisions  of 
the  Local  Government  Bill  of  last  year, 
which  imposed  these  official  expenses  in 
connection  with  County  Council  elections 
on  the  ratepayers.  Having  acquiesced 
in  that,  I  think  they  are  also  ready  to 
agree  to  the  financial  proposal  contained 
in  the  Bill  before  the  House.  The  main 
contention  urged  against  the  Bill  is  that 
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the  proposal  to  make  the  ratepayers 
defray  the  expenses  of  Returning  Officers 
is  too  grave  a  matter  to  agree  to  with 
respect  to  one  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom only.  That  argument  can  at  once 
be  disposed  of,  because  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark) 
and  we  are  very  willing  to  accept  Amend- 
ment in  Committee  to  make  it  applicable 
to  the  whole  country.  Another  criticism 
is  that  if  the  Bill  passed  an  enormous 
number  of  vexatious  contests  will  take 
place.  From  that  view  I  altogether  dis- 
sent, because  it  will  be  the  interest 
of  every  ratepayer  in  Scotland  to  prevent 
such  contests.  That  there  might  be  an 
undue  multiplication  of  candidates  is  a 
more  valid  objection.  Recognising  this, 
we  are  ready  to  accept  an  Amendment 
providing  that  a  candidate  must  obtain  a 
certain  proportion  of  votes  to  entitle  him 
to  the  {jayment  of  his  expenses.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  will 
probably  be  shortly  opposing  a  Bill  which 
proposes  to  give  the  Irish  ratepayers  the 
power  of  stopping  licences  by  means  of 
a  direct  veto.  But  if  he  thinks  the 
Scottish  Members  are  not  capable  of  giv- 
ing their  votes  on  this  question,  as  repre- 
senting the  people  of  Scotland  in  their 
absence  from  this  House,  and  so  ex- 
presses his  distrust  of  the  representa- 
tive principle,  he  certainly  ought  to 
vote  in  favour  of  giving  the  power 
of  direct  veto  to  the  people  in  Ire- 
land. It  seems  to  me  that  his  conduct 
in  the  two  instances  is  of  a  contradictory 
character. 

♦Mr.  KIMBER  :  I  be^  pardon  again. 
I  do  not  admit  the  analojjy.  The  point 
I  wished  to  make  was  that  this  was  a 
matter  of  personal  pocket  interest,  in 
which  the  interests  of  the  constituents 
conflicted  with  those  of  the  Members. 

•Me.  MARJORIBANKS :  I  support 
this  Bill  for  another  reason.  I  think  it 
is  a  great  pity  that,  as  far  as  Scotland  is 
concerned,  we  do  not  have  a  larger  num- 
ber of  direct  labour  Representatives  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  At  present  there 
are  no  such  Representatives  of  Scottish 
constituencies.  If  the  official  expenses 
were  thrown  on  the  rates  it  would  bo 
practicable  for  a  labour  candidate  to  come 
forward  in  many  a  constituency  where  it 
is  now  out  of  the  question.  I  hope 
the  Scottish  Members  will  support  the 
Bill,  and  will  succeed  in  inflicting  on  the 
Qovemment  another  of  thosQ  defeats  to 


which  they  have  lately  become  so  much 
accustom  ed 

*(2.28.)  Mr.  KELLY  (CamberweU, 
North) :  One  of  the  Scotch  Members  gave 
us,  I  think,  a  very  good  reason  for  sup- 
porting this  Bill.  He  said  the  poor 
Scotch  Members  did  not  like  paying* 
That  is,  no  doubt,  very  true,  but  the 
question  is  whether  the  poor  Scotch  rate- 
payers like  paying.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dundee  (Mr.  Leng)  spoke  of  the 
superior  intelligence  of  the  Scotch.  I  am 
not  prepared  to  deny  it,  but  I  do  not 
know  what  that  has  to  do  with  the 
question,  inasmuch  as  the  Scotch  people 
have  not  decided  that  this  Bill  ought  to 
become  law.  The  same  hon.  Member 
said  that  by  opposing  the  Bill  the  House 
would  be  precipitating  Home  Rule  for 
Scotland.  That  was  a  peculiar  argument 
for  the  hon.  Member  to  use,  considering 
that  before  his  election  he  pledged  him- 
self to  support  Scotch  Home  Rule.  We 
were  told  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  that  Scotland  can  have 
no  labour  candidates,  because  they  cannot 
have  their  expenses  paid.  I  think,  how- 
ever, that  very  recently  there  was  a 
labour  candidate  in  Lanarkshire  ;  and  the 
Scotch  people,  by  reason  of  their  superior 
intelligence,  declined  to  be  represented 
by  him.  Many  Members  of  this  House 
have  their  expenses  paid,  and  I  do  not  know 
that  they  are  any  the  worse  as  Members  on 
that  account.  What  I  contend  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill  is  this.  In  the  first  place, 
I  do  not  see  how  the  House  can  con- 
sistently stop  at  the  point  to  which  we 
are  asked  to  advance  on  this  occasion. 
How  can  it  be  said  that  the  payment  of 
the  Returning  Officer's  expenses,  which 
may  be  estimated  at  between  £100  and 
£150,  bars  the  entry  of  representative 
labour  candidates  into  the  House  of 
Commons  ?  If  the  public  are  to  pay  the 
Returning  Officer's  expenses  why  should 
they  not  defray  the  other  expenses  and 
also  pay  the  Members  ?  I  look  upon  the 
Bill  in  its  present  form  as  being  simply 
the  thin  end  of  the  wedge.  There 
would  be  a  strong  argument  in  &vour  of 
the  Bill  if  it  could  be  shown  that  the 
House  loses  by  the  present  system,  but 
that  has  not  been  shown.  Able  repre- 
sentatives, whatever  class  they  may 
belong  to,  are  not  kept  out  of  Parlia- 
ment by  the  present  system.  Personally, 
I  am  astonished  to  hear  the  argument 
about  Members  being  at  the  mercy  of 
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Retuming  Officers.  It  is  open  to  any 
Member  to  dispute  the  Returning  Officer's 
chaises,  and  they  hftve  been  disputed 
irith  saccess  in  a  number  of  cases.  It 
may  be  tlmt  the  Returning  Officer's 
expenses  should  be  b*mit/ed,  and  that 
^ould  bo  done  very  Tvell  by  part  of  this 
Bill  If  the  change  which  is  advocated 
takea  place^  many  candidates  will  come 
forward  fixjm  motives  of  vanity  or  in 
the  pursuit  of  vulgar  notoriety,  and, 
oonseqtiL'utly  ;  there  will  be  very  a  large 
additional  number  of  contested  elections 
all  ov^r  the  country  ;  whllsu  from  the 
complication  of  the  issues  before  the 
electorate,  it  will  l)e  almost  impossible  to 
ascertain  the  general  opinion  of  the 
country  on  the  greater  issues  on  which 
G^nei-al  Elections  ought  to  turn. 
♦(2.40.)  Mr.  PROVAND  (Glasgow, 
Blaokfriars)  :  The  last  two  speakers  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  have  dwelt 
on  what  they  call  the  absence  of  all 
evidence  that  the  people  of  Scotland 
desire  this  change,  A  very  short 
reference  to  the  history  of  the  Bill  will, 
I  think,  satisfy  the  Houss  that  there  is 
plenty  of  evidence  on  this  point.  The 
measure  has  been  five  years  before  the 
House.  It  passed  in  the  early  Session  of 
1886,  and  was  thrown  out  in  another 
place.  In  1887  I  liad  charge  of  it 
in  this  House.  I  had  some  csorrespon- 
dence  with  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
respecting  it,  and  pointed  out  to  him  that 
the  majority  of  the  Scotch  Members  were 
in  favour  of  it  In  1888,  1889,  and 
again  in  the  present  year  the  Bill  has 
been  introduced.  Now,  a  Bill  that  comes 
before  the  Hous?  for  five  years  in  suc- 
cession in  reference  to  Scotland  is  quite 
certain  to  have  been  discussed  in  almoet 
every  constituoacy  in  the  country.  If 
the  feeling  of  the  people  were  against 
the  measure  plenty  of  evidence  to  that 
effect  would  certainly  have  been  pro- 
duced on  the  other  side.  In  1886  it  was 
thrown  out  by  the  Lords,  mainly  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  undesirable  to  make 
the  change  at  a  period  so  near  to  the 
General  Election.  That  was  not  a  satis- 
factory reason  for  rejecting  the  Bill,  but 
it  furnishes  a  very  good  reason  why  the 
question  should  be  dealt  with  now,  be- 
cause wo  are  continually  nearing  the 
next  General  Election.  It  has  been 
already  pointed  out,  in  reply  to  objoctiona 
on  the  other  side,  that  if  the  Bill  be  of  a 
local  character  it  can  be  converted  into 
-)fr.  Kelly 


an  Imperial  Bill  by  inserting  an  Amend- 
ment to  make  it  apply  to  England  and 
Ireland.  No  Scottish  Member  has  the 
smallest  objection  to  that.  Indeed,  we 
are  satisfied  that  this  Bill  is  merely  tl]  ^ 
beginning.  We  know  that  this  is  Hii 
thin  end  of  the  wedge,  as  the  last 
speaker  said  it  was,  and  that  the 
official  cost  of  elections  in  England  and 
Ireland  as  well  as  in  Scotland,  will 
ultimately  be  thrown  either  on  the 
ratepayers  or  on  the  Consolidated  Fnndj 
The  last  speaker  said  the  of&c 
expenses  were  from  ;£100  to  £150,  but  ]| 
was  pointed  out  by  the  right  hon.  Gentla 
man  the  Member  for  Bridgeton  (Sir 
Trevelyan)  that  in  some  Scottish  cc»untie|j 
the  official  expenses  were  nearly  £1,2C 

•Mr.  KELLY  :  That  was  stated  as  hav 
ing  taken  place  in  1885,  and  not  havin 
been  repeated  since. 

•Mr.  pro V AND:  No  doubt  in  188< 
the  expenses  were  lighter  tlmn  that,  but; 
Members  are  still  liable  to  enormous  official 
expenses  in  all  the  Scottish  counties.  It 
isti*ue  that  a  reduction  of  the  Returning 
Officer's  charges  might  be  obtained  bj~ 
means  of  an  application  to  the  Cour 
of  Session,  but  the  Member  w^ould 
probably  have  to  pay  two  sovereig 
costs  for  every  sovereign  he  gc 
taxed  off  the  bill.  The  total  coa 
of  the  elections  in  Scotland  in  1886  wa 
£17,000,  which,  it  was  said,  would 
amount  to  something  like  Jd.  in  the  £1 
on  the  Fcites.  I  do  not  think  it  woal(| 
amount  to  so  much,  and  1  eertainlj 
believe  that  if  the  Bill  passed  tli 
£17,000  would  be  reduced  by  one-half. 
Local  Authorities  would  then  be  liable 
and  would  see  that  the  charges 
were  reasonable. 

(2,45.)     The   House  divided  :^J 
123;    Noes  136,— (Div.  List,  No.  36.) 

^lain  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agi*eed  to* 

Second    Reading     put     off     for     six 
months.  '  ~ 

INTOXICATING     LIQUORS    (LOCA^Ij 
VETO)  (IRELAND)  BILL^(No.  H.) 

SECOND   REAi>llfG.  ' 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

*(2.55,)Mr,T.W,  RUSSELL(TyroneA3i 
The  Bill,  the  Second  Beading  of  which 
now  beg  to  move,  has  at  least  one  reoom^ 
mendation ;  it  is  exceedingly  simple  in 
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its  provisions.  In  the  firstplace  itdoesnot 
seek  to  alter  the  Licensing  Authority  in 
any  way  whatever.  The  Licensing 
Authority  may  be,  as  it  is  now,  composed 
of  Justices,  or  it  may  be  the  County 
Council,  or  the  Local  Board.  In  its  pre- 
amble the  measure  affirms  that  the  traffic 
in  intoxicating  liquors  is  one  of  the  main 
causes  of  poverty,  disease,  and  crime, 
that  it  depresses  trade  and  commerce, 
increases  local  taxation,  and  endangers 
the  safety  and  welfare  of  the  community. 
I  do  not  think  there  are  any  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  will  care  to  traverse  that  pro- 
position. The  Bill  endeavours  to 
find  a  remedy  for  what  is  un- 
doubtedly a  bad  state  of  things. 
All  the  Irish  Members  will  agree  with 
me  that  of  late  years  drunkenness 
has  increased  in  Ireland.  All  the  authori- 
ties— the  Bishops  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  the  clergy  of  the  Protestant 
Church,  the  statistics  of  the  police — all 
baar  me  out  in  saying  that  latterly 
drunkenness  has  greatly  increased. 
What  the  Bill  proposes  to  do  is  to  give 
the  ratepayers  of  any  locality  a  threefold 
choice  in  regard  to  the  liquor  traffic. 
The  ratepayers  may  either  decree  that 
there  shall  be  no  public  houses  and  no 
public  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor  in  their 
midst,  or  they  may  decide  how  many 
places  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor 
there  shall  be,  or  they  may  decide 
whether  new  licences  are  to  be  granted 
or  not.  Therefore,  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  is  simply  that  the  opinion  of  the 
lo3ality  shall  decide  in  the  matter  of  the 
sale  of  drink,  and  I  am  curious  to  hear 
what  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
have  to  urge  against  it.     So  far  back  as 

1835,  when  Archbishop  Whateley*s  Com- 
mission sat  to  inquire, into  the  condition  of 
the  Irish  poor,  this  question  of  the  liquor 
traffic  attracted  public  attention,  and  in 

1836,  the  Commission  reported  that  the 
liquor  shops  all  over  Ireland  were  greatly 
in  excess  of  the  needs  of  the  people. 
Ireland  has  improved  in  many  respects 
since  that  day,  but  it  has  improved  very 
little  in  this  respect.  Hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  will  agree  with  me 
that  the  small  towns  in  the  South  and 
West  of  Ireland  are  literally  studded 
with  public  houses,  that  are  not 
needed  by  the  paople  at  all. 
I  will  give  an  illustration.  Let  us  take 
the  town  of  Ennis,  in  County  Clare.  The 
population  is  6,300^  and  there  are  100 


public  houses.  It  has  been  generally 
admitted  that  one  public  house  for  every 
500  of  the  population  is  a  sufficient  pro- 
portion. On  such  a  basis,  instead  of  100, 
Ennis  would  have  only  13  public  houses. 
New  Ross,  in  County  Wexford,  with  5,000 
population  has  106  drink  shops ;  Mill 
street  with  1,450  people  has  32  houses  ; 
Ennistymon  with  1,350  has  25 ;  Mil* 
town  Malbay  with  1,400  has  36  ;  Castle- 
island  with  800  has  51  ;  Portumna  with 
1,100  has  36  ;  and  Macroom  with  3,000 
has  53.  Now,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  the  Justices,  and  the  Justices  alone, 
are  responsible  for  this  congestion  of 
public  houses,  and  the  Justices  having 
crowded  these  small  towns  in  the  Sou^ 
and  West  of  Ireland  in  this  way,  it  is 
not  unreasonable  that  they  should  be 
deprived  of  that  power.  Hence  this 
Bill  gives  power  to  the  people  to  in- 
struct the  Licensing  Authority  as  to  what 
their  wants  may  be.  No  doubt  the 
South  of  Ireland  differs  somewhat  in 
this  respect  from  the  North,  and  I' will 
now  deal  with  two  cases  from  the  North. 
Lurgan,  in  County  Armagh,  has  a  popula- 
tion of  14,000.  It  is  a  busy,  thriving, 
prosperoas  town,  and  one  would  imagine 
that  there  would  be  more  liquor  shops 
required  than  in  small  southern  towns, 
where  the  same  industry  does  not  prevail. 
And  yet,  instead  of  100,  Lurgan  has  only 
29  public  houses,  and  I  do  not  know  of 
anyone  in  Lurgan  who  complains.  In- 
deed, they  think  they  are  better  off  with 
this  small  number  of  public  houses.  I  will 
now  take  another  case,  the  town  of  Bess- 
brook,  which  has  a  population  of  3,000. 
It  also  is  a  busy,  thriving,  prosperous 
place,  and  yet  it  has  not  a  single  public 
house.  There  total  prohibition  has  been 
decreed,  not  by  the  voice  of  the  people — 
that  would  be  the  proper  way — but  by 
the  voice  of  the  proprietor  of  the  town. 
My  position  is  that  if  the  owner  has 
the  right  to  enforce  this  prohibition  on 
3,000  people,  the  occupiers  of  property 
should  hav6  the  right  to  choose  for 
themselves.  What  has  been  the  result 
of  the  present  system  ?  I  do  not 
care  what  hon.  Members  who  oppose  the 
Bill  may  think  of  its  provisions.  They 
cannot  feel  satisfied  with  the  present 
regulation  of  the  liquor  traffic.  What 
even  did  the  Bishop  of  Limerick  do  the 
other  day  ?  Hon.  Members  may  differ 
from  the  Bishop  on  many  points,  but  on 
this   point,  at  least,  he  must  have  the 
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Bympatliy  of  every  man.  Here  is  a  city 
in  the  South  of  Ireland  that  is  not 
prosperOTis.  It  has  a  population  of  about 
30,000,  and  yet  it  lias  no  less  than  300 
public  houses ;  and  the  Bishop  of 
Limerick  went  to  the  Bench  of  Magis- 
trates to  remonstrate  with  them  on  the 
state  of  affairs.  He  charged  them  with 
the  responsibility,  and  begged  them  to 
l^nt  no  new  licences  till  the  number 
should  be  reduced.  I  say  that  when  a 
Bishop  has  to  go  and  remonstrate  with 
the  Authoritiea,  it  is  high  time  that  the 
people  had  the  power  to  interfere.  But 
what  an?  the  figures  as  to  drunkenness  1 
For  six  or  seyen  years  after  the  passing 
of  the  Sunday  Closing  Act  drunkenness 
rapidly  declined. 

Mb.  JOHN  O^CONNOR  (Tipporary, 
S.):  Wliere? 

♦Mr.  T,  W.  RTjaSELL:  All  over  Ire^ 
land.  In  1887  the  arrests  for  drunken- 
ness were  110,903»  The  Sunday  Closing 
Actpame  into  operation  in  October,  1878, 
and  there  were,  therefore,  in  that  year 
three  months  of  total  Sunday  Closing 
throughout  Ireland  ;  the  figures  for  1878 
fell  to  107,000.  In  1879  they  fell  again 
to  98,000,  and  in  1880  to  88,000,  and  in 
1881  to  78,000.  In  1882  they  rose 
to  87,000,  and  in  1883  to  90,000,  in 
1884  to  92,000,  and  in  1885  they  stood 
at  87,000,  while  in  1888  they  stood  at 
87,682, 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR:  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  give  us  the  figures  in  the 
different  parts  of  the  count ly  where  the 
Sunday  Closing  Bill  was  in  operation  and 
where  it  was  not? 


(fee.  (Ireland)  BUI      II 


♦Mr.  T,  W.  RUSSELL  :  Tlie  figures  are 
for  the  whole  of  Ireland,  and  this  Bill 
deals  with  the  whole  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  :  What  about 
the  exempted  districts  7 

•Mr.  T.  W,  RUSSELL  :  Dublin  is  one 
of  the  exempted  cities,  and  there  were  in 
that  city,  in  1 886, 1 8,1 1 5  arrests  for  drun- 
kenness'—drunkenness  and  disorderly 
conductjin  1887, 18,590;  in  1888,  20,192*; 
an  increase  of  more  than  2,000  in  that  city 
alone  between  1 886  and  1 888,  These  are 
the  facts  nf  the  increase  of  drunkenness 
in  an  exempted  city,  and  my  proposal  is 
that  with  the  Sunday  Closing  Act 
drunkenness  has  declined.  What,  then, 
are  the  objections  to  this  method  of 
dealing  with  that  question  1  Many 
Motions  have  been  placed  upon  the 
Mr,  T.  W.  Ruudl 


Notice  Paper.  There  is  our  old  friend 
"this  day  six  months."  That  Motion 
I  can  understand-  But  another 
Motion  stands  in  the  name  of  the  Mem* 
ber  for  South  Tipperary,  and  asks  the 
House  not  to  touch  this  question  in  view 
of  the  Local  Government  Bill  promised 
by  the  Govemmont  But  this  proposal 
will  not  in  any  way  affect  the  BilL  If 
the  Local  Government  Bill  proposed  to 
create  a  Licensing  Authority  this  mea- 
sure would  be  strictly  relevant  and  in 
order.  My  proposal,  so  far  as  this  Bill  ia 
concerned,  is  that  it  does  not  matter  wl 
the  Licensing  Authority  is.  All  the  Bi] 
says  is,  that  before  that  Authority 
act,  before  they  can  flood  towns  ^ 
public  houses  they  shall  receive  instmJ 
tions  straight  from  the  beartlistones 
the  people.  So  great  is  the  evil  tba 
the  Bi^ops  of  the  Roman  Catholj 
Church  have  become  alarmed,  and,  onlj 
last  week,  they  issued  a  pastoral,  callir 
on  the  clei^^  to  exert  themselves  in 
matter.  The  Bishops  ought  not  to 
working  in  one  direction  and  the  law  iu 
the  other.  I  hold  that  the  fuaction  . 
the  law  is  not  to  put  temptation 
people's  way.  It  ought  to  make 
easy  for  the  people  to  do  right, 
difficult  for  them  to  do  wrong, 
matters  stand,  the  Licensing  Authc 
rities  are  abeolutely  working 
the  Bishops  in  their  work, 
ask  that  the  people  shall  be 
the  power  to  restrain  these 
trates  from  crowding  the 
with  licensed  houses  against  their  wilL 
Tliere  is  one  question  that  may  be 
raised,  and,  Iadmit,T^nth  some  seriousnc 
Ever  since  this  liquor  traffic  has  been 
public  question  the  matter  of  compens 
tion  has  been  fought.  I  have  pronounc 
views  on  that  matter,  and  when  tl 
Local  Government  Bill  was  going  thronglj 
the  House  I  opposed  the  compensatic 
proposals.  I  am  not  against  fair  ar 
reasonable  compensation  to  the  owner 
of  hconsed  premises,  but  I  am  not  i^ 
favour  of  that  compensation  coming  ou 
of  Imperial  taxation  or  local  rates, 
maintain  that  the  old  proposal  of 
Bruce  in  this  House  in  1871,  that  wher 
prohibition  is  decreed  a  time  limit  ou^h 
to  be  allowed^  and  that  where  restricti 
ia  enforced  under  this  Bill  those  license 
proprietors  who  are  left  ought  to  pa] 
those  who  are  removed — ^is  a  fair 
reasonable     proposal.       These    are     tl 


agniK 
and 

givei 
mag 

town 


1905     Intoxicating  Liquors,       {March  26,  1890}  d:c.  (Ireland)  Bill.     1906 


reasons  why  I  propose  this  Bill,  and  I 
now  beg  to  move  the  Second  Beading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed' 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

(3.14.)  Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR: 
I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  proposing 
the  Amendment  which  stands  in  my 
name.  The  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
moved  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill, 
in  a  very  forcible  speech,  has  stated 
truly  that  we  all  agree  that  many  evils 
are  caused  to  our  country  and  to  our 
people  by  over-indulgence  in  intoxicating 
liquors.  But  there  is  one  point  upon 
which  I  cannot  agree  with  him,  and  it  is 
that  he  has  the  monopoly  of  desire 
among  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  'to 
promote  temperance.  I,  too,  desire  the 
promotion  of  temperance  in  that  country. 
I  think  we  are  all  agreed  as  to  the  need 
for  promoting  it,  but  we  disagree  with 
regard  to  the  manner  in  which  that  end 
is  to  be  brought  about.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  alluded  to  the  pastoral  of  the 
Bishops  of  Ireland,  and  he  would  have 
the  House  believe  that  the  Bishops  are 
at  one  with  himself  and  the  Party  with 
whom  he  acts,  in  their  plans  for  carrying 
out  this  desirable  object.  I  defy  the 
hon.  Member  or  anybody  else  to  point 
out  in  the  whole  course  of  the  pastoral 
one  idea  or  one  expression  that  goes  to 
show  that  the  Bishops  approve  the 
methods  proposed  to  be  adopted  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  Bishops,  in  the 
first  place,  lay  down  the  proposition  that 
it  is  necessary  that  throughout  Ireland 
the  cause  of  temperance  should  be  taken 
in  hand  as  a  work  to  be  carried  on  with 
the  sanction  and  under  the  blessing  of 
the  Church.  That  is  our  position.  We 
believe  that  this  cause  is  to  be  promoted 
best  by  the  voluntary  action  of  the 
people  under  the  blessing  of  the  Church 
to  which  they  belong.  But  the  Bishops 
do  not  stop  at  this  point,  for  they  go  on 
to  say  that  they  are  not  disposed  to 
concur  with  the  too  drastic  methods 
proposed  not  only  by  this  Bill  but  by 
many  Bills  which  have  been  introduced 
in  this  House  from  time  to  time.  They 
think  it  necessary,  in  the  first  instance, 
to  explain  that  the  word  temperance  has 
come  to  be  used  by  many  in  an  unduly 
restricted  sense.  It  has  not  infrequently 
been  used  as  if  it  meant  precisely  the 
same  thing  as  total  abstinence,  and  the 

VOL.  CCCXLn.    [third  sebibs.] 


Bishops  call  upon  the  clergy  to  carefully 
explain  to  the  faithful  that  this  is  a 
manifest  error.  Temperance,  they  say, 
is  one  thing,  and  total  abstinence  is 
another;  and  it  is  essential  to  keep 
clearly  in  view  the  difference  between 
the  two.  That  is  the  opinion  of  the 
Bishops  of  Ireland,  which  has  been 
appealed  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Tyrone. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  BUSSELL:  I  did  not 
appeal  to  the  Bishops  further  than  this  : 
I  said  that  while  they  were  promoting 
temperance  in  their  way  the  law  should 
not  be  working  against  them. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOB  :  I  maintain 
that  the  law  is  not  working  against  them, 
and  I  am  endeavouring  to  show  the 
House  that  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
friends  are  beginning  at  the  wrong  end. 
They  wish  to  carry  legislation  in  a  wrong 
direction.  Our  object  is  to  place  it  on  a 
more  solid  foundation.  One  principle  of 
this  Bill,  to  which  I  give  my  entire 
adhesion,  is  the  curtailment  or  restriction 
in  granting  licences  in  Ireland,  and  I 
may  say  that  a  Bill  is  about  to  be  intro- 
duced by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Lon^ord,  and  will  be  backed  by  my- 
self, which  will  have  in  view  the  attain- 
ment of  that  end.  A  great  deal  of  the 
evil  which  exists  in  Ireland,  and  else- 
where, is  undoubtedly  due  to  the  fact 
that  there  are  too  many  licensed  places, 
and  1  came  away  from  the  deliberations 
of  the  Commission  on  Sunday  Closing  in 
Ireland,  two  years  ago,  fully  convinced 
that  in  any  scheme  for  promotimg  tem- 
perance in  Ireland,  one  of  the  first 
proposals  should  be  to  curtail  the  un- 
necessary distribution  and  granting  of 
licences.  I  venture  to  think  that  the 
excess  in  the  number  of  licences  en- 
courages illicit  trading,  and  that  a 
restriction  of  the  number  would  throw 
the  trade  in  the  hands  of  more  respectable 
people.  Now,  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  quoted  a  number  of  figures, 
and  I  propose  to  show  to  the  House  that 
they  were  to  a  great  extent  misleading. 
I  do  not,  of  course,  suggest  that  they 
were  intentionally  so,  but  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  pointed  out 
that  there  were  100  public-houses  in 
Ennis,  he  omitted  to  add  that  those 
public-houses  were  not  places  merely  for 
supplying  intoxicating  drinks,  and  that 
they  were  not  only  intended  for  the  ac- 
commodation of  the  population  of  Ennis 
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itself.  Any  one  who  knows  that  place 
must  be  aware  that  enormous  num- 
bers of  people  come  into  the  town 
marketing,  and  also  that  in  the 
country  round  about  there  is  a  great 
scarcity  of  public-houses.  •  Then,  again, 
these  licensed  premises  are  also  used 
for  other  businesses.  They  consist  of 
grocers*  shops  and  of  drapery  establish- 
ments. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  That  makes  it 
so  much  the  worse. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  It  often  happens 
that  in  a  small  town  in  Ireland  it  is 
necessary  for  shopkeepers  to  carry  on 
businesses  of  a  varied  character,  other- 
wise they  would  find  it  impossible  to 
get  a  living.  Consequently,  you  often 
see  one  man  selling,  in  addition  to 
excisable  liquors,  paper,  bread,  drapery, 
and  grocery  goods.  And  now  I  come 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  itself. 
I  should  like  to  point  out,  in  the  first 
place,  that  it  gives  no  power  to  the 
Justices  to  fix  the  number  or  character 
of  the  licences  required  in  any  particular 
part  of  Ireland.  The  Justices  would 
not  be  influenced  by  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  the  people  themselves,  and 
one  principal  objection  we  have  to  this 
Bill  is,  that  two-thirds  of  those  who  vote 
will  have  the  power  to  prohibit  the  sale 
of  intoxicating  liquors  altogether,  or  to 
say  that  no  new  licences  shall  be  granted. 
Now,  let  us  suppose,  for  instance,  that 
this  vote  is  taken  in  a  district  in 
which  there  are  100  voters.  Accord- 
ing to  the  Bill,  one-tenth  of  the  voters 
can  initiate  an  election  on  the  point,  that 
is  to  say — 10  out  of  the  100  voters  can 
start  proceedings  under  the  Bill.  Then, 
when  the  election  takes  place,  it  may  be 
that  only  30  will  record  their  votes. 
Out  of  those,  20  may  decide,  two-thirds, 
so  that  it  will  come  to  pass  that  20  per- 
sons will  have  the  power  of  binding 
100.  The  hon.  Member  shakes  his 
head,  but  does  he  know — he  must  know — 
how  these  things  work  in  Ireland  and 
elsewhere.  On  these  matters  the  people 
do  not  vote  generally  unless  their  votes 
are  touted  for  by  Associations.  Very 
often  they  are  away  from  home,  and 
tlieir  wives  or  daughters  fill  up  the 
papers.  Even  if  it  were  ballot- voting, 
no  expression  of  public  opinion  would  be 
arrived  at,  for  people  will  not  take  the 
smallest  interest  in  things  like  these;  they 
will  not,  as  they  will  in  a  Parliamentary  or 
Mr.  John  O'Connor 


Muncipal  election,  give  up  a  dayjs  work 
or  put  ofE  a  jouney  in  order  to  vote. 
The  Bill,  I  say,  might  be  put  in  operation 
by  20  men  out  of  a  hundred,  not  more 
than  20  per  cent,  of  the  people  voting, 
or,  at  the  most,  say  30  per  cent.,  and  it 
would  be  a  monstrous  injustice  to  bind 
up  a  hundred  people,  and  close  public 
houses,  which  may  be  a  oonyenienoe  to 
these,  on  the  votes  of  20.  I  cannot 
suppose  that  the  House  of  Commons  will 
agree  to  such  a  proposal.  Then  we  come 
to  the  matter  of  licences.  Suppose  there 
are  a  hundred  licensed  houses  in  a 
district,  that  this  first  Resolution  is  not 
carried,  that  the  sale  of  liquor  is  permitted, 
but  that  the  second  Resolution  is  carried, 
and  that  the  number  of  licences  may  be 
reduced  to  a  certain  number  specified  in 
the  notice,  no  provisions  are  to  be  found 
in  the  Bill  for  deciding  upon  what  basis 
these  clauses  are  to  be  carried  out. 
First  of  all,  it  is  not  stated  how  we  are  to 
arrive  at  the  number.  Many  persons 
might  vote  that  the  100  houses  might  be 
reduced  to  60,  others  to  50  or  40.  How 
are  the  Justices  to  arrive  at  what 
the  number  should  be  ?  Say  the  number 
is  60,  what  provision  is  there  .for  decid- 
ing which  50  licences  shall  be  abolished  t 
How  is  it  to  be  decided  if  Smith,  or 
Brown,  or  Jones,  or  Robinson,  shall  lose  his 
licence  ?  Is  the  selection  to  be  made  by 
favour ;  is  it  to  be  by  judgment ;  if  by 
judgment,  upon  whose  judgment  1  Or 
are  licences  to  be  taken  in  alphabetical 
order,  or  by  streets,  or  by  priority  of 
issue?  These  are  matters  upon  which 
the  House  ought  to  be  enlightened  before 
passing  this  Bill.  An  hon.  Member 
near  me  suggests  Committee,  but  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  any  Com- 
mittee ever  yet  formed  by  the  House  of 
Commons  can  answer  these  questions  in 
a  satisfactory  manner.  Then,  the  hon. 
Member  has  referred  to  the  question  ol 
compensation,  and,  of  course,  he  very 
wisely  and  properly  says  he  is  not 
altogether  opposed  to  the  principle  of 
compensation.  But  who  are  to  com- 
pensate when  a  licence  is  extinguished  t 
Is  it  the  State,  or  is  the  compensation  tor 
come  from  those  the  value  of  whose  pro- 
perty is  enhanced  by  the  restrictions  upon, 
or  extinguishment  of,  licenses?  I  find 
that  one  portion  of  the  Bill  says 
that  a  voter  in  any  town,  division, 
or  district,  by  notice  in  writing, 
not  later  than  May  the  next  year,  may 
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put  this  Bill  into  operation.  And  let  ns 
suppose  in  Dublin,  -where  there  are  15 
wards,  the  people  of  one  ward  decide  to 
put  the  Bill  into  operation,  and  the  people 
in  a  neighbouring  ward  do  not.  How 
will  the  cause  of  temperance  be  promoted 
by  the  Bill  ?  How  are  even  the  objects 
the  hon.  Member  has  in  view  to  be 
attained?  Would  it  not  be  quite  easy 
for  the  people  of  one  ward  to  go  into  the 
other,  and  get  any  drink  they  might 
require  ?  A  man  who  desires  to  get 
drunk  will  not  be  prevented,  and  only 
inconvenience  will  be  put  in  the  way  of 
those  men  who  make  a  proper  use  of  a 
public-house,  as  many  men  do.  The 
proportion  of  publicans  in  one  ward  will 
be  extinguished;  while  in  the  other 
ward  the  property  will  be  enhanced  in 
value,  and  I  cannot  see  any  gain  to  the 
cause  of  temperance  in  such  a  proceed- 
ing. Its  injustice  is  only  another  proof 
supporting  my  conviction  that  hon. 
Gentlemen,  like  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone,  by  continually  introducing 
crude,  unsatisfactory,  and  reckless 
measures,  help  to  defeat  themselves ;  and 
their  efforts  to  promote  temperance  are 
abortive.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
quoted  statistics,  and  I  could  quote 
statistics.  The  Bishops  of  Ireland 
are  going  the  right  way  in  this 
matter.  They  are  men  who  understand 
human  nature,  men  who,  above  all  things, 
know  that  the  people  will  not  be  coerced 
into  virtue,  and  who  appeal  to  other 
motives  ;  not  by  the  addition  of  one 
more  to  these  crude  and  ill-considered 
attempts  at  legislation,  which  never 
command  the  support  of  practical  men. 
The  hon.  Member  made  considerable 
reference  in  his  speech  to  the  necessity 
for  curtailing  the  power  of  Justices  in 
granting  licences,  and  there  I  agree  with 
him,  but  ho  would  place  in  the  hands  of 
the  people  at  large  the  power  of  com- 
pelling Justices  to  reduce  the  number  of 
licences  already  granted.  I  have 
endeavoured  to  show  that  this  Bill  will 
be  put  in  operation  by  a  very  small 
section  of  people,  generally  a  few  fanatics 
who  will  go  about  and  induce  people  to 
sign  voting  papers,  and  thus  a  small  per- 
centage of  people  would  exercise  a  power 
to  inflict  great  injury  upon  traders. 
Take  the  present  agitated  state  of  Ire- 
land— though  I  do  not  base  my  argu- 
ments on  that.  I  wish  to  argue  as  if  the 
country  were  in  a  normal  state — ^but  at 


present  this  power  might  be  put  into 
operation  with  terrible  effect  against  a 
certain  class  of  traders.  Suppose  the 
Bill  passed,  and  after  May  next  year 
the  people  in  a  certain  district  decide 
that  the  number  of  licences  shall  be 
reduced — say  in  Ennis — from  100  to  50, 
so  that  Justices  would  have  suddenly 
placed  in  their  hands  the  power  of 
reducing  licences  by  50  per  cent. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  There 
is  an  hon.  Gentleman  standing  with  his 
hat  on. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  Is  it  not  likely 
that  these  Justices  would  use  this  power 
for  the  purpose  of  persecuting  those 
publicans  who  are  known  to  hold  strong 
Nationalist  opinions?  I  say ,  therefore,  that 
Irish  Nationali  st  Member  s  ought  to  he  si  tate 
before  placing  in  the  hands  of  Justices  this 
terrible  engine,  which  undoubtedly  the 
Justices  would  use  against  political 
opponents.  I  alluded  just  now  to  the 
question  of  compensation,  and  I  referred 
to  the  possibility  of  one  of  the  wards  of 
Dublin  deciding  to  close  public  houses. 
Suppose  out  of  100  houses  50  are 
closed.  I  think  I  am  not  going  too  far 
when  I  say  that  each  of  these  would  be 
worth  £2,000;  here,  you  would  have 
£100,000  worth  of  property  swept  away 
with  a  stroke  of  the  pen  and  a  vote 
brought  about  in  the  manner  I  have 
described.  These  are  the  only  observa- 
tions I  have  to  offer  on  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  and  now  I  come  to  the 
Resolution  I  have  to  propose,  asking  the 
House  to  declare  the  inexpediency  of 
further  legislation,  pending  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Local  Government  Bill,  of 
which  notice  has  been  given.  We  know 
that  in  the  Local  Government  Bill  pro- 
posed for  England  there  were  provisions 
for  the  regulation  of  the  liquor  traffic. 
These  provisions  were  dropped,  and  are  in 
abeyance  for  the  present,  but  we  have  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  Government 
do  not  intend  in  the  Irish  Bill  to  include 
some  such  provisions  in  regard  to 
licenses,  and  I  think  the  strongest  argu- 
ment for  introducing  some  such  provi- 
.sions  has  been  urged  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  himself,  who 
has  declaimed  against  the  action  of 
justices  in  Ireland.  I  agree  with  him  in 
the  opinion  that  the  Justices  have  abused 
the  power  in  their  hands.  I  believe  they 
are  on  too  intimate  terms  with  wealthy 
owners  and  merchants  and  have  been  too 
3  Z  2 


1911     Intoxicating  Liquors,  {COMMONS} 


(kc.  (Ireland)  Bill.     1912 


inclined  to  grant  licences  where  there 
were  no  excuses  for  doing  so.  I  believe 
thatstrong  necessity  exists  for  altering  the 
Licensing  Authority,  but  until  the  Author- 
ity is  altered  by  future  legislation  I 
strongly  object  to  giving  to  a  scratch  vote 
of  the  people  the  power  to  curtail  exist- 
ing licences.  The  whole  trouble  in  this 
matter  in  Ireland  has  arisen  from  the 
reckless  manner  in  which  licences  have 
been  granted,  and  I  sincerely  hope  that 
bafore  long  we  shall  have  before  us  a 
measure  restraining  this  power.  By  re- 
stricting the  issue  of  licences  you  will 
practically  bring  the  trade  into  the  hands 
of  people  whose  interest  it  will  be  to  conduct 
their  business  within  the  requirements  of 
the  law,  and  to  dispense  better  liquor  than 
some  of  them  now  do.  The  reckless 
distribution  of  licences  has  had  a  most  de- 
trimental effect  on  the  trade,  I  am  con- 
vinced, as  well  as  on  the  health  of  the 
people.  The  trade  is  so  distributed  that 
traders,  to  meet  the  cost  of  licences,  and 
high  rents,  are  led  to  encourage  trade  by 
selling  at  unlawful  hours  and  to  increase 
profi's  by  adulteration.  I  hope,  therefore, 
that  by  a  gradual  process,  and  the  refusal 
to  grant  new  licences,  the  trade  may  be 
confined  within  a  narrower  circle.  Un- 
fortunately, it  too  often  happens  that 
Justices  in  Ireland  grant  licences  to 
retired  constables,  who  know  nothing 
wliatever  about  the  trade,  and  who,  re- 
leased from  the  restraints  and  discipline 
of  the  force,  relapse  into  the  worst  of 
habits.  So,  also,  the  Justices  grant 
licences  to  the  widows  of  old  servants, 
-who  are  in  no  position  to  know  the 
requirements  of  the  trade,  and  who  often 
appeal  against  the  law  from  sheer 
ignorance  and  incapacity.  Unsuccessful 
farmers,  too,  embark  in  the  trade,  and  set 
up  houses  in  small  towns,  through  the 
facility  with  which  they  can  get  licences 
by  means  of  the  acquaintance  of  some- 
body who  is  intimate  with  "  His  honour.'* 
These  add  the  sale  of  drink  to  a 
grocery  business,  and,  having  no  know- 
ledge or  business  capacity,  get  into  debt, 
ruin  themselves,  and  bring  discredit  on 
the  trade,  while  injuring  the  business  oJ 
their  more  competent  neighbours. 
Holding  the  views  I  have  expressed,  I 
oppose  the  Bill,  and  have  put  down  this 
Resolution,  and  I  look  forward  to  legisla- 
tion that  will  carry  out  the  principle  of 
local  veto,  to  which  I  am  not  strongly 
opposed,  and  which,  carried  out  in  a 
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manner  that  will  give  satisfaction  to  the 
popular  will,  I  would  support.  And  now 
I  must  trouble  the  House  on  another 
subject,  and  place  before  it  some  of  the 
evidence  collected  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee about  two  years  ago,  because  that 
Committee  considered  not  only  the 
question  of  Sunday  Closing,  but  of 
closing  pubhc  houses  on  Saturday,  and 
as  this  Bill  has  for  its  object  not  only  the 
curtailment  of  licences,  but  the  entire 
closing  of  public-houses,  it  will  be 
necessary  for  me  to  refer  to  the  opinion 
of  those  best  qualified  to  judge  of  the 
operation  of  the  laws  controlling  the 
liquor  trade.  Before  I  proceed  to 
quote,  let  me  say  that  I  am  strongly 
in  favour  of  the  control  of  public- 
houses,  and  I  would  have  that  control 
exercised  from  chimney-top  to  basement. 
I  would  have  public-houses  open  to 
inspection  at  all  hours.  I  only  wish  I 
had  the  drafting  of  a  scheme  for  the 
promotion  of  temperance  in  Ireland. 
[Laughter.^  Hon.  Members  may  laugh; 
bat  I  would  draft  a  Bill  that  should  be 
effectual ;  there  should  be  no  bringing 
in  Bills  year  after  year,  which  have 
no  chance  of  passing,  and  which  are 
often  an  outrage  upon  common  sense. 
These  Bills  do  not  pass  ;  it  is  a  long  time 
since  the  House  passed  an  Act  for 
regulating  the  liquor  trade  in  Ireland. 
Many  of  those  who  were  in  favour  of 
this  legislation  have  changed  their 
opinions.  When  a  Bill  regulating  the 
liquor  traffic  was  last  passed,  those  who 
represented  Ireland  in  this  House  were 
men  who  had  cellars  of  their  own.  Are 
70  per  cent  of  the  Irish  Members  now  in 
favour  of  this  legislation  ?  Certainly 
not.  They  are  evenly  divided  on  this 
subject ;  and  I  believe  there  is  a  strong 
feeling  among  the  Irish  Members  that  a 
Home  Rule  Parliament  in  Dublin  would 
be  the  only  Parliament  capable  of  legis- 
lating on  this  subject  without  damage  to 
the  various  interests  that  are  concerned, 
while  promoting,  at  the  same  time,  the 
objects  we  have  at  heart.  I  do  not  yield 
to  any  man  in  a  desire  to  pro- 
mote the  welfare  of  the  Irish 
''people  ;  but  I  maintain  that  the 
passing  into  law  of  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
would  result  in  evils  of  a  very  serious 
character.  When  the  Committee  were 
sitting  upstairs  we  asked  many  of  the 
witnesses  what  would  bo  the  effect  ol 
Sunday   closing.     One    very    important 
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witness,  Mr.  Lanetti,  the  representative 
of  the  United  Trades  of  Dublin,  said 
there  was  a  consensus  of  opinion,  that  as 
wages  were  paid  on  Friday  nights  and 
Saturday  forenoon 

*Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order.  The  Bill  which  was 
before  the  Select  Committee  stands  on 
the  Orders  for  the  20th  April.  I  wish 
to  ask  your  ruling,  Sir,  whether  the  hon. 
Member  is  at  liberty  to  discuss  that  Bill 
on  another  Bill  which  has  no  relation 
whatever  to  it  ? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  not  entitled  to  discuss  the  details  of 
the  Bill,  but  mere  reference  to  it  would 
be  out  of  order. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  I  have  not  re- 
f erred  to  the  Bill,  nor  was  it  in  my  mind. 
The  Bill  now  before  the  House  has  for  its 
object  the  closing  of  public-houses  every 
day  in  the  week  in  any  district  where 
the  people  vote  in  favour  of  it ;  and  if  I 
can  prove  it  to  be  a  great  hardship  to 
close  public-hous3S  on  any  one  day  surely 
it  strengthens  my  arguments  against  this 
Bill.  Mr.  Lanetti  pointed  out  that  the 
men  have  their  wages  in  their  pockets 
all  day  Saturday,  and  that  the  closing  of 
public  houses  an  hour  or  two  earlier 
would  be  of  no  benefit,  while  it  would 
cause  great  inconvenience  to  the  working 
class 3S  generally.  Another  result  which 
Mr.  Lanetti  anticipated  from  early  closing 
on  Saturdays  would  b3  that  the  men 
would  take  home  bottles  of  porter  over 
night.  Further,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Theodore 
Fry,  he  expresssd  a  fear  that  the  curtail- 
ing of  hours  would  lead  to  shebeening, 
and  procuring  drink  illicitly.  The  Rev. 
Canon  Sheehan,  of  Cork,  who  was  also 
called  as  a  witness,  said  the  early 
closing  of  public-houses  on  Saturdays 
would  largely  increase  the  temptation 
to  take  drink  home  on  Saturday 
nights ;  it  would  increase  home  drinking 
on  Sundays,  and  would  lead  to  stupid, 
idle,  wasted  Sunday  mornings.  Further, 
he  said  that  it  would  be  a  greater  evil 
to  create  home  drinkers  than  to  allow 
men  to  get  drunk  in  public-houses.  He 
held  that  10  cases  of  drunkenness  at 
home  were  worse  than  20  cases  in  a 
public-house.  The  curtailment  would 
also  lead  to  the  establishment  of  drinking 
clubs.  Now,  the  President  of  the  United 
Trades  of  Cork,  in  his  evidence,  said  he 
had  never  tasted  intoxicating  liquors  in 
his  life ;  but  his  intimate  acquaintance 


with  the  social  life  of  the  people  had 
forced  him  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
evils  which  would  be  produced  by  closing 
public-houses  would  be  greater  than 
those  which  this  Bill  proposes  to  remedy. 
He  condemned  strongly  the  practice  of 
home  drinking,  which  was  simply  ruinous 
to  families  and  children,  by  reason  of  the 
bad  example  it  set.  A  strong  feeling 
exists — I  think  I  can  show — among  the 
working  classes  of  Dublin  and  Cork,  and 
of  Ireland  generally,  against  such  a 
measure  as  this;  while  men  who  are 
thoroughly  acquainted  with  the  require- 
ments of  the  people  are  also  opposed  to 
a  Bill  like  this;  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  set  up  greater  evils  than  it  pro- 
fesses to  put  down.  A  well-known  priest 
of  Belfast  also  gave  evidence  before  the 
Committee,  which  had  a  similar  bearing. 
He  said — 

"  We  are  strongly  of  opinion  that  there  are 
other  means  whereby  the  cause  of  temperance 
could  be  promoted  more  effectually  than  by 
this  Bill.  The  improvement  of  the  social  con- 
dition of  the  working  classes  would  do  much 
more  to  promote  temperance  than  any  coercive 
legislation." 

Mr.  O'Donnell,  an  experienced  Dublin 
magistrate,  said  before  the  Committee — 

'*  It  is  hopeless  to  expect,  by  any  change  in 
the  law,  to  make  the  drunken  classes  (speaking 
of  the  labourers)  more  sober  until  there  is  im- 
provement in  their  wretched  domiciles." 

Similar  opinions  have  b3en  expressed  by 
Resident  Magistrates,  doctors,  and  other 
parsons  well  qualifijd  to  spaak  upon  the 
subject.  The  Mayor  of  Sligo  said — "1  do 
not  believe  people  can  be  made  sober  by 
forceor  by  coercion."  Mr.  lrving,aResident 
Magistrate  held  that,  if  the  houses  of  the 
poor  were  improved  sanitarily  that 
would  be  much  more  effectual  in  pro- 
moting temperance  than  any  legislation. 
Dr.  Burn,  of  Dublin,  said — 

"I  think  the  proper  way  of  making  the 
people  sober  is  to  educate  the  masses  and  pro- 
vide proper  places  of  amusement  for  them." 

I  now  wish  to  lay  before  the  House  a 
few  statistics  as  to  the  effects  of  Sunday 
closing  in  Ireland;  and  the  figures  I 
propose  to  quote  show,  I  submit,  that 
there  has  been  a  decrease  of  drunken- 
ness in  those  parts  of  Ireland  where  the 
Sunday  Closing  Act  has  not  been  in 
operation,  and  that  there  has  been  an 
increase  where  it  has  been  in  operation. 
In  Dublin,  in  the  two  years  between 
April,  1877,  and  April,  1879,  the  arrests 
for    Saturday    drunkenness     numbered 
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10,754 ;  in  the  two  years  from  May, 
1885,  to  May,  1887,  they  feU  to  8,440. 
And  in  connection  with  these  fignres  it 
is  important  to  note  the  number  of  per- 
sons using  the  public-houses.  On  the 
10th  March,  1888,  14,582  persons  en- 
tered 30  public-houses  ;  on  the  18th 
March,  1886,  the  number  entering  30 
public-houses  was  13,426.  In  Belfast, 
in  1874,  four  years  before  the  operation 
of  the  Sunday  Closing  Act,  the  number 
of  arrests  on  Sundays  was  396,  and  in 
1882,  after  the  Act  had  come  into  ope- 
ration, the  number  rose  to  512.  In 
Belfast  also  the  number  of  Saturday 
arrests  was  as  follows: — 1878,  2,036; 
1879,  2,207;  1885,  1880;  and  1886, 
1,540.  In  Cork,  in  1874,  the  Sunday 
arrests  amounted  to  319  ;  in  1879,  they 
rose  to  480;  and  in  1884  they  stood  at 
499.  The  number  of  Saturday  arrests 
in  that  city  were  :~1 880,  768;  1883, 
557;  1884,  662;  1885,  602;  1886, 
477  ;  and  1887,  451.  Judging  by  these 
results,  the  public  will  scarcely  appre- 
ciate the  expediency  of  further 
curtailing  the  trade,  when  past  re- 
strictions have  only  tended  to  in- 
crease drunkenness,  while  where  the 
restrictions  have  not  been  in  operation 
arrests  for  drunkenness  have  decreased. 
In  Watarford  the  Saturday  arrests  fell 
from  426  in  1877  to  225  in  1887.  The 
passing  of  the  Act  did  not  effect  the 
Saturdays ;  therefore,  it  shows  that  when 
you  allow  the  natural  inclination  of  the 
paople  to  operate,  and  do  not  restrict 
their  ability  to  get  drink  whenever 
they  choose,  and  do  not  encourage  them 
to  take  drink  home  with  them,  they  be- 
come more  temperate.  In  Clonmel  the 
number  of  Saturday  arrests 

*Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  reluctant  to  in- 
terrupt the  hon.  Member;  but  these 
statistics,  I  must  point  out,  bear  on 
closing  public-houses  on  a  particular  day; 
whereas  this  Bill  deals  with  the  prohi- 
bition of  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquons. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONJS'OR:  Yes,  Sir.  My 
intantion  is  to  show  that  the  curtailment 
of  the  hours  of  sale  has  resulted  in  an 
increase,  rather  than  a  decrease,  of 
druakenness,  and  that  this  Bill  would 
have  an  effect  contrary  to  that  which  is 
desired. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  I  consider  that  the 
statistics   which  the  hon.    Member  has 
been  quoting  relates  to  a  Saturday  or  a 
Mr,  J,  O^Connor 


Sunday  Closing  Bill ;  but  not  to  the  Bill 
before  the  House. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  I  will  not  further 
refer  to  statistics,  but  will  proceed  with 
another  part  of  the  subject  which  I  hold 
to  be  quite  as  important.  I  am  strongly 
of  opinion — and  there  is  no  stronger  con- 
viction I  brought  away  from  the  sittings 
of  the  Committee — ^that  not  only  the 
curtailment  of  the  hours  of  sale,  but  the 
closing  of  the  houses  would  result  in  an 
enormous  increase  in  shebeens  in  Ire- 
land. I  could  not  make  my  case  com- 
plete without  drawing  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Committee  on  this  head.  First  of 
all,  we  have  the  statistics  given  by 
the  police  of  Dublin  and  elsewhere.  It 
appears  from  these  that  in  the  Metro- 
politan District  in  1876  —  before  the 
passing  of  the  Sunday  Closing  Act — 
the  number  of  convictions  for  illicsit 
sale  was  245  ;  whereas  in  1883,  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  the  number  was  370; 
showing  an  increase  of  over  100  on  the 
previous  number.  That  is  to  say,  that 
five  years  after  the  passing  of  the  Sun- 
day Closing  Act>  which  reduced  the 
hours  of  opening  in  Dublin  by  nearly  two, 
the  number  of  detected  shebeens — and 
there  is  a  great  difference  between  the 
number  of  detected  shebeens  and  the 
number  undetected — had  increased  51 
per  cent.  In  this  result  of  the  closing  of 
public-houses  compulsorily  I  am  borne 
out  by  priests,  mayors  of  towns.  Poor  Law 
Guardians,  and  every  man  who  has 
ability  to  understand  and  opportunity  to 
judge  of  the  operation  of  these  laws. 
The  hon.  Member  who  introduced  the 
Bill  gave  us  some  very  interesting 
statistics  to  show  that  drunkenness  is  on 
the  increase.  Well,  that  is  so ;  but  it  is 
in  consequence  of  restricting  the  proper 
use  of  public-houses.  The  number  of 
cases  of  drunkenness  before  the  magis- 
trates increased  from  64,506  in  1874  to 
68,678  in  1882— an  increase  of  4,172 
cases  in  the  area  embraced  by  the  Act ; 
while  in  that  portion  of  Ireland  not  em- 
braced by  the  Act — namely,  Dublin, 
Belfast,  Cork  and  Waterford — the  number 
of  cases  of  drunkenness  taken  before  th^ 
magistrates  decreased  from  32,932  in 
1874  to  19,019  in  1882,  or  a  decreaae  of 
13,913.  These  figures  will,  I  hope,  con- 
vince the  House  of  the  inexpediency  of 
posing  any  further  legislation  on  this 
subject.    Now,  I  have  alluded  to  what 
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many  of  U3  believe  to  be  the  proper 
means  of  promoting  temperance,  and 
that  is  giving  facilities  for  the  building 
of  Ekrtizans'  dwellings,  and  increasing  the 
comfort  of  the  people  by  establishing 
parks  and  encouraging  legitimate  amuse- 
ments, rather  than  bringing  forward 
restrictive  and  coercive  legislation.  We 
believe  that  coercion  will  fail  in  its 
object,  no  matter  to  what  it  may  be 
applied.  Wherever  restrictive  legislation 
is  put  into  operation  it  proves  a  failure. 
I  was  anxious  that  before  this  Bill  came 
on  the  Report  of  the  Boyal  Commission 
on  Sunday  Closing  in  Wales  might  be 
introduced  to  the  notice  of  the  House. 
The  Report,  however,  has  not  yet  made 
its  appearance,  and  I  can  only  hope  that  it 
will  do  so  before  the  other  Bill — for  we  are 
surrounded' by  measures  of  this  kind — 
comes  on  for  discussion.  Sunday  closing 
has  been  in  operation  for  some  years  in 
Wales,  and  yet  many  important  persons 
capable  of  forming  sound  judgments 
on  social  questions,  and  who  have 
many  opportunities  of  observing  the 
operation  of  legislation,  have  reason  to 
feel  grave  dissatisfaction  at  the  working 
of  the  Welsh  Act.  That  dissatisfaction 
was  so  strongly  expressed  by  a  Judge  on 
the  Bench,  by  a  certain  noble  Lord  of 
great  influence  in  Wales,  and  by  the 
editors  of  great  and  important  Welsh 
newspapers,  that  the  Government  of  the 
day  appointed  a  Royal  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  matter.  Well,  a  very 
strong  opinion,  adverse  to  the  continu- 
ance of  the  Sunday  Closing  Act,  has  been 
expressed.  [  "  No,  no."  ]  I  do  not  say 
by  the  Royal  Commission ;  but  no  one 
can  deny  that  such  opinion  has  been  ex- 
pressed by  Mr.  Justice  Grant,  by  Lord 
Aberdare,  and  by  many  Welsh  news- 
papers ;  and  I  complain  that  in  the  face 
of  such  opinions  as  these,  and  before  the 
Royal  Commission  has  reported,  we 
should  be  asked  to  put  our  seal  and  stamp 
on  the  crude  and  insufficient  measure 
brought  before  our  notice  to-day.  We 
are  asked  to  proceed  on  lines  condemned 
by  such  h^h  authorities.  We  are 
asked  to  promote  temperance  by  a  method 
not  even  approved  of  by  the  L:ish 
Bishops — even  condemned  by  them  in 
their  Pastoral.  [  "No,  no."]Well,  I  have 
read  out  the  words  of  the  Bishops,  who 
appeal  not  to  Acts  of  Parliament  but  to 
religion,  and  the  grace  which  they  beseech 
the  Almighty  will  bestow  on  the  people. 


I  was  able,  a  short  time  ago,  when  dis- 
cussing the  question  of  closing  public- 
houses  all  day  on  Sundays,  to  read  to 
the  House  the  opinions  of  police 
magistrates,  police  inspectors,  and  chief 
constables,  in  charge  of  large  and  im- 
portant districts  in  Scotland,  who  wrote 
saying  that  the  Forbes  Mackenzie  Act 
had  been  an  entire  and  complete  failure. 
In  many  parts  of  Scotland,  if  facilities 
were  afforded  for  the  gathering  of  infor- 
mation, I  am  sure  that  such  information 
would  all  point  to  the  failure  of  these 
Acts  of  Parliament  in  Scotland.  And 
not  only  is  it  in  Wales  and  Scot- 
land that  these  Acts  have  been 
proved  to  be  failures,  but  out- 
side this  kingdom  many  countries 
have  been  obliged  to  depart  from  the 
lines  on  which  they  have  been  legislating 
in  this  respect.  Many  States  in  America 
have  abandoned  total  prohibition,  and 
other  States  have  only  abstained  from 
doing  it  because  prohibition  is  embodied 
in  their  Constitution — and  when  a  law  is 
made  part  of  a  Constitution  in  the 
United  State,  it  requires  a  two-thirds 
majority  to  abolish  it,  and  that,  obviously, 
is  a  majority  not  easy  to  obtain.  I  feel 
confident  that  if  it  were  not  for  this 
difficulty,  prohibition  would  disappear 
from  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and 
for  the  reason  that  the  American  people 
are  in  the  habit  of  legislating  according 
to  the  principles  of  conmion  sense.  In 
the  face  of  these  facts,  I  would  ask  the 
House  to  hesitate  before  accepting  the 
principle  of  this  Bill.  I  have  endeavoured 
to  show  the  House  that  if  public  houses 
are  closed  in  some  districts  and  kept 
open  in  others,  as  would  undoubtedly 
bie  the  case  under  the  operation  of  this 
Bill,  drunkenness  will  not  be  prevented, 
while  the  inhabitants  of  districts  where 
the  houses  are  closed  will  be  seriously 
inconvenienced.  I  have  pointed  out  that 
the  Bill  would  be  utterly  inoperative, 
unless  closing  were  general ;  and  on  all 
the  grounds  I  have  mentioned  I  oppose 
the  Bill.  It  is,  I  believe,  inexpedient  to 
introduce  any  further  legislation  on  this 
subject  until  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  Irish  Ixxad  Government  are 
known ;  and,  while  I  am  as  anxious  as 
any  one  to  promote  the  cause  of  temper- 
ance, I  feel  that  this  measure  is  too  drsustic 
in  its  principle,  and  would  not  effect  the 
object  intend^  and  I  therefore  more 
its  rejectiont 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "That,"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  iu  order  to  add  the 
words — 

**  In  view  of  the  proposal  l)y  Government  to 
introduce  during  the  present  Session  a  Local 
Government  Bill  for  Ireland,  it  is  inexpedient 
to  further  legislate  for  the  control  and  regu- 
lation of  the  trade  in  exciseable  liquors  in 
Ireland  until  the  House  shall  have  ascertained 
the  scope  and  powers  oi  such  Local  Authorities 
as  it  IS  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
create."— {J»fr.  John  O'Connor.) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

(4.55.)  Mr.  J.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.)  : 
I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  seconding  the 
Motion,  and  I  wish  to  do  so  in  as  few 
words  as  possible  after  the  able  state- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend.  We  are  all 
agreed  as  to  the  object  which  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  have  at  heart,  namely, 
the  promotion  of  the  temperance  move- 
ment amongst  the  Iiish  people,  and  we 
only  differ  as  to  the  means.  The 
promoters  of  the  Bill  believe  that  the 
object  in  view  will  best  be  attained  by 
coercion.  I,  for  one,  believe  that  the 
object  in  view  will  lie  better  attained  by 
education.  The  lion.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  pointed  to  the  great  improvement 
that  has  taken  place  iii  the  temperance  of 
the  people,  declaring  that  drunkenness  is 
less  common  than  it  used  to  be.  I 
am  glad  to  be  able  to  bear  out  the 
hon.  Member's  statement  in  that  respect. 
I  know,  as  a  matter  of  personal  obser- 
vation, that  drunkenness  in  the  rural 
districts  in  Ireland  has  become  rare : 
whereas  it  was  rather  prevalent  many 
years  ago.  But  I  do  not  admit  that 
this  happy  change  has  been  brought 
about  by  anything  in  the  shape  of 
coercive  legislation.  There  were,  in  fact, 
marked  changes  in  the  habits  of  the 
people  before  this  House  resorted  to 
coercive  legislation ;  and,  in  my  opinion, 
education,  and  the  influence  of  the 
pastors,  have  produced  the  improvement 
noted.  Now,  we  are  all  agreed  that  this 
measure  is  a  very  important  one  ;  but  I 
can  scarcely  congratulate  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  it  on  his 
endeavour  to  force  it  through  the  House 
on  a  Wednesday  afternoon  in  the  absence 
of  a  great  majority  of  the  Members.  I 
think    the    hon.    Member  would   have 


better  served  the  object  he  and  his 
friends  have  in  view  if  he  had  used  his 
great  influence  with  the  Government  to 
secure  a  whole  day  for  the  discussion  of 
the  Bill,  when  it  might  have  been  ade- 
quately discussed  in  a  full  House.  The 
prohibition  of  the  sale  of  drink  has  been 
tried  in  other  countries,  and  not  with  the 
best  results.  I  dare  say  all  hon.  Members 
received  this  morning  a  Circular  contain- 
ing a  letter  from  a  former  Member  of 
this  House,  who  is  himself  an  ardent 
temperance  advocate.  This  gentleman 
(Mr.  Plimsoll)  gives  his  experience  of 
the  liquor  law  in  the  State  of  Maine.  He 
says  that  there,  right  at  the  headquarters 
of  the  great  Generalissimo  of  prohibition 
(General  Neil  Dow),  ho  finds  that,  not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  the  sale  of 
drink  is  absolutely  prohibited,  there  are 
no  fewer  than  300  houses  where  drink  is 
openly  sold.  Moreover,  he  finds  that  the 
number  of  arrests  for  drunkenness  in 
that  town  is  quite  as  large  as  that  in  most 
other  towns  of  the  same  size  in  the 
Union,  where  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
drink  is  not  prohibited.  I  find, 
too,,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Derry  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 
states  that  when  he  was  in  the  State  of 
Maine  he  could  walk  into  a  grocer's  shop 
and  buy  drink  without  the  slightest  difli- 
culty.  I  contend  that  the  setting  a  law  of 
the  kind  in  question  at  nought  must  have 
a  very  demorahsing  effect  on  the  people. 
I  notic3  also  that  in  a  debate  in  the  other 
House  a  noble  Lord  siid  that  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Maine  Liquor  Law  had 
driven  him  into  a  criminal  conspiracy 
with  an  innkeeper  in  the  United  States. 
Wlien  it  produces  such  an  effect  upon 
one  of  the  pillars  of  the  State,  what  effect 
may  it  be  supposed  to  have  upon  a 
humbler  member  of  society  ?  I  yield  to 
no  one  in  my  desire  to  promote 
temperance  amongst  the  Irish  people  ; 
but  I  fully  believe  that  the  promotion  of 
temperance  will  not  be  secured  by  any- 
drastic  measures,  such  as  those  I  find 
embodied  in  this  Bill.  It  is  for  this 
reason  that  I  beg  to  support  very  heartily 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

(5.3.)  Me.  J.  WILSON  (Lanarkshire, 
Govan)  :  I  rise  to  make  one  or  two  obser- 
vations in  consequence  of  something 
that  has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Sou^jh  Tip- 
perary  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor).  I  cannot  sit 
still  when  I  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman 
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state,  as  regards  Scotland,  what  I  con- 
sider to  be  entirely  contrary  to  the  facts. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  Scotch 
Sunday  Act  as  an  entire  failure,  and  said 
he  waB  borne  out  in  this  statement  by 
magistrates  and  other  ofiBcials.  I  am 
sorry  to  bring  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
book.  Last  year,  when  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  on  this  subject,  he  read  an 
extract  from  a  pamphlet,  and  led  the 
House  to  believe  that  the  statement  he 
quoted  was  that  of  the  Lord  Provost  of 
Glasgow.  I  asked  him  for  the  name  of 
the  Lord  Provost,  and,  after  considerable 
hesitation,  he  said  the  name  was  that  of  a 
Roman  Catholic  ecclesiastic — ^a  provost  of 
that  denomination.  Sir  James  Kay  was 
at  that  time  Lord  Provost  of  Glasgow, 
and  that  gentleman  has  never  expressed 
the  opinion  that  the  Scotch  Sunday 
Closing  Act  is  a  failure.  And  I  am  here 
to  flatly  contradict  the  hon.  Gentleman 
in  stating  that  the  magistrates  and  other 
officials  in  Scotland  are  against  the 
Sunday  Closing  Act  in  Scotland.  I  am 
satisfied  of  this,  that  no  Member  of 
Parliament,  no  man  in  any  official  posi- 
tion in  Scotland  will  rise  in  the  face  of 
a  Scotch  audience  'and  advocate  the 
abrop^tion  of  the  Sunday  Closing  Act. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Tipperary 
condemns  this  Bill.  It  is  a  Bill  that  I 
highly  appreciate,  and  I  only  wish  the 
people  of  Scotland  had  an  opportunity  of 
adopting  such  a  Bill.  This  Bill  is  a  per- 
missive Bill.  It  does  not  interfere  in 
the  slightest  degree  with  the  machinery 
now  ill  operation  for  the  granting  or 
withholding  of  licenses.  It  is  a  Bill 
which  puts  into  the  hands  of  the  rate- 
payers, who  are  the  parties  interested  in 
the  matter,  the  power  of  carrying  out  their 
wishes  in  regard  to  the  liquor  traffic. 
There  is  no  coercion  about  the  measure ; 
indeed,  the  coercion  is  all  on  the  other 
side,  inasmuch  as  the  present  law  gives 
power  to  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  to 
magistrates  of  the  counties,  the  power  to 
grant  licences  over  the  heads  of  the 
people,  to  their  demoralisation  and  to 
their  great  hurt  socially.  I  maintain  that 
the  philanthropist  of  the  present  day, 
whether  his  efforts  are  directed  to  re- 
ligion or  to  charity,  or  to  whatever  else, 
is  baulked  in  his  endeavours  by  the 
extravagant  indulgence  in  strong  drink 
on  the  part  of  the  people.  We  ought  to 
give  the  people  a  chance  of  redeeming 


themselves  from  this  curse,  and  you  never 
can  give  them  that  chance  unless  you 
give  them  the  opportunity  of  carrying 
into  effect  what  they  desire.  We  hear 
a  groat  deal  about  the  housing  of  the 
poor ;  I  wish  all'success  to  the  movement, 
but  1  hold  that  that  success  is  greatly 
retarded  by  the  indulgence  in  strong 
drink.  Wherever  you  plant  a  licensed 
house,  there  you  will  find  crime,  immo- 
rality, poverty,  and  disease  rampant.  If 
we  wish  to  do  good  for  our  fellows,  wo 
should  remove  every  obstacle  to  their 
rise  in  the  social  scale.  This  Bill  is  a 
step  in  the  right  direction.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  some  doctor 
in  Dublin  says  that  a  cure  for 
drunkenness  is  to  give  the  people 
the  benefit  of  additional  amusements. 
Within  the  last  few  days  I  had  the 
pleasure  of  being  in  the  company  of  One 
of  the  Senators  of  Victoria,  and  he  told 
me  that  in  his  country  they  liave  eight 
hours  work,  eight  hours  play,  and  eight 
hours  sleep  ;  that  every  amusement  is 
provided  for  the  people,  and  yet  they 
drink  far  more  tlian  we  Britishers  do. 
I  should  be  very  glad  to  see  the  people 
have  more  amusements  than  they  have, 
but  the  provision  of  amusements  will 
never  cure  the  radical  evil  which  is  in 
our  midst.  In  conclusion,  I  have  only  to 
say  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tipperary  will  never  again  declare  in 
this  House  that  Scotland  wishes  the 
abrogation  of  the  Sunday   Closing   Act. 

(5.13.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.)  :  I  altogether  fail  to  see 
how  any  person  who  holds  the  opinion 
that  the  liberties  of  the  people  should  bo 
extended  can  possibly  oppose  tliis measure, 
because  the  only  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
give  the  people  the  power  to  do  what  they 
wish.  Whatever  a  Sunday  Closing  or  a 
Saturday  Closing  Act  may  be,  this  Bill 
cannot  possibly  be  described  as  coercive. 
It  merely  proposes  to  allow  the  people  to 
prohibit,  if  they  think  fit,  the  sale  of 
liquor,  and  to  regulate  the  number  of 
licences.  I  am  very  sorry  that  the  people 
are  not  able  to  exercise  powers  of  this 
kind  in  reference  to  a  great  many  things 
in  Ireland,  and  I  certainly  will  support 
this  Bill.  There  are,  however,  one  or 
two  matters  which  will  require  amend- 
ment in  Committee.     In  the   first  place, 
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the  majority  of  two  thirds  is  altogether 
too  small.  I  think  it  should  be  a  three- 
fourths  majority.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tipperary  opposes  the  Bill  because 
he  believes  that  a  very  small  percentage  of 
the  people  will  vote  und6r  the  powers  of  the 
Bill.  He  believes  that  only  30  per  cent, 
of  the  people  will  vote.  Does  he  mean 
to  say  that  the  remainder  of  the  people 
care  so  very  little  for  the  subject  that 
they  will  not  take  the  trouble  to  vote  ? 
I  assert  that  the  people  who  will  be 
opposed  to  this  law  will  take  more  care 
to  vote  than  they  will  to  vote  in  regard 
to  any  other  matter.  I  cannot  sit  down 
without  remarking  that  if  this  Bill 
does  not  come  to  a  successful  ending  I 
must  attribute  it  very  largely  to  the 
attitude  taken  up  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone.  The  hon.  Member 
holds  opinions  which  differ  very  con- 
siderably from  those  of  hon.  Members 
on  these  Benches,  who  are  just  as 
anxious  to  see  the  evil  results  of  exces- 
sive drinking  in  Ireland  done  away  with, 
and  if  he  is  really  anxious  to  do  good  in 
this  case  and  to  enlist  the  co-operation  of 
hon.  Members  in  this  part  of  the  House, 
he  must  cease  to  use  the  language  in 
regard  to  us  which  he  is  in  the  habit  of 
holding  in  different  parts  of  the  country. 
I  received  to-day  a  newspaper  containing 
the  pastoral  letter  of  the  Archbishop  of 
Dublin  and  other  Bishops  on  the  tem- 
perance question,  and  I  find  in  another 
portion  of  the  paper  the  following  quota- 
tion— 

*•  The  Pamellites  are  the  hody-slaves  of  the 
most  murderous  association  of  sooundrels  that 
ever  disgraced  the  world." 

I  assure  him  that,  in  holding  language  of 
that  kind  with  reference  to  us,  he  is  in- 
juring the  temperance  cause  as  it  never 
was  injured  by  any  man  before. 

(5.20.)  Mr.  cavendish  -  BEN- 
TINCK  (Whitehaven)  :  I  should  like  to 
know  why  the  hon.  Member  for  Govan 
(Mr.  J.  Wilson),  holding  the  views  he 
docs,  did  not  endeavour  to  help  the 
House  last  night  when  a  Scotch  Liquor 
Bill  was  on  the  Paper  ?  I  have  always 
regarded  the  state  of  things  in  Scot- 
land as  a  reason  why  this  repressive  legis- 
lation should  not  be  advanced  fur- 
ther. Amongst  the  Scotch  Members 
there  certainly  is  a  very  great  difference 
Mr.  W.  Redmond 


of  opinion  on  this  subject.  I  had  not  the 
advantage  of  hearing  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  but  the 
hon.  Members  who  have  spoken  on  the 
same  side  of  the  question  have  not  ad- 
dressed themselves  to  the  provisions  of 
the  15th  clause.  The  opposition  which 
I  offer  to  the  Bill  is  based  entirely  on 
what  I  hold  to  be  the  new  principle 
which  is  to  be  found  in  that  clause. 
Hitherto  the  Teetotal  Party  have  con* 
fined  their  attacks  to  the  Licensed 
Victuallers,  but  this  Bill  provides  that 
the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor  shall  be 
prohibited  if  the  people  think  fit.  I 
apprehend  that  is  to  extend  to  wine  and 
spirit  shops :  that  no  wine  and  spirit 
merchant  is  to  be  allowed  to  carry  on  his 
avocation.  I  also  apprehend  that  the 
Bill  will  extend  to  breweries.  But  there 
are  clubs  where  intoxicating  liquors  are 
sold.  I  see  that  the  hon.  Member  is  a 
member  of  the  Ulster  Reform  Club. 
Does  he  mean  to  say  this  Bill  should 
go  the  length  of  closing  that  club  ? 

•Mr.  T.  W;.  RUSSELL :  1  should  be 
very  glad  if  intoxicating  liquor  was 
excluded  from  the  Ulster  Reform  Club. 

Mr.  CAVENDISH-BENTINCK  :  The 
hon.  Member  now  proposes  to  close  all 
Licensed  Victuallers'  premises,  all  wine 
and  spirit  shops,  all  breweries,  1 11  clubs  ; 
indeed,  every  place  whore  intoxicating 
liquors  are  sold.  I,  therefore,  think 
the  Bill  is  one  of  the  most  tyrannical 
measures  ever  proposed,  and  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  accepted  in  a  free 
country.  The  hon.  Member  for  Fer- 
managh (Mr.  W.  Redmond)  thinks  the 
people  ought  to  be  consulted  in  this 
matter.  But  you  only  intend  to  consult 
the  ratepayers,  and  they  are  not  the  only 
people  interested  in  the  sale  of  liquor. 
What  right  has  a  householder  to  speak 
for  all  the  inmates  of  his  house,  who 
may  number  10,  15,  or  20?-  This 
Bill 

(5.25.)  Mr.  Thomas  W.  Russell  rose 
in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That 
the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now   put." 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  165,  Noes 
79.— (Div.  List,  No.  37.) 


Infectious  DisMM        {Mabch  26,  1890}  {Pr$vmeon)  BiU.        1926 


1926 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question'/^ 

(5.40.)  The  House  divided:  —  Ayes 
124,  Noes  131.— (Div.  List,  No.  38.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  aa  amended,  put. 

Hesolved,  That,  in  view  of  the  proposal  by 
Government  to  introdace  daring  the  present 
Session  a  Local  Government  Bill  for  Ireland,  it 
is  inexpedient  to  farther  legislate  for  the  control 
and  regulation  of  the  trade  in  excisable  liquors 
in  Ireland  until  the  House  shall  have  ascer- 
tained the  scope  and  powers  of  such  Local 
Authorities  as  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  create. 


ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL.— (No.  194.) 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

INFECTIOUS   DISEASE   (PREVENTION) 
BILL.- (No.  80.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Commiitee.) 
Clause  18. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

And,  it  being  Six  of  the  clock,  the 
Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his 
report  to  the  Honse. 

It  being  after  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjonmed  the  Honse  without 
Question  put  till  To-morrow. 
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Following  the  plan  adopted  last  year,  I  reserve  for  sbitement  in  the  House  of 
Commons  any  general  review  of  progress  during  the  i»ast  year,  and  of  future 
policy. 

The  Committee  on  Estimates  Procedure  (grants  in  supply)  recommended  in 
1888  that  steps  should  be  taken  in  the  direction  of  grouping  together  Votes  of  a 
cognate  character.  In  accordance  with  this  recommendation,  the  number  of  Votes 
has  been  diminished  by  grouping,  but  none  of  the  information  previously  given 
has  been  withdrawn  from  the  Estimates,  and  care  has  been  taken  that  the  changeB 
so  introduced  should  tend  to  assimilate  the  Estimates  for  the  Army  and  Navy 
respectively,  and  to  disturb  as  little  as  possible  the  existing  form  of  the  Votes. 

The  Estimates  for  1889-90,  including  the  Ordnance  Factories'  Vote,  showed 
an  anticipated  expenditure  of  14,321,500/.  for  effective,  and  3,006,632Z.  for  non- 
effective services,  making  a  total  of  17,328,132/.  Since  then  Supplementary 
Estimates,  to  the  amount  of  71,700/.,  have  been  presented,  which,  however,  it  is 
fully  anticipated,  will  be  covered  by  the  surrender  of  increased  Appropriations  in 
Aid. 

For  1890-91,  the  Estimates,  including  the  Ordnance  Factories'  Vote,  show  an 
anticipated  expenditure  of  17,727,800/.,  of  which  14,635,600/.  is  for  effective,  and 
3,092,200/t  for  non-effective  services,  being  an  increase  on  last  year  of  399,668/. 

It  will  be  seen  tliat  the  main  cause  of  this  increase  is  the  rising  price  of  fuel, 
pr«)visions  and  of  various  materials,  the  cost  of  the  new  magazine  rifle,  and  the 
additional  sum  required  for  non-effective  services. 

The  Establishment,  with  the  exception  of  certain  further  additions  to  Colonial 
Corps,  remains  practically  unaltered.  In  spite  of  the  incr'?asing  rate  of  wages  for 
unskilled  labour,  and  other  causes  adverse  to  recruiting,  the  report  of  the  In- 
spector General  of  Recruiting  is  upon  the  whole  satisfactory.  Tlie  effect  of  a  slight 
reduction  in  the  standard  for  gunners  of  the  Royal  Artillery  has  been  to  attract 
the  necessary  men  to  that  arm  of  the  Service.  No  less  than  13,122  Militiamen, 
and  1,462  Volunteers,  have  enlisted  in  the  Array  during  the  past  year.  TJie 
Army  Reserve  now  exceeds  54,000,  the  increase,  I  am  glad  to  say,  being  specially 
marked  amongst  men  of  the  Royal  Artillery. 
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The  improvement  in  trade,  by  increasing  the  demand  for  labour,  and  bj 
inducing  more  men  to  purchase^  their  discharges,  has  led  to  a  decrease  of  2,673  in 
the  number  of  enrolled  Militiamen.  But  the  number  of  Militia  Submarine 
Miners,  to  the  raising  of  which  much  importance  was  attached,  shows  a  satisfactory 
increase.  There  is  also  reason  to  believe  that  the  supply  of  recruits  will  be  con- 
siderably stimulated  by  the  re-adjustment  of  Militia  Establishments.  Companies 
will  be  reduced  where  long  experience  proves  that  numbers  cannot  be  maintained, 
and  corresponding  increases  will  be  made  in  more  favourable  localities. 

The  confidential  reports  upon  the  condition  of  the  Militia  battaliops  generally 
continue  to  be  very  satisfactory.  The  musketry  has  improved,  and  good  discipline 
is  maintained . 

The  able  and  exhaustive  report  of  Lord  Harris's  Committee  upon  the  condition 
of  the  Militia  has  been  received  and  considered.  Its  recommendations  have,  for 
the  most  part,  been  approved,  extending  the  training  of  Militia  recruits,  and  pro- 
viding increased  facilities  of  instruction  to  Officers,  and  some  improvements  in 
comfort.  Provision  has  been  made  in  the  present  Estimates  for  dealing  with 
them. 

The  hope  expressed  last  year  as  to  the  raising  of  the  Malta  Militia  has  been 
fully  realised.  At  the  inspection  of  the  new  corps  in  October  last,  554  rank  and 
file  were  present  on  parade,  and  the  General  reported  that  the  men  acquitted 
themselves  in  the  most  creditable  manner.  Since  that  time  it  has  been  recruited 
practically  up  to  its  Establishment  of  1,000  men. 

The  Yeomanry  are  also  favourably  reported  upon  in  almost  every  instance. 
Recruiting  shows  signs  of  improvement,  and  there  appear  to  be  fair  grounds  for 
hoping  that  the  agricultural  depression  which  has  told  so  severely  on  the  Yeomanry 
is  gpradually  passing  away. 

The  Volunteers  show  a  reduction  of  2,350  enrolled  men.  It  is  probable  that, 
just  as  in  the  Militia,  some  re-adjustment  of  the  Establishments  of  Volunteer  In- 
fantry will  at  once  prevent  further  diminution  in  numbers,  and  will  add  to  the 
force  in  localities  where  its  increase  would  be  specially  desirable.  My  attention 
has  been  specially  given,  as  I  promised  last  year,  to  the  subject  of  the  allowance 
for  attending  camp,  and  a  small  Committee  has  gone  fully  into  the  best  means  of 
dealing  with  it.  The  rules,  now  adopted  in  accordance  with  its  recommendations, 
will  enable  every  Volunteer,  who  desires  to  do  so,  to  go  into  camp,  or  join  a 
marching  column,  once  a  year.  Further  expenditure  has  also  been  incurred  by 
the  equipment  of  12  new  batteries  of  Volunteer  Artillery,  and  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  additional  Inspectors  of  Musketry. 

The  reports  of  General  Officers  on  the  general  condition  of  the  Volunteer 
Force  are  satisfactory,  though  some  have  to  deplore  the  continued  deficiency  of 
Officers.  I  am  also  specially  glad  to  note  the  improvement  in  the  Railway  Corps, 
of  whom  a  certain  proportion  are  now  passing  into  the  Army  Reserve. 

The  net  result  of  the  various  changes  in  the  Vote  for  the  Militia  and 
Auxiliary  Forces  is  an  increase  of  26,300Z. 

Vote  1  shows  a  net  increase  of  61,000Z.,  which  would  have  been  considerably 
larger  without  the  increased  contributions  which  we  expect  to  receive  from 
certain  colonies  in  aid  of  the  cost  of  their  defence.  This  subject,  which  had  been 
little  examined  of  late  years,  has  now  undergone  most  careful  scrutiny  by  the 
Departments  concerned,  and  the  result  has  been  the  demand  for  additional  con- 
tributions in  all  cases  where  the  circumstances  have  fully  justified  it. 

The  increase  of  10,000^.  required  for  good-conduct  pay  will  be  cordially 
noticed.  Deferred  pay,  the  charge  for  which  is  now  approaching  its  maximum, 
coming  into  full  operation  for  the  first  time,  absorbs  no  less  than  50,000^.  Th« 
growth  of  the  corps  being  raised  for  our  colonial  garrisons,  and  of  the  Army 
Reserve  at  home,  account  for  34,000/. 
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The  Vote  for  Provisions  (Vote  5)  is  still  growing  in  amount.  Notwith- 
standing some  redaction  in  the  price  of  forage,  it  is  necessary  to  estimate  for  an 
increase  in  the  cost  of  the  ration  and  of  fuel,  and  the  result  is  that  the  supply 
portion  of  the  Vote  is  swollen  by  42,000^;  It  is  fair,  however,  to  add  that  this  is 
in  part  due  to  the  reserves  of  food  established  at  certain  foreign  stations,  to  which 
subject  my  attention  has  been  specially  directed  during  the  past  year.  Under  the 
head  of  clothing  we  estimate  that  25,000Z.  less  will  be  required  this  year.  This, 
however,  represents  no  real  saving,  as  in  anticipation  of  rising  prices,  some  pur- 
chases hskve  been  made  in  advance. 

Vote  6,  for  Armaments  and  Warlike  Stores,  still  goes  on  increasing  in 
amount,  mainly  owing  to  the  introduction  of  the  magazine  rifle,  and  the  effect  of 
this  heavy  charge  must  be  felt  for  some  years  to  come.  According  .to  previous 
experience,  the  cost  of  its  production  may  be  expected  gradually  to  diminish,  but 
the  saving  so  obtained  will  probably  have  to  be  utilised  in  hastening  the  issue,  as 
the  period  of  transition  from  one  calibre  to  another  is  undoubtedly  both  incon- 
venient and  expensive.  But  the  House  will  also  remember  that,  in  addition  to 
the  magazine  rifle,  we  are  passing  through  a  complete  re-armament  of  our  Field 
Army  in  all  important  respects.  The  progress  of  invention  has  devised  improved 
field  guns,  pistols,  swords,  and  general  accoutrements,  and  it  would  not  be  right 
that  our  Army  should  fall  behind  in  these  important  respects.  And,  lastly,  the 
improvements  in  the  defences  of  our  ports  and  coaling  stations  has,  for  the  time, 
thrown  upon  this  Vote  an  enormously  increased  charge  for  the  lighter  armament^ 
and  for  the  completion  of  our  system  of  submarine  mining. 

The  Vote  for  Works  (Vote  7)  shows  a  reduction  of  35,800/.  This  is  mainly 
attributable  to  the  fact  that  separate  proposals  are  to  be  submitted  to  Parliament 
for  the  improvement  of  barrack  accommodation.  The  reduction  would  have  been 
grelbter  but  for  the  very  large  amount  of  minor  sanitary  services  which  I  have 
felt  it  my  duty  to  sanction  in  many  of  the  existing  barracks  throughout  the 
country. 

The  Vote  for  the  War  Oflice  shows  a  decrease  following  decreases  in  the  two 
preceding  years,  although  a  considerable  charge  has  been  thrown  on  the  Vote,  in 
the  present  year,  by  the  adoption,  for  clerks  of  the  Second  Division,  of  annual 
instead*  of  triennial  increments,  under  the  Treasury  Minute.  Higher  Division 
Clerks  are  being  replaced  as  vacancies  occur  by  Second  Division  Clerks. 

The  increase  in  the  Non-effective  Votes  is  due  to  the  fact  that  the  normal 
amount  of  the  Vote  for  retired  pay  and  gratuities  of  Ofl&cers,  under  the  Warrants 
existing  up  to  1887,  has  not  yet  been  reached.  Of  the  total  increase  of  95,500/., 
the  sum  of  47,000/.  is  expected  to  b?  paid  in  gratuities  on  voluntary  retirement. 

EDWARD  STANHOPE 

25/A  February,  1890 
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THE  NAVY  ESTIMATES,  1890-91. 


Presented   to    both   Houses    of   Parliament    by    Command   of   Her    Majesty, 


INTRODUCTORY    REMARKS. 


The  estimated  expenditure  for  the  year  ending  Slst  March,  1891,  borne  on 
the  Annnal  Votes  presented  to  Parliament  is  £13,786,600,  being  an  increase  of 
j&101,200  over  the  sum  voted  for  the  preceding  year.  This  is  independent  of  the 
expenditure  which  is  to  be  covered  by  the  £10,000,000  provided  in  the  Naval. 
Defence  Act  of  last  Session,  and  which  is  at  the  disposal  of  the  Admiralty  for  the 
building  and  equipment  of  the  32  war  vessels  enumerated  in  Schedule  1  of  that 
Act,  and  which  are  to  be  completed  for  sea  within  five  years  from  the  passing 
of  the  Statute. 

An  agreement,  subsequently  embodied  in  the  Imperial  Defence  Act  of  1888, 
was  made  in,  1887,  at  London,  between  the  Imperial  Government  and  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Australian  Colonies,  by  which  a  squadron  of  seagoing  vessels  was 
to  be  provided  for  the  special  protection  of  the  floating  commerce  in  Australasian 
waters.  The  ultimate  cost  of  this  squadron  was  to  be  divided  between  the  Home 
and  Colonial  Governments,  the  former  providing  the  funds  for  the  construction 
and  armament,  and  the  officers  and  men  for  the  manning  of  these  vessels.  In 
return  an  annual  subsidy  was  to  be  paid  by  the  Colonies,  for  12  years,  for  the 
additional  protection  afforded  by  this  force.  The  ships  will  be  completed  in  the 
present  financial  year,  and  provision  is  made  in  the  Estimates  for  the  officers  and 
men  and  stores  necessary  to  commission  them.  A  portion  of  the  subsidy  payable 
is  taken  as  an  appropriation  in  aid  of  the  Vote. 

A  further  provision  for  the  officers  and  men  required  for  the  floating  defences 
of  the  Indian  Government  is  made  under  Votes  A  and  1,  the  Indian  Government 
paying  the  full  cost  of  the  service  rendered. 

Tlius  the  number  of  officers  and  men  to  be  provided  is  increased  by  the 
imposition  of  these  new  duties  upon  the  Navy,  and  in  return  the  appropriations 
in  aid  of  Naval  Votes  are  largely  augmented  by  the  payments  receivable  from  the 
Australian  and  Indian  Governments. 


PROGRESS   OF  SHIPBUILDING. 


In  order  to  make  clear  the  advance  in  shipbuilding  during  the  past  year,  it 
is  necessary  to  classify  the  vessels  in  course  of  construction,  according  to  the 
separate  and  distinct  financial  arrangements  which  have  been  made  to  meet  their 
cost. 

CCOXLII.    [third  sebies.]  '  4  B 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "That,"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words — 

"In  view  of  the  proposal  by  Government  to 
introduce  during  the  present  Session  a  Local 
Government  Bill  for  Ireland,  it  is  inexpedient 
to  further  legislate  for  the  control  and  regu- 
lation of  the  trade  in  exciseable  liquors  in 
Ireland  until  the  House  shall  have  ascertained 
the  scope  and  powers  of  such  Local  Authorities 
as  it  18  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
create."— (Jtfr.  John  O'Connor.) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

(4.55.)  Mr.  J.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.)  : 
I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  seconding  the 
Motion,  and  I  wish  to  do  so  in  as  few 
words  as  possible  after  the  able  state- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend.  We  are  all 
agreed  as  to  the  object  which  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  have  at  heart,  namely, 
the  promotion  of  the  temperance  move- 
ment amongst  the  Irish  people,  and  we 
only  difEer  as  to  the  means.  The 
promoters  of  the  Bill  believe  that  the 
object  in  view  will  best  be  attained  by 
coercion.  I,  for  one,  believe  that  the 
object  in  view  will  he  better  attained  by 
education.  The  lion.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  pointed  to  the  great  improvement 
that  has  taken  place  in  the  tamperance  of 
the  people,  declaring  that  drunkenness  is 
less  common  than  it  used  to  be.  I 
am  glad  to  be  able  to  bear  out  the 
hon.  Member's  statement  in  that  respect. 
I  know,  as  a  matter  of  personal  obser- 
vation, that  drunkenness  in  the  rural 
districts  in  Ireland  has  become  rare : 
whereas  it  was  rather  prevalent  many 
years  ago.  But  I  do  not  admit  that 
this  happy  change  has  been  brought 
about  by  anything  in  the  shape  of 
coercive  legislation.  There  were,  in  fact, 
marked  changes  in  the  habits  of  the 
people  before  this  House  resorted  to 
coercive  legislation ;  and,  in  my  opinion, 
education,  and  the  influence  of  the 
pastors,  have  produced  the  improvement 
noted.  Now,  we  are  all  agreed  that  this 
measure  is  a  very  important  one  ;  but  I 
can  scarcely  congratulate  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  it  on  his 
endeavour  to  force  it  through  the  House 
on  a  Wednesday  afternoon  in  the  absence 
of  a  great  majority  of  the  Members.  I 
think    the    hon.    Member  would   have 


better  served  the  object  he  and  his 
friends  have  in  view  if  he  had  used  his 
great  influence  with  the  Government  to 
secure  a  whole  day  for  the  discussion  of 
the  Bill,  when  it  might  have  been  ade- 
quately discussed  in  a  full  House.  The 
prohibition  of  the  sale  of  drink  has  been 
tried  in  other  countries,  and  not  with  the 
best  results.  I  dare  say  all  hon.  Members 
received  this  morning  a  Circular  contain- 
ing a  letter  from  a  former  Member  of 
this  House,  who  is  himself  an  ardent 
temperance  advocate.  This  gentleman 
(Mr.  PlimsoU)  gives  his  experience  of 
the  liquor  law  in  the  State  of  Maine.  He 
says  that  there,  right  at  the  headquarters 
of  the  great  Generalissimo  of  prohibition 
(General  Neil  Dow),  he  finds  that,  not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  the  sale  of 
drink  is  absolutely  prohibited,  there  are 
no  fewer  than  300  houses  where  drink  is 
openly  sold.  Moreover,  he  finds  that  the 
number  of  arrests  for  drunkenness  in 
that  town  is  quite  as  large  as  that  in  most 
other  towns  of  the  same  size  in  the 
Union,  where  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
drink  is  not  prohibited.  I  find, 
too,,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Derry  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 
states  that  when  he  was  in  the  State  of 
Maine  he  could  walk  into  a  grocer's  shop 
and  buy  drink  without  the  slightest  diffi- 
culty. I  contend  that  the  setting  a  law  of 
the  kind  in  question  at  nought  must  have 
a  very  demoralising  efEect  on  the  people. 
I  notic3  also  that  in  a  debate  in  the  other 
House  a  noble  Lord  said  that  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Maine  Liquor  Law  had 
driven  him  into  a  criminal  conspiracy 
with  an  innkeeper  in  the  United  States. 
When  it  produces  such  an  effect  upon 
one  of  the  pillars  of  the  State,  what  effect 
may  it  be  supposed  to  have  upon  a 
humbler  member  of  society  ?  I  yield  to 
no  one  in  my  desire  to  promote 
temperance  amongst  the  Irish  people  ; 
but  I  fully  believe  that  the  promotion  of 
temperance  will  not  be  secured  by  any 
drastic  measures,  such  as  those  I  find 
embodied  in  this  Bill.  It  is  for  this 
reason  that  I  beg  to  support  very  heartily 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

(5.3.)  Me.  J.  WILSON  (Lanarkshire, 
Govan)  :  I  rise  to  make  one  or  two  obser- 
vations in  consequence  of  something 
that  has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Tip- 
perary  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor).  I  cannot  sit 
still  when  I  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman 
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state,  as  regards  Scotland,  what  I  con- 
sider to  be  entirely  contrary  to  the  facts. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  Scotch 
Sunday  Act  as  an  entire  failure,  and  said 
he  was  borne  out  in  this  statement  by 
magistrates  and  other  officials.  I  am 
sorry  to  bring  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
book.  Last  year,  when  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  on  this  subject,  he  read  an 
extract  from  a  pamphlet,  and  led  the 
House  to  believe  that  the  statement  he 
quoted  was  that  of  the  Lord  Provost  of 
Glasgow.  I  asked  him  for  the  name  of 
the  Lord  Provost,  and,  after  considerable 
hesitation,  he  said  the  name  was  that  of  a 
Boman  Catholic  ecclesiastic — ^a  provost  of 
that  denomination.  Sir  James  Kay  was 
at  that  time  Lord  Provost  of  Glasgow, 
and  that  gentleman  has  never  expressed 
the  opinion  that  the  Scotch  Sunday 
Closing  Act  is  a  failure.  And  I  am  here 
to  flatly  contradict  the  hon.  Gentleman 
in  stating  that  the  magistrates  and  other 
officials  in  Scotland  are  against  the 
Sunday  Closing  Act  in  Scotland.  I  am 
satisfied  of  this,  that  no  Member  of 
Parliament,  no  man  in  any  official  posi- 
tion in  Scotland  will  rise  in  the  face  of 
a  Scotch  audience  'and  advocate  the 
abrogation  of  the  Sunday  Closing  Act. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Tipperary 
condemns  this  Bill.  It  is  a  Bill  that  I 
highly  appreciate,  and  I  only  wish  the 
people  of  Scotland  had  an  opportunity  of 
adopting  such  a  Bill.  This  Bill  is  a  per- 
missive Bill.  It  does  not  interfere  in 
the  slightest  degree  with  the  machinery 
now  in  operation  for  the  granting  or 
withholding  of  licenses.  It  is  a  Bill 
which  puts  into  the  hands  of  the  rate- 
payers, who  are  the  parties  interested  in 
the  matter, the  power  of  carrying  out  their 
wishes  in  regard  to  the  liquor  traffic. 
There  is  no  coercion  about  the  measure ; 
indeed,  the  coercion  is  all  on  the  other 
side,  inasmuch  as  the  present  law  gives 
power  to  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  to 
magistrates  of  the  counties,  the  power  to 
grant  licences  over  the  heads  of  the 
people,  to  their  demoralisation  and  to 
their  great  hurt  socially.  I  maintain  that 
the  philanthropist  of  the  present  day, 
whether  his  efforts  are  directed  to  re- 
ligion or  to  charity,  or  to  whatever  else, 
is  baulked  in  his  endeavours  by  the 
extravagant  indulgence  in  strong  drink 
on  the  part  of  the  people.  We  ought  to 
give  the  people  a  chance  of  redeeming 


themselves  from  this  curse,  and  you  never 
can  give  them  that  chanco  unless  you 
give  them  the  opportunity  of  carrying 
into  effect  what  they  desire.  We  hear 
a  great  deal  about  the  housing  of  the 
poor;  I  wish  all'success  to  the  movement, 
but  I  hold  that  that  success  is  greatly 
retarded  by  the  indulgence  in  strong 
drink.  Wherever  you  plant  a  licensed 
house,  there  you  will  find  crime,  immo- 
rality,  poverty,  and  disease  rampant.  If 
we  wish  to  do  good  for  our  fellows,  we 
should  remove  every  obstacle  to  their 
rise  in  the  social  scale.  This  Bill  is  a 
step  in  the  right  direction.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  some  doctor 
in  Dublin  says  that  a  cure  for 
drunkenness  is  to  give  the  people 
the  benefit  of  additional  amusements. 
Within  the  last  few  days  I  had  the 
pleasure  of  being  in  the  company  of  one 
of  the  Senators  of  Victoria,  and  he  told 
me  that  in  his  country  they  have  eight 
hours  work,  eight  hours  play,  and  eight 
hours  sleep  ;  that  every  amusement  is 
provided  for  the  people,  and  yet  they 
drink  far  more  than  we  Britishers  do. 
I  should  be  very  glad  to  see  the  people 
have  more  amusements  than  they  have, 
but  the  provision  of  amusements  will 
never  cure  the  radical  evil  which  is  in 
our  midst.  In  conclusion,  I  have  only  to 
say  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tipperary  will  never  again  declare  in 
this  House  that  Scotland  wishes  the 
abrogation  of  the  Sunday   Closing   Act. 

(5.13.)  Mr.  W.  HEDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.)  :  I  altogether  fail  to  see 
how  any  person  who  holds  the  opinion 
that  the  liberties  of  the  people  should  be 
extended  can  possibly  oppose  this  measure, 
because  the  only  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
give  the  people  the  power  to  do  what  they 
wish.  Whatever  a  Sunday  Closing  or  a 
Saturday  Closing  Act  may  be,  this  Bill 
cannot  possibly  be  described  as  coercive. 
It  merely  proposes  to  allow  the  people  to 
prohibit,  if  they  think  fit,  the  sale  of 
liquor,  and  to  regulate  the  number  of 
licences.  I  am  very  sorry  that  the  people 
are  not  able  to  exercise  powers  of  this 
kind  in  rcferenco  to  a  great  many  things 
in  Ireland,  and  I  certainly  will  support 
this  Bill.  There  are,  however,  one  or 
two  matters  which  will  require  amend- 
ment in  Committee.     In  the  first  place, 
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the  majority  of  two  thirds  is  altogether 
too  small.  I  think  it  shonld  be  a  three- 
fonrths  majority.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tipperary  opposes  the  Bill  because 
he  believes  that  a  very  small  percentage  of 
the  people  will  vote  und6r  the  powers  of  the 
Bill.  He  believes  that  only  30  per  cent, 
of  the  people  will  vote.  Does  he  mean 
to  say  that  the  remainder  of  the  people 
care  so  very  little  for  the  subject  that 
they  will  not  take  the  trouble  to  vote  ? 
I  assert  that  the  people  who  will  be 
opposed  to  this  law  will  take  more  care 
to  vote  than  they  will  to  vote  in  regard 
to  any  other  matter.  I  cannot  sit  down 
without  remarking  that  if  this  Bill 
does  not  come  to  a  successful  ending  I 
must  attribute  it  very  largely  to  the 
attitude  taken  up  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone.  The  hon.  Member 
holds  opinions  which  differ  very  con- 
siderably from  those  of  hon.  Members 
on  these  Benches,  who  are  just  as 
anxious  to  see  the  evil  results  of  exces- 
sive drinking  in  Ireland  done  away  with, 
and  if  he  is  really  anxious  to  do  good  in 
this  case  and  to  enlist  the  co-operation  of 
hon.  Members  in  this  part  of  the  House, 
he  must  cease  to  use  the  language  in 
regard  to  us  which  he  is  in  the  habit  of 
holding  in  different  parts  of  the  country. 
I  received  to-day  a  newspaper  containing 
the  pastoral  letter  of  the  Archbishop  of 
Dublin  and  other  Bishops  on  the  tem- 
perance question,  and  I  find  in  another 
portion  of  the  paper  the  following  quota- 
tion— 

'*  The  Pamellites  are  the  body-slaveB  of  the 
most  murderous  association  of  sooundrels  that 
ever  disgraced  the  world." 

I  assure  him  that,  in  holding  language  of 
that  kind  with  refercDce  to  us,  he  is  in- 
juring the  temperance  cause  as  it  never 
was  injured  by  any  man  before. 

(5.20.)  Mr.  cavendish  -  BEN- 
TINOK  (Whitehaven) :  I  should  like  fco 
know  why  the  hon.  Member  for  Govan 
(Mr.  J.  Wilson),  holding  the  views  he 
docs,  did  not  endeavour  to  help  the 
House  last  night  when  a  Scotch  Liquor 
Bill  was  on  the  Paper  ?  I  have  always 
regarded  the  state  of  things  in  Scot- 
land as  a  reason  why  this  repressive  legis- 
lation should  not  be  advanced  fur- 
ther. Amongst  the  Scotch  Members 
there  certainly  is  a  very  great  difference 
Mr.  W.  Redmond 


of  opinion  on  this  subject.  I  had  not  the 
advantage  of  hearing  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  but  the 
hon.  Members  who  have  spoken  on  the 
same  side  of  the  question  have  not  ad- 
dressed themselves  to  the  provisions  of 
the  15th  clause.  The  opposition  which 
I  offer  to  the  Bill  is  based  entirely  on 
what  I  hold  to  be  the  new  principle 
which  is  to  be  found  in  that  clause. 
Hitherto  the  Teetotal  Party  have  conv 
fined  their  attacks  to  the  Licensed 
Victuallers,  but  this  Bill  provides  that 
the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor  shall  be 
prohibited  if  the  people  think  fit.  I 
apprehend  that  is  to  extend  to  wine  and 
spirit  shops :  that  no  wine  and  spirit 
merchant  is  to  be  allowed  to  carry  on  his 
avocation.  I  also  apprehend  that  the 
Bill  will  extend  to  breweries.  But  there 
are  clubs  where  intoxicating  liquors  are 
sold.  I  see  that  the  hon.  Member  is  a 
member  of  the  Ulster  Reform  Club. 
Does  he  mean  to  say  this  Bill  should 
go  the  length  of  closing  that  club  ? 

•Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  1  should  be 
very  glad  if  intoxicating  liquor  was 
excluded  from  the  Ulster  Reform  Club. 

Mr.CAVENDISH-BENTINCK:  The 
hon.  Member  now  proposes  to  close  all 
Licensed  Victuallers'  premises,  all  wine 
and  spirit  shops,  all  breweries,  1 11  clubs  ; 
indeed,  every  place  where  intoxicating 
liquors  are  sold.  I,  therefore,  think 
the  Bill  is  one  of  the  most  tyrannical 
measures  ever  proposed,  and  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  accepted  in  a  free 
country.  The  hon.  Member  for  Fer- 
managh (Mr.  W.  Redmond)  thinks  the 
people  ought  to  be  consulted  in  this 
matter.  But  you  only  intend  to  consult 
the  ratepayers,  and  they  are  not  the  only 
people  interested  in  the  sale  of  liquor. 
What  right  has  a  householder  fco  speak 
for  all  the  inmates  of  his  house,  who 
may  number  10,  15,  or  20?  This 
Bill 

(5.25.)  Mr.  Thomas  W.  Russell  rose 
in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That 
the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now   put." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  165,  Noes 
79.— (Div.  List,  No.  37.) 
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Qnestion  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:'^' 

(5.40.)  The  House  divided:  —  Ayes 
124,  Noes  131.— (Div.  List,  No.  38.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Betolyed,  That,  in  Tiew  of  the  proposal  by 
Government  to  introdace  during  the  present 
Session  a  Local  GoTemment  Bill  for  Ireland,  it 
is  inexpedient  to  farther  legislate  for  the  control 
and  regulation  of  the  trade  in  excisable  liquors 
in  Lreland  until  the  House  shall  have  ascer- 
tained the  scope  and  powers  of  such  Local 
Authorities  as  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  create. 


ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL.-(No.  194.) 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

INFECTIOUS   DISEASE    (PREVENTION) 
BILL.- (No.  80.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Gommiitee.) 
Clanse  18. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

And,  it  being  Six  of  the  clock,  the 
Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his 
report  to  the  House. 

It  being  after  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Question  put  till  To-morrow. 
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out  of  them  with  air  pressure  not  exceeding  2  inches.  This  full  power  is  intended 
to  be  used  for  limited  periods,  such  as  might  be  necessary  in  an  action  of  a  few 
hours,  or  for  chasing  or  out-mancBuvring  an  enemy.  For  longer  periods,  the  forced 
draui^ht  is  used  to  the  limited  extent  of  air  presjmre,  not  exceeding  half-an-inch, 
required  for  the  production  of  the  specified  (so-called)  natural  draught  power  of 
8,000  horses. 

In  the  cruisers  of  the  Ist  and  2nd  class  now  building  under  the  Kaval  De- 
fence Act,  the  weights  of  the  boilers  have  been  increased  by  from  16  to  25  per 
cent.  This  will  give  increased  boiler  capacity  and  admit  of  beneficial  alterations 
in  design. 

A  similar  course,  yiz.  ;  an  addition  cjf  23  per  cent  to  the  weight  of  the  boilers, 
and  a  small  amoutit  to  the  machinery,  will  be  adopted  in  the  2nd  class  battle  ships. 
No  such  alteratiou  is  considered  necessary  in  the  maclunery  of  the  1st  class  battle 
ships. 

Instead  of  continuing  to  design  the  boilers  so  that  the  steam  required  for 
full  forced  drauglvt  power  can  only  be  obtained  by  the  exertions  of  the  very  best 
stokers  and  picked  coal,  on  measured  n  ile  conditions,  the  present  policy  is  to  in- 
crease the  weights  and  the  dimensions  of  the  boilers,  so  that  the  higher  powers 
occasionally  required  may  be  more  readily  developed  and  maintained. 

The  steam  trials  on  the  measured  mOe  are  necessary  for  purposes  of  com- 
parision  and  to  ensure  that  the  engines  are  capable  of  developing  the  indicated 
horse-power  thuy  were  designed  to  furnish.  But  the  speed,  which  for  limited 
periodi  over  the  measured  mile  can  be  attained  either  by  forced  or  natural  dra.ugbt, 
is  no  criterion  of  the  continuoas  seagoing  speed  of  the  vessel.  To  the  outside 
public  these  trials  are  somewhat  confusing.  In  order,  therefore,  to  clear  away 
any  misconceptions,  the  Board  of  Admiralty  have  given  this  year  in  the  Estimates^ 
in  a  clear  tabular  form,  the  estimated  speed  of  every  vessel  building,  both  at  forced 
draught  and  natural  drau^^ht  on  the  measured  mile,  as  well  as  her  continuous 
'  seagoing  speed  under  the  fav?:>upable  conditions  of  ordinary  service.  The  coal 
capacity  of  the  vessel  and  the  distance  she  will  cover  are  also  given,  as  well  as  the 
estimated  consumption  of  coal  per  hour  which  forms  the  basis  of  the  calculation. 
The  latter  calculation  is  still  under  revision. 


I 


Financial  Peospect  of  Naval  Defbkcb  Act. 

During  the  financial  year    1889-90   the  extiuordinary  activity   displayed  in 

shipbuilding  and  other  industries  for  the  mercantile  marine  has  (mused  a  r»«- 
markable  rise  in  the  price  of  the  materials  employed  in  shipbuilding,  and  of  labour 
on  contract-built  ships, 

Under  the  Naval  Defence  Act  the  estimates  of  the  cost  of  the  work  to  be 
done  were  so  framed  as  to  aUow  a  margin  for  rise  in  prices  and  other  contingencies. 
This  margin  has,  in  many  of  the  contracts  made  for  hulls  and  machinery,  been 
more  than  absorbed  in  consequence  of  the  inflation  of  prices  during  the  past 
year. 

Of  the  ships  building  or  to  be  built  in  the  dockyards  their  ultimate  actual  cost 
as  compared  with  the  estimates  made  last  year  must  to  a  considerable  extent  be 
determined  by  the  prices  prevaihng  during  the  next  three  years.  At  present  the 
tendency  of  business  operations  seems  to  indicate  a  fall  in  existing  prices,  but  a 
reliable  forecast  is  not  at  present  practicable.  '       i 

The  Admiralty  are  not,  therefore,  in  a  position  to  say  now  whether  during  th& 
next  three  years  further  sums  may  not  be  required  to  satisfactorily  carry  out  the 
work  of  completing  and  thoroughly  equipping  the  70  ships  included  in  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  Naval  Defence  Act-  So  soon  as  information  is  obtained,  sufficient 
to  justify  an  authoritative  statement  on  the  subject,  a  full  communication  will  ho 
mawie  to  Parliament.  In  the  meantime  the  oooitracts  made  and  liabilities  incurred 
will  be  kept  well  within  the  authorized  maximum. 
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NAVAL  ORDNANCE. 


Daring  the  past  year  the  progress  made  in  the  mannfactnre  and  supply  of 
guns  for  the  Navy  hsts  been  fairly  satisfactory,  and  the  number  of  new  breech* 
loading  guns  (excluding  small  quick-firing  and  machine  guns)  completed  by  the 
manu&cturQrs  for  navid  service  in  the  year  ended  31  December,  1889,  is  281,  a» 
compared  with  160  completed  in  the  year  ended  31  December,  1888. 


This  total  of  281 

is  made  up  as  follows : — 

Nature  of  Oan. 

Number  Issued 

16-25-incli  of  llO-tons 

1 

13^ 

« 

„    67    „ 

11 

12 

„    45    „ 

1 

10 

„    29    „ 

4 

9-2 

„    22    „ 

10 

6 

»       5    .. 

88 

5 

„     40-cwt. 

60 

4-7 

(quick-firing) 

37 

4 

of  26.owt. 

69 

Total    ... 

281 

As  regards  the  sufficiency  of  Naval  Ordnance  Stores  to  meet  the  requirements: 
of  the  Fleet,  it  may  be  mentioned  that  a  considerable  addition  has  been  made  to 
the  reserve  of  ammunition,  and,  considering  the  serious  nature  of  the  deficiency 
which  existed  when  the  Admiralty  assumed  the  responsibility  for  the  provision  of 
Naval  Armaments,  this  fact  is  creditable  to  all  concerned  in  bringing  up  the 
reserves  to  their  present  condition. 

The  following  statement  shows  the  number  of  heavy  guns  in  course  of 
manufacture,  distinguishing  old  and  new  orders.  It  may  be  observed  that,  if 
the  contract  dates  for  delivery  of  the  guns  ordered  for  the  ships  included  in  the 
new  programme  are  adhered  to,  the  guns  will  be  completed  in  ample  time  for  the 
ships  requiring  them. 


Uncompleted  Obdebs  for  Heavy  B.L.  Guns. 


Nature  of  Qun. 

Old  Orders. 

New  Orders. 

Total. 

16*a5-lnch  llO-tons 

3 

3 

6 

13-5-inch  67-ton8       

8 

40 

48- 

10-inch  29-tons         

5 

16 

21 

9'2-inch  22-ton8                    

9 

28 

37 

Total         

25 

87 

112 

The  magnitude  of  the  task  which  has  been  accomplished  in  re-arming  our 
Fleet  with  breech-loading  guns  of  the  latest  pattern,  and  the  rapidity  with  whick 
the  work  has  been  done,  is  shown  by  the  following  table  : — 
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No.  of  B.L.  GanB, 
afloat  and  mounted. 

31  March,  1881       Nil. 

31  March,  1885       507 

31  December,  1889 1,293 

There  were,  in  addition,  at  the  end  of  December,  1889,  169  B.L.  gnns  in 
reserve,  a  number  which  during  the  last  few  weeks  has  been  considerably  in- 
creased.    This  is  independent  of  the  quick-firing  guns  of  small  calibre. 

Notwithstanding  the  great  general  advance  thus  shown  there  have  been 
^serious  delays,  notably  in  the  case  of  guns  of  heavy  calibre,  in  providing  the 
:armament  of  certain  of  our  large  battle  ships  and  cruisers.  These  difficulties  are 
largely  attributable  to  the  unfortunate  policy  by  which  the  Ordnance  Select  Com- 
mittee was  abolished  in  1868,  no  steps  being  taken  to  supply  its  place  till  1879. 
The  experiments  and  accumulation  of  data  necessary  for  the  acquirement  of 
technical  knowledge  to  keep  pace  with  the  times  were  stopped  for  10  years,  and 
when  the  adoption  of  breech-loading  guns  was  eventually  decided  upon,  it  became 
necessary,  in  order  to  prevent  delay  in  the  completion  of  ships,  to  press  on  with 
the  construction  of  the  guns  without  those  previous  experiments  which  would  have 
detected  the  weak  points  in  their  design.  These  difficulties  have  now  been  over- 
come, and  it  may  be  fairly  hoped  that  no  serious  delay  will  hereafter  occur  in 
providing  ships  approaching  completion  with  their  necessary  armament.  The 
"  Trafalgar,"  the  first  large  shipbmlt  under  the  new  system,  will  be  in  commission 
with  all  her  equipment  complete  within  little  more  than  four  years  from  the 
•date  of  her  commencement. 

During  the  past  year  the  110- ton  guns  forming  the  main  armament  of  the 
**  Victoria "  and  "  Sans  Pareil "  have  been  subjected  to  a  series  of  exhaustive 
proofs.  One  o^  the  two  guns  of  the  original  armament  of  the  "  Victoria "  de- 
veloped symptoms  of  a  want  of  girder  strength  at  proof,  and  after  firing  nearly 
10  tons  of  powder  in  further  tests,  was  returned  to  the  contractors.  In  the 
opinion  both  of  the  naval,  military,  and  civil  experts  who  examined  the  gun,  it 
could  have  been  safely  used  on  service  had  the  necessity  arisen,  but  as  it  v^ras 
not  a  perfect  gun  it  could  not  be  accepted  for  the  service  of  the  Navy.  The  other 
gun  did  pass  proof,  but  certain  improvements  were  suggested  as  to  its  hooping. 
As  two  fresh  guns  embodying  these  improvements  are  available,  both  guns  have 
gone  back  to  the  contractors  for  alterations. 

The  present  Board  of  Admiralty  have  substituted  as  the  main  armament  of 
all  the  battle  ships  they  have  laid  down  guns  of  a  smaller  calibre,  for  they  con- 
sider the  110-ton  gun  too  large  and  weighty  for  general  use,  though  the  intro- 
duction of  a  limited  number  of  these  heavy  guns  into  the  Naval  Service  was 
perfectly  justifiable,  as  the  gun  was  in  existence,  and  was,  so  far  as  penetration 
and  destruction  are  concerned,  the  most  powerful  weapon  in  the  world.  Three 
ships  only  will  be  armed  with  them. 

In  comparing  the  effective  power  of  heavy  guns  there  are  two]  points  to  be 
<x»nsidered  : — 

(a)  Their  ability  to  penetrate  armour. 

(b)  The  destructive  power  of  their  shell. 

As  the  unarmoured  portion  of  any  armoured  vessel  is  so  considerable,  and  so 
far  in  excess  of  the  armoured  portion,  the  shell  power  of  the  gun  is  a  most  im- 
portant consideration. 

Now,  in  estimating  the  amount  of  damage  which  two  shells  will  inflict,  the 
generally  accepted  rule  is  that  the  damage  done  vdll  vary  as  the  squares  of  the 
bursting  charges. 

The  67-ton  gun  carries  an  armour-piercing  projectile  of  1,250  lbs.  weight, 
capable  of  penetrating  at  1,000  yards  a  steel  plate  24*3  inches  in  thickness,  with  a 
bursting  charge   of  85  lbs.    in  the  common  shell.     The   110-ton  gun  carries  an 
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■armour-piercing  projectile  of  1,800  lbs.,  capable  at  1,000  yards  of  penetrating  27*4 
inches  of  steel,  with  a  bursting  charge  of  180  lbs.  in  the  common  shell. 

Thus  the  proportionate  damage  which  the  bigger  gun  can  inflict,  as  regards 
shell  power,  is  in  higher  ratio  to  its  weight  than  that  of  the  lesser  gun,  for  while 
the  weight  of  the  bursting  charge  of  the  shell  in  the  one  case  is  only  about  twice 
that  of  the  other,  the  damage  produced  will  be  about  four  or  five  times  as  great. 
It  seems,  therefore,  that  in  the  absence  of  any  data  as  to  the  results  of  a  conflict 
between  armour  and  guns  afloat,  our  predecessors  in  office  cannot  in  any  way  be 
blamed  for  giving  to  the  British  Navy  the  use  of  a  very  limited  number  of  guns 
of  this  exceptional  power,  especially  as  the  hydraulic  mountings  upon  which  they 
are  placed  are  so  effective  and  easily  worked  that  there  is  little  difference  in  the 
interval  of  fire  between  these  guns  and  those  weighing  only  45  tons. 

The  "  Benbow  "  is  at  present  the  only  vessel  in  commission  armed  with  these 
guns.  The  latest  report  received  from  the  officer  commanding,  dated  February, 
1890,  states  (the  vessel  having  been  in  commission  since  June,  1888,  and  the  guns 
having  been  periodically  tried)  that  "  the  110-ton  guns  do  not  show  the  slightest 
aign  of  any  weakness  in  their  construction,  and  the  officers  and  men  have  com- 
plete confidence  in  them." 

It  is  sometimes  assumed  that  in  the  British  Navy  the  heavy  guns  now  form- 
ing the  main  armament  of  our  fighting  ships  are  of  excessive  calibre  as  compared 
-with  those  in  use  in  other  navies.  The  following  comparison  between  the  heavy 
guns  afloat  in  the  French  and  English  Navies  disposes  of  this  theory. 

Total  number  of  heavy  B.L.  guns  of  8-inches  calibre  and  upwards,  of  modem 
type,  mounted  in  English  and  French  ships  : — 


FRENCH. 

ENGLISH. 

13-mch  and  upwards     ...          

^inch  to  13-inch            

20 
22 

42 

22 
66 

Total         

88 

Note—  Only  guns  of  a  length  of  bore  of  20  calibres  and  over  have  been  taken. 

Although  some  difference  of  opinion  may  exist  amongst  naval  officers  aa  to 
the  calibre  and  weight  of  guns  most  suitable  to  individual  ships,  nothing  but 
approval  has  been  expressed  as  to  the  efficiency  and  quality  of  the  guns  provided. 
A  careful  comparison  between  the  ballijstics  of  our  guns  with  those  of  foreign 
makers  is  in  our  favour. 

It  may,  therefore,  safely  be  asserted  that  in  all  the  essentials  that  constitute 
an  effective  gun — accuracy  and  rapidity  of  fire,  handiness,  penetration,  and 
durability — our  guns  are  equal  to  any  guns  in  existence. 

The  above  opinion  has  not  been  hastily  arrived  at.  Three  years  ago  the 
failure  of  a  45-ton  gun  on  board  the  "  CoUingwood,"  the  difficulties  caused  by  the 
premature  introduction  of  liners  into  new  heavy  guns,  the  want  of  reserves  of 
ammunition,  the  lack  of  sufficient  plant  and  machinery,  and  of  satisfactory  inter- 
communication between  the  War  Office  and  Adnnralty — caused  considerable 
apprehension  in  the  minds  of  the  Admiralty  as  to  how  urgent  naval  wants  could, 
under  the  existing  system,  be  adequately  met.  The  improvements  that  h  ave 
fdnce  taken  place  are  largely  due  to  the  personal  superintendence  and  impulse 
"which  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  himself  has  given  to  the  enlargement  and 
reform  of  the  system  he  found  in  existence. 
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The  Navy  speak  on  ordnance  questions  as  users  of  the  articles  sapplied,  bat. 
they  are  not  responsible  either  for  the  design  or  mannfactore  of  the  weapons  with 
which  thej  are  armed,  except  so  ^ur  as  gun  mountings  and  torpedoes  are  con- 
cerned. Eyery  gun  on  board  ship  has,  after  it  has  passed  proof,  to  be  tried  with 
fall  service  charges  by  naval  officers,  to  test  the  g^un  mounting  upon  which  it  is. 
placed.  Every  gun  so  passed,  with  its  gun  mounting,  is  tested  once  a  quarter 
when  in  commission,  and  the  charges  fired  are  heavier  than  those  in  use  in  other 
navies.  The  experience  thus  gained  by  naval  officers  during  the  past  four  years 
in  the  practical  use  of  modem  breech-loading  guns  is  unique.  The  absolutely 
unanimous  evidence  of  all  so  engaged  is  highly  favourable  to  the  quality  of  the 
^riuis  they  have  been  handling. 

During  the  year  ended  31  December,  1889,  478  Whitehead  torpedoes  were 
manufactured  and  issued  for  the  Naval  Service.  To  meet  the  wants  of  the  New 
Programme,  the  output  will  have  to  be  considerably  increased  this  year.  A  much 
more  powerful  torpedo  has  been  adopted  with  successful  results. 

The  experiments  with  submerged  torpedo  discharge  apparatus,  mentioned  in 
last  year's  Report,  have  been  practically  brought  to  a  conclusion,  and  from  the 
results  of  these  experiments  it  has  been  decided  to  fit  a  considerable  number  of 
ships  with  this  apparatus. 


NEW  WORKS. 


The  undermentioned  new  works  have  been  completed  since  the  date  of  the 
last  statement : — 

Extension  of  Haulbowline  Yard,  New  Foundry  at  Chatham  Dockjrard,  Torpedo 
Range  at  Portsmouth,  and  accommodation  for  Torpedo  Boats  at  Gibraltar. 

During  the  present  financial  year  the  works  connected  with  improved 
arrangements  for  coaling  at  Portsmouth  and  Portland  have  been  commenced ;  the 
dredging  of  the  channel  in  the  river  Medway  is  approaching  completion,  as  are 
also  the  principal  buildings  for  the  Naval  barracks  on  Whale  Islemd,  which  are 
already  occupied  by  400  men. 

The  Dock  subsidized  by  the  Admiralty  and  built  by  private  enterprise  at 
Halifax  is  practically  completed,  and  will  accommodate  any  ship  at  present  in  the 
Navy. 

The  Admiralty  have  been  carefully  considering  the  provision  of  a  dock  at 
Gibraltar,  and  have  selected  a  site  for  it.  They  have  every  hope  that  the  dock 
will  soon  be  undertaken  by  private  enterprise,  with  help  and  encouragement  from 
the  Imperial  Government. 

Plans  for  the  proposed  naval  dock  at  Bombay  have  been  prepared  by  Sir  J» 
Coode,  under  instructions  from  the  India  Office,  but  no  funds  have  as  yet  been 
allotted  for  the  purpose. 

The  estimate  for  the  New  Works  Vote  for  1890-91  would  have  been  oon^ 
siderably  less  than  that  for  1889-90,  but  that  a  sum  of  £49,290  has  been  charged 
to  this  Vote  for  storehouses  and  works  constructed  mainly  by  the  War  Depart- 
ment for  Naval  Ordnance  Stores.  This  expenditure,  over  which  the  Admiralty  has 
little  or  no  control,  has  raised  the  total  of  the  Estimate  to  X445,800,  but  even  thia 
is  £5,200  less  than  the  amount  voted  for  1889-90. 


MOBILIZATION  AND  PERSONNEL. 


The  various  Returns  received  during  the  last  year,  as  well  as  the  Reports  of 
inspections  and  the  work  of  the  manoeuvres,  all  show  that  the  discipline,  efficiency^ 
and  health  of  the  Navy  are  most  satisflkctory.  The  ratios  of  mortality  and  sickne» 
are  the  lowest  recorded  since  1856. 
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Throughout  the  year  both  divisions  of  the  Intelligence  Department,  as  well 
as  the  executive  depaj'tments  of  the  Admiralty,  have  been  engaged  in  improving 
our  system  of  preparation  for  war.  Some  results  of  the  past  work  of  the  Mobiliza- 
tion Scheme  were  disclosed  in  the  assembling  of  the  Fleet  for  the  Naval  Inspec- 
tion of  the  5th  August,  and  the  subsequent  manoeuvres.  It  was  decided  to 
commission  for  the  latter  50  vessels,  large  and  small,  and  38  torpedo  boats.  On 
the  18th  July,  44  vessels  and  the  38  torpedo  boats  were  put  in  commission.  By 
the  23rd,  or  within  five  days,  the  torpedo  boats  and  39  vessels,  starting  from  the 
several  naval  ports,  had  actually  reached  Spithead,  where  they  were  shortly  after 
joined  by  the  remainder,  and  where  the  Channel,  First  Reserve,  and  Training 
Squadrons  also  assembled.  The  Fleet  thus  formed  comprised  73  ships  and  gun- 
boats, and  38  torpedo  boats,  with  complements  df  more  than  22,000  officers  andl 
men,  of  which  the  number  "  mobilized  "  amounted  to  nearly  16,000. 

In  Naval  Mobilization,  however,  the  assembling  of  the  personnel  is  a  matter 
of  much  less  magnitude  than  the  operations  involved  in  the  issue,  moving,  and 
embarkation  of  materiel,  and  the  subsequent  maintenance  of  supplies.  The  results- 
of  the  arrangements  made  in  anticipation  of  these  operations  were  very  satisfactory 

The  personnel  proved  nearly  adequate  to  the  requirements.  In  several  of  the 
larger  classes  there  were  no  deficiencies.  The  united  engine-room  complements^ 
of  the  mobilized  ships  amounted  to  more  than  3,500 ;  and  when  the  Fleets  put  to- 
sea  there  were  only  14  stokers  of  all  ratings  short.  The  signal  staff  was  more 
deficient ;  but  the  establishment  had  not  long  been  increased,  and  time  was,  of 
course,  required  to  complete  the  recruiting  of  the  staff  up  to  the  higher  numbers- 
decided  upon. 

The  value  of  the  mobilization  of  the  Fleet  in  annually  gauging  how  far  the 
numbers  on  the  active  list  are  sufficient  for  the  efficient  manning  of  the  Fleet 
cannot  be  over  estimated. 

The  alteration  in  the  character,  armament,  and  engine  power  of  new  war  ship& 
necessitates  corresponding  changes  in  the  ratings  and  complements  appropriated  to 
the  older  types  of  war  vessels.  Actual  experience  alone  can  prove  the  adequacy 
and  suitability  of  the  new  complements  provided.  The  reports  of  the  officers  in 
command  give  a  mass  of  most  Suable  information  on  all  these  involved  questions,. 
and  it  is  only  by  careful  noting  and  annually  taking  action  upon  the  s^tements 
thus  obtained  that  the  ships  in  reserve  can  each  be  rapidly  provided  with  a^ 
thoroughly  effective  complement. 

A  considerable  addition  to  the  numbers  voted  last  year  is  now  proposed,  whilst 
additional  inducements  to  join,  as  well  as  increase  of  numbers,.have  been  associated' 
with  the  Eoyal  Naval  Beserve.  These  proposals  are  all  part  of  the  system  by  which 
an  endeavour  is  year  by  year  made  to  work  up  in  advance  the  manning  resources 
of  the  Navy  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  new  ships  completing  or  building,  so 
that  when  a  ship  is  equipped  no  delay  may  occur,  for  want  of  personnel^  in  its- 
forming  an  effective  part  of  the  naval  force  of  the  country. 

The  increase   of  3,400  is  mainly  composed  of  Engine-room  Artificers  an 
Stokers,  the  remainder  being  chiefly  boys  entered  for  training. 

Out  of  the  numbers  proposed  for  1890-91,  provision  is  made,  as  before  stated,, 
-lev  manning  the  special  Australasian  Squadron  and  certain  ships  and  vessels  of  the 
Indian  Government.     The  number  required  for  this  purpose  is  respectively,  858- 
and  569  officers  and  men. 

The  steady  and  continuous  development  of  the  Fleet  contemplated  under  the 
Naval  Defence  Act  necessitates  a  carefal  consideration  of  the  means  by  which  the 
personnel  can  be  simultaneously  raised  to  meet  the  increased  requirements  of  the 
Navy.  The  value  of  the  Act,  and  of  the  principle  it  established,  that  shipbuilding 
shordd  be  regulated,  not  by  the  financial  exigencies  of  any  particular  year,  but  by 
ascertained  naval  requirements  embodied  in  an  authorised  programme  spread  over 
several  years,  would  be  nullified  if,  on  the  completion  of  the  vessels  thus  authorised^ 
they  were  found  to  be  useless  for  want  of  crews. 
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The  establishment  (independent  of  reserves  and  pensioners)  will  for  the  present 
;year  stand  at  68,800,  being  an  increase  of  3,400  over  that  of  last  year,  and  of  6,400 
over  that  which  preceded  it.  The  great  majority  of  this  force  consists  of  continnonB 
.service  men,  who  ultimately  retire  upon  pensions. 

It  would  be  unreasonable  to  expect  that  the  whole  of  the  extra  force  required 
for  the  next  four  years  should  be  obtained  simply  by  additions  to  the  permanent 
establishment  of  the  Navy.  To  the  naval  reserves  we  must  therefore  look  to  largely 
supply  these  prospective  deficiencies.  A  steady  development  of  this  force,  both  of 
officers  and  men,  side  by  side  with  a  fixed  annual  augmentation  of  the  numbers  of 
blue- jackets  and  marines,  is  the  combination  to  be  promoted. 

BoTAL  Naval  Reserve. 
At  the  close  of   1888  when  the  effect  of  the  Regulations  of  June,  1886,  was 
l)^nning  to  be  felt,  there  were,  on  the  Active  List — 

Lieutenants           ...          ...          ...  ...  59 

Sub-Lieutenants   ...          ...          ...  ...  154 

Midshipmen          ...          ...         ...  ...  140 

Engineers  and  Assistant  Engineers  ...  32 

hnt  it  was  found  that  the  number  of  Lieutenants  and  Sub-Lieutenants  did  not  grow 
.in  proportion  to  the  needs  of  the  Reserve,  though  there  was  a  desirable  class  of 
officers  serving  in  large  Steam  Ship  Companies,  who  were  anxious  to  enter  the 
Beserve,  but  who  were  debarred  by  the  existing  Regulations. 

Two  measures  were  therefore  introduced  by  Order  in  Council,  which — 

1st  reduced  the  service  qualification  of  Midshipmen  for  promotion  in  favour 
of  those  who  had  undergone  a  course  of  1 2  months'  training  in  a 
man-of-war  at  sea,  and 
2nd  relaxed  the  standard  of  qualification  for  the  direct  entry  of  Sub- 
Lieutenants  by  admitting  2nd  and  3rd  Mates  of  large  ocean-going 
passenger  steamers  provided  they  had  six  years'  service  at  sea  and 
had  passed  an  examination  for  Master. 

The  result  has  been  that  at  the  present  time  there  are  202  Sub-Lieutenants 
-on  the  List,  51  of  whom  have  entered  under  the  amended  rules. 

The  Lieutenant's  List  has  also  been  increased  to  103,  partly  by  promotion  and 
partly  by  admitting  direct  from  the  Mercantile  Marine  a  selection  from  the  candi- 
dates who  fulfilled  the  ordinary  requirements,  and  by  giving  to  those  Sub- 
Lieutenants  who  had  undergone  12  months'  naval  training  the  advantage  of 
allowing  junior  service  in  the  Mercantile  Marine  to  count  as  a  qualification  for 
promotion. 

The  following  Statement  shows  the  number  of  officers  now  on  the  List  com- 
pared with  the  numbers  at  the  end  of  1888,  and  the  number  estimated  for  1890,  as 
well  as  the  numbers  in  the  difEeront  ranks  who  have  had  a  year's  naval  training, 
or  have  cruised  at  sea  in  the  Evolutionary  Squadron  : — 


31  December 
1888. 

31  December 
1889. 

Estimated  for 
1890. 

Lieutenants    ... 

59 

103 

135 

Sub-Lieutenants        

154 

202 

250 

Midshipmen 

140 

173 

200 

Engineers  and  Assistant  Engineers... 

32 

66 

100 
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Officers  who  have  completed  a  year's  training  during 
1889— 

Lieutenants  ...  ...  ...  ...  6 

Sub-Lieutenants       ...         ...  ...         ...  5 

Midshipmen 


2 
—  13 


Officers  who  have  completed  their  training  this  year,  or 
are  now  under  training — 

Lieutenants ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  15 

Sub-Lieutenants       ...         ...         ...  ...  5 

Midshipmen...  ...  ...         ...         ...  4 
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Total  number  of  Officers  who  have  been  trained  or  are 
under  training ...         ...         ...         ...  ...         ...         ...  ...  40 

Officers,  not  under  training,  who  have  been  through 
«  Excellent  "  or  "  Vernon  "  since  31  December,  1888— 

Lieutenants  ...  ...  ...         ...  6 

Sub-Lieutenants       ...  ...         ...         ...  1 

Midshipmen  ...  ...  ..  ...  1 

—  8 

Officers,  not  under  training,  who  served  in  Fleet  during 
Summer  Manoeuvres,  1889 — 

Lieutenants  ...  ...  ...  ...  5 

Sub-Lieutenants       ...  ...  ...  ...  7 

Midshipmen  ...         ...  ...         ...  3 

—  15 

The  public  spirit  of  shipowners  has  contributed  not  a  little  to  this  satisfactory 
result,  by  inducing  their  officers  to  join  the  Reserve,  and  by  giving  those  already 
in  the  Reserve  facilities  to  join  the  Navy  for  a  year's  training,  or  for  other  shorter 
periods  of  instruction.  During  1889  the  number  of  officers  who  came  forward  as 
candidates  for  the  Reserve  was  very  far  in  excess  of  the  number  in  previous  years. 

Service  at  sea  in  H.M.  ships  has  brought  the  officers  of  the  Merchant  Navy  in 
touch  with  the  officers  of  the  Royal  Navy,  and,  among  other  advantages,  the 
training  and  experience  of  man-of-war  life  and  naval  disci pHne  have  unquestionably 
enhanced  the  value  of  the  Reserve  of  officers  as  a  fighting  force.  In  1889, 
37  officers  either  underwent  or  were  undergoing  12  months'  training  at  sea,  and,  in 
addition,  eight  have  undergone  a  course  of  20  weeks'  gunnery  and  torpedo  training, 
and  15  have  been  appointed  to  H.M.  ships  for  Summer  Manoeuvres ;  fchus  a  total  of 
60  officers  have  actually  served  in  Her  Majesty's  ships. 

The  numbers  of  1st  and  2nd  class  Reserve  have  been  kept  up  to  the  full 
number  of  19,600,  viz.,  9,600  1st  class,  and  10,000  2nd  class.  It  is  proposed  to 
increase  the  2nd  class  during  the  present  year  by  1,000. 

The  number  of  Firemen  R.N.R.  is  slowly  increasing.  They  now  number  548 
as  against  439  at  the  beginning  of  1889. 

In  order  to  give  additional  facilities  for  training  the  men,  increased  accommo- 
dation at  existing  batteries  is  being  provided  and  arrangements  are  in  progress 
for  placing  new  lotteries  at  convenient  centres  round  the  coast  to  train  the  seafaring 
population. 

On  the  whole  the  result  of  the  year  has  been  extremely  satisfactory,  and  there 
is  no  reason  to  doubt  but  that,  in  case  of  need,  the  regular  forces  maintained  for  the 
naval  service  of  the  country  would  be  well  supplemented  and  supported  by  the 
Royal  Naval  Reserve. 
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ROTAL  Marines. 

Nearly  the  whole  of  the  additional  ntimbers  voted  last  year,  viz.,  1,100,  have 
"been  raised  without  difficulty,  and  without  any  iq)preciable  difference  in  the  class 
•of  recruits.  It  is  expected  that  the  whole  of  the  extra  number  will  be  completed 
before  the  end  of  the  financial  year.  A  large  portion  of  those  raised  in  the  early 
part  of  the  year  have  already  &iished  their  training  at  the  dep6t,  and  joined  their 
divisions  to  complete  their  cLrills  for  service  afloat. 

The  increased  establishment  of  marine  buglers  formed  in  lieu  of  seamen 
bugler  boys  has  been  completed,  and  many  of  the  new  entries  have  been  already 
embarked. 

The  efficiency  of  the  corps  in  all  military  drills  and  naval  gunnery  has  been 
fully  maintained,  and  instruction  in  military  training,  reconnaissance,  and  field 
sketching  carried  out. 

With  regard  to  discipline,  it  is  satis&ictory  to  note  bhat,  as  compared  with  past 
jrears,  there  is  a  general  decrease  of  military  offences,  and  a  marked  decrease  in  the 
number  of  cases  of  drunkenness. 

During  the  past  year  the  regulations  under  which  young  officers  on  first 
entry  joined  their  Divisional  Head  Quarters  for  training  have  been  modified  ;  the 
Infantry,  equally  with  the  Artillery,  will  now  join  the  Royal  Naval  College  at 
Greenwich,  where  they  will  have  advantages  not  open  to  them  under  the  old 
system. 

A  large  proportion  of  the  corps  were  mobilized  during  the  past  year,  the 
embarkations  being  effected  with  every  despatch. 

In  addition  to  the  naval  ratings  already  held  by  Marines,  the  corps  has  lately 
been  called  upon  to  furnish  volunteers  for  the  Sick  Berth  Staff,  for  which  eligible 
•candidates  presented  themselves  without  delay. 

A  limited  number  of  men  of  the  Royal  Marines  will  be  trained  in  fleet 
signalling,  to  be  employed  if  required  as  signalmen  on  board  ship. 

Naval  Medical  Service. 

The  experience  of  the  Naval  Medical  Department  during  the  past  year  has  been 
most  satisfactory. 

The  competitions  for  the  entry  of  Surgeons  have  been  productive  of  gratifying 
results. 

It  has  been  thought  desirable,  in  the  interest  of  the  Naval  Service,  to  establish 
a  Board  of  Examiners,  to  be  under  the  immediate  control  of  the  Admiralty,  and 
independent  of  the  Army,  for  the  examination  of  candidates  for  entry  into  the 
Medical  Branch  of  the  Navy.  The  Admiralty  accepted  the  generous  offer  of  Sir 
Andrew  Clark,  the  distinguished  President  of  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians,  to 
undertake  gratuitously  the  Presidency  of  this  Board,  which  is  composed  of  the 
following  eminent  members  of  the  medical  profession : — Sir  Dyce  Duckworth, 
Lecturer  and  Physician  to  St  Bartholomew's  Hospital ;  Sir  W.  MacCormac,  Pro- 
fessor of  Surgery  at  St.  Thomas's  Hospital ;  Mr.  George  Makins,  Assistant-Surgeon 
and  Lecturer  at  St.  Thomas's  Hospital ;  and  Dr.  Shore,  Lecturer  at  St.  Bartholo- 
mew's Hospital. 

This  change  has  necessitated  the  discontinuance  of  a  system  which  had  been  in 
force  for  some  years,  and  under  which  these  examinations  had  been  held  conjointly 
with  those  for  the  Army  and  Indian  Services. 

Arrangements  for  Coaling  and  Distributing  Intelligence  during 
1889  Manceuvres. 

It  was  estimated  that  the  1889  Manoeuvre  Fleet  would  require  40,500  tons  of 
coal.  The  quantity  actually  sent  to,  and  demanded  by,  the  oflBcers  in  command 
during  the  manoeuvres  wa«  38,749  tons,  or  within  1,750  tons  of  the  estimate. 
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In  all,  27  vessels  were  employed  as  colliers.  Of  these,  25  were  taken  np  by 
the  Contract  Department  for  service  during  the  actual  progress  of  the  manoeuvres. 
Of  the  latter,  several  made  more  than  one  trip.  A  Lieutenant  was  appointed  to 
take  charge  of  the  coaling  arrangements  of  each  main  Fleet.  These  arrangements 
showed  a  marked  advance  over  those  of  the  preceding  year,  and  it  may  be  fairly 
asserted  that  the  problem  of  supplying  coal  to  a  Fleet  rapidly  moving  from  place  to 
place  has  been  partially  solved. 

An  organized  plan  of  collecting  and  distributing  intelligence  was  worked  by 
the  Intelligence  Department  during  the  1889  manoeuvres  with  gratifying  results. 
This  indispensable  element  in  an  efficient  system  of  preparation  for  war  may  be 
flaid  to  be  secured. 


DISTRIBUTION    OF    FLEET. 


Various  changes  and  alterations  in  tl^e  strength  and  composition  of  the 
:8quadrons  abroad  and  the  Channel  and  Mediterranean  and  reserve  ships  at  home 
have  been  recently  made. 

The  completion  during  the  last  two  years  of  so  large  a  number  of  battle  ships 
and  cruisers  has  enabled  the  Admiralty  to  raise  the  effective  strength  of  the  Navy 
in  commission  by  the  substitution  on  distant  stations  of  more  powerful  vessels  as 
reliefs,*  and  in  the  Mediterranean  and  home  waters  by  changes  of  a  much  more 
important  character. 

The  Mediterranean  Squadron  has  been  raised  to  a  force  of  10  battle  ships  and 
two  bslted  cruisers.     At  this  strength  it  will  be  permanently  maintained. 

The  Channel  Squadron  until  quite  recently  has  been  looked  upon  as  a  training 
squadron,  and  has  been  composed  of  the  older  ironclads,  broadside  vessels  fully 
rigged  and  capable  of  carrying  large  complements  of  men.  It  was  assumed  that 
these  crews,  or  a  portion  of  them,  could,  on  an  emergency,  be  turned  over  to  the 
more  modern  ships  which  were  in  reserve.  The  experience,  however,  of  the 
manoeuvres  has  shown  that  the  complexity  and  variety  of  the  fittings  and  machinery 
of  modem  war  vessels  renders  it  impracticable  for  any  crew,  however  good  their 
general  training  may  be,  to  satisfactorily  handle  at  the  outset  a  new  ship  to  which 
they  had  been  hastily  transferred. 

It  has,  therefore,  been  decided  to  alter  the  character  and  composition  of  the 
Ohannel  Fleet  by  converting  it  into  a  squadron  of  modern  ships  of  high  speed  and 
large  coal  endurance.  At  the  return  of  the  vessels  now  cruising  this  change  will 
take  place,  and  the  squadron  will  hereafter  consist  of  four  armoured  ships  of  the 
^'Admiral "  class  and  two  belted  cruisers. 

The  proposed  substitution  of  four  seagoing  ironclads  as  flagships,  in  place  of 
wooden  hulks,  in  the  four  home  ports,  will  be  shortly  completed. 

When  these  changes  are  carried  out  there  will  be,  independently  of  the  so- 
called  Channel  Squadron,  a  large  force  in  the  Channel  and  home  waters  available 
«t  very  short  notice  for  active  service. 

Ist.  Four  ironclads  in  commission  as  flagships  at  home  ports.  •  These  vessels 
being  fully  commissioned,  and*  having  all  their  stores  on  board,  willjbe  ready  at  a 
few  hours'  notice. 

2nd.  The  nine  armourclads  in  commission,  and  associated  with  the  Coastguard 
43ystem.  The  arrangements  in  connection  with  this  reserve  are  such  that  they  will 
be  ready  for  sea  in  48  hours. 

3rd.  The  vessels  in  the  ]  st  Class  Steam  Ressrve  in  the  home  ports.  On  the 
1st  July  they  will  comprise  six  ironclads,  two  belted  cruisers,  and  16  cruisers, 
besides  coast  defence  vessels  and  gun  and  torpedo  boats.     Under  the  mobilization 
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scheme  all  these  vessels  should  be  ready  for  service  in  five  days,  and  several 
of  them — viz.,  those  which  act  as  tenders  for  the  gunnery  ships — ^in  a  much  less 
time. 

There  are  thus  available  from  these  sources  alone,  for  the  defence  of  home 
waters,  within  less  than  a  week,  19  ironclads  (including  those  of  the  older  type^ 
and  18  cruisers,  besides  small  craft. 

The  Channel  Squadron  is,  therefore,  no  longer  specially  required  for  the  pur- 
poses implied  by  its  name.  This  name  it  is  not  proposed  to  alter,  Portsmouth 
and  Devonport  still  continuing  to  be  the  headquarters  of  the  squadron.  The 
Channel  Squadron  will,  however,  be  available  for  other  service  if  so  required,  and 
by  its  conversion  into  a  powerful  squadron,  homogeneous  in  speed  and  cc^  en- 
durance, the  radius  and  rapidity  of  its  action  will  be  largely  increased. 

By  thus  distributing  and  grading  our  reserve  ships  we  hope  to  ensure  that 
the  steps  necessary  to  render  &em  fit  for  sea  can  be  taken  rapidly,  continuously, 
and  without  confusion,  enabling  us  to  bring  up  in  successive  lines  a  force  at  short 
notice,  more  than  sufficient  for  the  protection  of  our  home  waters. 

GEORGE  HAMILTON. 

4th  March,  1890. 
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Explanation  op  the  Abbreviations. 

Bills,  Bead  1*,  2«,  3»,  or  1*,  2*,  3%  Bead  the  First,  Second,  or  Third  Time.—In  Speeches, 
IB.,  2B.,  SB.,  Speech  delivered  on  the  First,  Second^  or  Third  Beading. — Amendt,  Amend- 
ment.— Res.,  Besolntion. — Coram, ^  Committee. — Re-Comm,,  Be- Committal. — B.  P.,  Beport 
Progress. — I.,  Lords. — c,  Commons. 

When  in  this  lodez  a  *  is  added  to  the  Beading  of  a  Bill,  it  indicates  that  no  Debate  took 
place  npon  that  stage  of  the  measure. 

The  subjects  of  debate  have  been,  as  far  as  possible,  classified  under  *' General  Headings:" — 
eg,.  Army— Navy— India— Ibe LAND — Scotland— Pabliament—Poob  Law— Post  Office — 
Hbtbopolis — Chubch  of  England — Education — Law  and  Justice  and  Police — Laboub- 
Tbade,  and  Commerce. 


Admiralty— (*ee  Navy) 

Admiralty — First  Lord    (see  Hamilton, 
Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  F.) 

Admiralty — Civil    Lord    (see    Ashmeai>- 
Bartlett,  Mr.  E.) 

Admiralty — Secretary  to  (see  Forwood, 
Mr.  A.  B.) 

Advocate,    The    Lord    (see    Robertson, 
Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Africa 

Association  of  Liverpool,  Question,  Mr.  S. 
Smich ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  Mar  7,  253 

Liquor  Tragic,  Question,  Mr.  Howorth ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Mar  17,  1005 

Aprica  (South  Coast) 

Joharvneshwrg,  Disturbances  oi,  Question, 
Mr.  O.  y.  Morgan;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  Mar  6,  130 

Natal — Ctywrt  of  Appeal,  Question,  Mr. 
Atherley- Jones ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  Mar  14,  879 
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Africa  (Sooth  Coast) — cont. 

South  African  Company,  Questions,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  Dr.  Clark;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  Mar  13, 
708;  Questions,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Dr. 
Clark;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  Mar  18, 1141 

Swaziland,  Question,  Mr.  Ban  man  n  ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Socretiry  for  the  Colo- 
nies Mar  II,  502;  Questione,  Mr.  Labou* 
obere,  Mr.  O.  V.  Morgan ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Tieasury  Mar  18,  1139; 
Question,  Mr.  M.  FerguFon;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  20, 
1258 ;  Postponement  of  Motion  (Mr.  W. 
F.  Lawrence)  Mar  18,  1147 

Tra/nsvaal,  Question,  Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  Mar  10,  346 

Africa  (West  Coast) 

Royal  Niger  Cotnpawy,  Question,  Mr.  Picion; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Mar  7,  254 

Agricvltural  Department  (see  Board  of 
Agriculture) 

Allotmeiits  Act  (1887)  AmeudmeiLt  Bill 

c.  Bead  2«  Mar  24,  1723 
4  C 
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AUotmerUs  Act  Amendment  Bill 
QoestioDS,   Mr.   Winterbotham,  Mr.  Oobb; 
Aniwers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treainry 
Mar  21,  1517 

Allotmsnts  Act 

Qaestion,  Sir  W.  Foster;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
W.  Lowther  Mar  14,  879 ;  Questions,  Mr. 
J.  Collings;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Local  Goyemment  Board,  Mr.  J.  W. 
Lowther  Mar  25, 1815 

Ambrose,  Mr.  W.,  Middlesex,  Harrow 
London  Street  (Strand  Improyement)  Bill, 
2B.  1121 

Ahebica 

Behring  8ea$  FiMheries,  Question,  Mr.  M. 
Ferguson ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  14,  867 

Copyright  in  th9  United  States,  Question, 
Mr.  Baohanan ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  18, 1135 

Amebica  (Westbbn  States) 

Cuttle,  Question,  Mr.  Barclay ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  A^griooltare  Mar 
11,  499 

Anstbutheb,   Mp.    H.    T.,  St.  Andrews, 
Ac. 
Sootland — Honing  Fisheries  Act — **  Lewis  t;. 
Benton,"  998 

Archdeaconry  of  Cornwall  Bill 

L  Bead  3*  •  and  pasted  Mar  6,  107 
c.  Bead  1«  •  Mar  14,  960 

Armenu 
Atrodtiee  in.  Question,  Mr.  F.   Stevenson; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Mar  13,  716 

Army 

Administration  Report,  Question,  Mr.  D.  Craw- 
ford; Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Mar  13, 723 

Auxiliary  Forces 
Volunteers 

Adjutants'  Allowances,  Question,  Colonel 
Eyre ;  Answet,  The  Financial  Secre- 
tary  for  Wsr  Mar  20,  1254 

Bloomshwry  liijies.  Question,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  Mar  24,  1680 

Capitation  Qrant,  Question,  Mr.  Mao 
Innes ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  Mar  24.  1689 

Equipments,  Observations,  Earl  Percy, 

'  Marquess  of  Bipon,  Viscount  Bury, 

Lord  Wantage,  Lord  Sandhurst,  Esrl 

Brownlow  Mar  24,   1617;    Res.  and 

Debate  Mar  13,  727 

Metropolitan  Regiments,  Question,  Mr. 
Bartley ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  Mar  20,  1257 


Abmt — Auxiliary  Forces — Volunteers — cent. 

Rijle  Ranges,  Question,  Mr.  Milvain  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretaiy  for  War  Mar 
6,  115;  Question,  Mr.  M.Stewart; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  Mar 
25,  1819 
Travelling  Expenses,  Question,  Mr. 
Causton ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  Mar  24,  1692 

Colomho,  Fortifications  at.  Questions,  Obser- 
vations, Loid  Chelmsford,  The  Paymaster 
General  Mar  14,  830 

Contracts,  Director  of.  Question,  Mr. 
Woodall;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  Jfor  11,  503 

.    India 

Afghan  War,  Second,  Question,  Mr. 
Labouchere;  Answer,  The  Under  Sec- 
retary for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  24,  1686 

Bombay  Defences  and  the  Duke  of  Con- 
naught,  Question,  Admiral  Field ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foteign 
Affairs  Mar  20,  1248 

British  Troops — Zeylar,  Bulhar,  and  Ber- 
hera,  Question,  Sir  G.  Campbell ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  India 
Mar  10,  341 

Typhoid  Fever  among  the  Troops,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  W.  Foster ;  Answer,  The  Sec- 
retary for  War  Mar  11,  495 

Ireland 

Manufacture  of  Qunpotoder  in,  Question, 
Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  Mar  26,  1808 

Militia  Officers,  Instruction  of,  Question, 
Mr.  J.  McCarthy  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary for  War  Mar  20,  1244 

Medical  Department 
Increased    Expenditure,     Question,      Dr. 
Farquharson;    Answer,  The  Secretsry 
for  War  Mar  6,  124 

Miscellaneous 

Armaments,  Reduction  ofy   Question,  Mr. 

Cremer ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 

Tressury  3far  24, 1691 
Imperial  Defence  Act,  Question,   Mr.    S. 

Lefevre;    Answer,  The  Secretary    for 

War  Mar  13,  719 
Pensioners,  Question,    Colonel    Dawnay ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  Mar  14, 

866 
Tithes,     Collection     of — Employment      of 

Troops,  Bes.  Mar  14, 907 
Officers 
Lord  Arthur  Somerset,  Question,  Mr.  H. 

Cossham  ;    Answer,  The  Secretary  for 

War  Mar  25,  I8OI1 

Ordnance  Department 

Ouns — Accidentia  a  110- Ton  Gun, Question, 
General  Goldsworthy ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  Mar  6, 136 

Manufacturing  Department 

Time  Fuses —  Reward  for  Invention, 
Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  War  Mar  11,  606 
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TeUel'Kehirf  Alleged  Treachery  at,  Qaes- 
tions,  Mr.  J.  H.  McCarthy,  Mr.  M.  Kenny; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  for  War  Mar  7, 
249;  QaestioDS,  Mr.  J.  H.  M'Garthy; 
Answers,  The  Secretaiy  for  War  Mar  10, 
334;  Mar  13,712 


Army  Estimates 
Memorandum  of  the  Secretary  for    War  re- 

lating  to  the  Army  Estimates  1890-91  (see 

Appendix) 
Land   Forces ;    Pay  and  Allowances,  &o, ; 

Considered    in   Committee   Mar  13,  764 ; 

Eeport  Mar  14,  960 
Ordnance  Factories;    Considered  in  Cora- 

mittee  Ifar  13, 814 -e  p.  Mar  17, 1081 


Army  (Annual)  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  Read  P  •  Mar  19, 1228 
Order  for  2R.  read  and  deferred  Ifar  20, 

1364 
Bead  2»  ifar  21,  1612 
Considered  in  Committee  and  reported  Mar 

24,  1797 
Bead  8«*  and  passed  Mar  26,  1926 
L  Bead  1*«  Ifar  26,  1873 


Ashmeid-Bartlett,  Mr.  B.  (Civil  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty),  Sheffield,  EccleshaU 
,  Nary — Greeowioh  Pensious,  342 
Navy    Estimates — Works,    Buildings,    Ac, 
1076 


AsQUiTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Fife,   E, 

Ireland — Special  Commission  Beport,  Bes. 
89,  291, 295,  296 


Athkblet-Jokes,  Mr.  L.,  Durham,  N,  W, 
Africa— Natal— Court  of  Appeal,  879 
Berb'n  Labour  Conference,  1145 
Hereditary  Legislators,  Bes.  1529 


AiTOBNEY    General  (see   Webster,  Sir 
R.  E.) 


AugmjerUation  of  Beiieficea  Act,  1853 
'•     Motion  for  Beturns  Mar  10,  329 


Australian  Colonies 

Victoria — Divorce  Billf  Questions,  Mr.  Gedge, 
Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  Heaton  ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  Ifar  10, 
337 


BaIiFOUB  of  Burley,  Lord  (Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade) 
Telephone  Wires  and  Communicat:ons,  818 


Balfoub,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  (Chief  Secre- 
tary to    the    Lord    Lieutenant    of 
Ireland),  Manchester,  E. 
Ireland 

Ashbourne  Act,  493 

Criminal  Law  and  Prooedure  Act  (1(87) 
O'Mahony,  Mr.  J.  E.,  247 
Beturns,  1243 
Slattery,  Mr.  J.,  492 
Education 

National  Teachers,  1807 
Stewart,  Mr.  W.,  Case  of,  248 
Evictions 
Clongorey  Arrests,  1695, 1809 
Fermoy,  1506 
Olphert  Estate,  246 
Stewart  Estate,  245 
Tipperary,  1241 
Innismurry  Island  Landing  Pier,  245 
Labourers'  Act,  Loans  Under,  1504 
Landlord  and  Tenant 
Ejectment  for  Non-Payment  of  Bent, 

491 
Irish     Society     and    City   Companies' 

Estates  Committee,  1243 
Landlords — Selling  Farms,  257 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Catholic  Jurors,  492 
Crime  in  Waterford,  1505 
Grand  Jury  Cess — Moycnllen    Barony, 

1811 
Magistracy  —  Sanders,   Mr.,     Charges 

sgainst,  1509 
M'Guire,  Serjeant,  1239 
Bye,  Mr.  J.,  1810 
Local  Government  Board 

Dungarvan  Water  Supply,  247 
Poor  Law 

Dispensary  Doctors,  493 
Masters  of  Workhouses,  493 
Outdoor  Belief,  1505 
Prisons 
Clonmel  Gaol,  1245 
Exercise,  1240 
Special  Commission  Beport,  Bes.  426, 427 
428,  429,  432,  434,  437,  444,  446,  449 
453,  549,  550,  611,  612 
Leaseholders  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  1222 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  1807;  IB.  1696,  1707, 1709, 
1711,  1721,  1723 
Supply — Irish   Administration,  1321,    1324, 
1325, 1326,  1327,  1328,  1329,  1330,  1331, 
1332,  1333, 1334,  1335,  1340,  1342,  1343 

Bahour,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Leeds,  Central 
Tuberculosis  in  Cattle,  Bts.  1565 

Balfour,  Right  Hon.  J.  B.,  Glackman- 
nan,  <ltc. 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B. 


Banes,  Major  G.  E.,  West  Ham,  South 
I'ott'^nbam  and  Forest  Gate  Junction  Bail 
Ms^y  Bill,  2B.  489 
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Banliriiptcy  Bill 

e.  Bead  2^  and  oommibted  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade!  &o.  Mar  19,  1169 

Banks 

West  London  Commercial  Bank,  Qnestion, 
Mr.  Whitmore;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  Mar  20,  1249 

Babcliy,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfarshire 
American  Cattle,  499 

Babtlbt,  Mr.  G.  C.  T.,  Islington,  N. 
London  Conntj  Coannii  Bill,  2B.  1111, 1114; 
Instrnotion  to  Committee,  Bee.  1117,  1118 
Metropolitan  Yolauteer  B^^menti,  1257 
Post  Office— Insnrances,  1686 

Barttelot,  Colonel    Sir  W.   B.,  Sussex, 

AUotmeota  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1737 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  788,  789 
Parliament — Basiness  of  the  Hoose,  724 

Baumann,  Mr.  A.  A.,  Camberwell,  Peck- 
luim 
Afrioi— Swaziland,  502 
London  Coanty  Conncil  Bill,  1803;  2B.  1102, 

11' )3,  1104,  1115 
London  Street  (Str  ind  Improvement)  Bill, 
Orier  for  Select  Committee,  Bes.  1128 

Beach,  Right  Hon.    Sir    M.  E.    Hicks 

(President  of  the  Board    of  Trade), 

Bristol,  W. 
Board  of  Trade 

Balbrijjfsran  Hose,  503 

Bri-tol  Pilotage,  1817 

Joint  Stock  Companies,  996 

South  Shields  Main  Boad.  878 
Companies  (Winding-up)  Bill,  1257 
Emigration  Betnms,  998 
Ireland 

Fastnet  Boik  Lighthouse,  1131 

Bail  way  Biral  Compani<9P,  987 

Wioklow,  Dublin,  and  Wexford  Bailway, 
1810 
Labonr,  Trade,  and  Commerce 

Industrial  Conference  at  Madrid,  717,  871 

Bailway  SerFants*  Strike,  504 
Merchant  Shipping 

Colour  Blindnt^ss,  1252 

"  Quetta,"  Loss  of,  704, 1253 
Merchant   Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 

2B.  59,  1355 
Bailway  Brakes,  123 
Scotland — PoUation  of  Lodh  Long  and  Loch 

Goil,  500 
Supply — Holyhead  Breakwater,  1266 
Thames  Watermen    and    Lightermen  Bill, 

Nomination  of  Committee,  1818 

Beauchamp,  Earl 

Augmentation  of  Benefices  Act,  1853,  Bes. 

329 
County  Co^^cils  Associations  Bill,  2B.  105 

Icont. 


BcAUCHAMP,  Earl — cant, 
Bdncation^New  Code,  829 
Licensing  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1642, 
1657, 1660,  1661 
• 
Behring  Seas  Fisheries 
Question,  Mr.  M.  Ferguson;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  AiEain  Mar 
14,  867 

Bentinck,  Right  Hon.  G.  A.  C.,  Whitehaven 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  &c.  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B. 
1923,  1924 

Berlin  Labour  Conference  (see  Labour, 
Trade,  and  Commerce) 

Bethell,  Commander  G.  B.,  York,  E.E., 

ffoldemess 
County  Councils— Female  Membei^  127 
Navy  Estimates 

Education  Sernces,  1070 

Men  and  Boys,  1035,  1057 

Naval  and  Marine  Pensions,  Ao.  1080 

Birkbeck,  Sir  E.,  Norfolk,  E. 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1783 

Blane,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh,  S. 
Army  (Annual)  BUI,  2B.  1614 
Ireland 
Administration,  Bes.  945 
Special    Commission — Daly,   John,    Bei. 
1592 
Supply 
Civil  Service,  1286 
Irish  Administration,  1315,  1316 

Blundell,  Colonel  H.  B.  H.,  Lancashirs, 
S,  W.,  hice 
AroiT  E£ti  mates 
Land  Forces,  795 
Volunteer  Equipments,  Bes  743 

Board    of  Agriculture — President    {see 
Chaplin,  Right  Hon.  H. 

Board  of  Agriculture 

Agricultural     Instruction      in     Elementary 

Schools,  Question,  Sir  B.  Paget;  Answer, 

The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  Mar 

13,688 
Agricultural  Schools,  Qvieat'ioTi,  Sir  B.  Paget ; 

Answer,  The  President   of  the  Board  of 

Agriculture  Mar  13,  687 
American    Cattle,    Question,   Mr.   Barclay; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 

Ag^oulture  Mar  11,  499 
Cattle,  Price    of,   Questions,   Mr.  Mahony^ 

Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answers,  The  President 

of  the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  21,  1503 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act 

Foot-and-Mouth  Disease  in  Schletwig* 
Holstein,  Question,  Mr.  C.  Darling  ;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  Mar  13,  719 
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Board  of  Agriculture — oont. 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Act 
Edbhit  Coursing,  QaeatioD,Mr.  Bachanamt 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Mar   14, 
872 ;  Qaestioos,  Mr.  Baohanan,  Mr.H.  T. 
Knatohball-Hugesseo ;    Answers,    The 
President  of  tbe  Board  of  Agricnltare 
Mar  18,  1135 
Tuherculosist       Quebtion,       Mr.       Sexton; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture   Mar  21,  1677;  Res.  3f ar  21, 
1547 

Board  of  Trade — President  (see  Beach, 
Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hicks) 

Board  op  Trade — Secretary  (see  Balfour 
OP  BuRLEY,  Lord) 

Board  of  Trade 

Balbriggan  Hose,   Question,  Mr.  P.  M'Donal^; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 

Trade  3far  11,  502 
Joint- Stock  Companies,   Question,  Mr.  Leng ; 

Answer,  The   President  of  tbe  Board  of 

Trade  Ifar  17,  996 

Lighthouses 
Fastnet  Roek  Lighthouse,    Question,   Mr. 
Gilhoolj ;    Answer,   The    President   ot 
the  Board  of  Trade  Ifar  18,  1131 

Merchant  Shipping 

Colour  Blindness — Seamen,  Question,  Dr. 
Farquharson  ;  Ansvver,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  Ifar  20,  1251 
Meiical  Provisions,  Res.  Mar  21,  1576 
Pilotage— Bristol,  Question,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh;  Aosvrer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  3far  25,  1816 

Ships 
Alleged  Unseaworthy  Ship  —  "  Cadox- 
ton,"  Question,  Mr.  A.  Williams; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Jfar  24, 
1688 
Stranding  of  the  **  Quetta,**  Question, 
Mr.  Gonrley;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  tbe  Board  of  Trade  ifar  13, 
704 ;  Question,  Mr.  E.  Bobercson ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  ifar  20, 1253 

Pollution  of  Loch  Long  and  Loch  Ooil,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  tbe  Board  of  Trade  Mar  11,  500 

Price  of  Cattle,  Questions,  Mr.  Mahonj,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  ifar  21,  1503 

Railways 
Brake    Accident    at    Carlisle,    Questions, 

Colonel      Hambro,       Mr.      G  banning ; 

Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 

Trade  ifar  6,  123 
Dublin,  Wicklow,  and   Wexford  Railway, 

Question,   Mr.   P.  McDonald;    Answer, 
.  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 

Ifar  25, 1810 

Icont, 


Board  of  Trade — Railways — cont. 

Irish  Companies,  Question,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Bealy;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  ifar  17,  987 
North  British  Railway— Servants'  Strike, 
Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
ifar  11,  504 
Railways  (Times  of  Trains),  Return  ordered 

ifor  21,  1615 
South  Shields  Marine  Board,  Question,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh;    Answer,   The  President    of 
the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  14,  678 

BoLiTHO,  Mr.  T.  B.,  CornuxiU,  St,  Ives 
Nonconformist  Funerals,  1514 

BoLTO.v,  Mr.  T.  H.,  *S'^  Pancra^,  K 
Baokruptcy  Bill,  2R.  1197 
Midland  Railway  Bill — Instruction  to  Com- 
mittee, Res.  1498 
Police  Superannuation,  1679 

Boord,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Greenwich 
Thames  Watermen  and  Lightermen  Bill,  2R. 
113 

Brabourme,  Lord 
Larceny  Act  Amendment,  &c.,  Bill,  2R.  485 
Trust  Companies  Bill,  Re-Committed,  967 

Bradlaugh,  Mr.  C,  Nortliampton 

Board  of  Trade 

Bristol  Pilotage,  1816 

Pollution  of  Loch  Long  and  Loch  QtoV, 
5J0 

Price  of  Catile,  1503 

South  Shi«-lds  Mariae  Board,  878 
Criminal  Law  and   Procedure   Amendment 

Bill,  2R.  667 
Curiency — Silver  Coins,  874 
Employers'  Liability  Bill,  1010,  1091 
India 

Maharsja  Scindis,  1805 

Rohtak,  Rioting  at,  494 
Indian  Councils  Bill,  1687 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,  Rei. 

361 
Law  and  Justice 

Dudley  Com  ty  Court,  257 

Non-payment  of  Costs,  Arrest  for,  1008 
Market  Rights— Report,  705 
Navy 

Engineer  Officers,  1811 

Royal  Maiiiie  Artillery — Case  of  Charlei 
Sheard,  254 
Navy  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  1030 
Parliament 

Business  of  the  Hoose,  725 ;  Res.  350,  353, 
360 

Lady  Reporters,  1146 
Post  Office— Insurances,  1685 
South  Indian  Railway    Purchase,    Reporb, 

1226 
Volunteers — Bloomsbury  Rifles,  lOQO 
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Brahwell,  Lord 

Laroenj  Act  Amendment,  Ac,  Billj  2B.  468, 
472,  1651 

Bbidgeman,  Colonel  Hon.  F.  C,  Bolton 
GjproB,  177 

Bright,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester,  S.  W. 
Infant  Life  Protection  Bill,  2R.  1088 

Bbistowe,  Mr.  T.  L.,  Lambeth,  Norwood 
London  Goantj  Council  Bill,  2B..1114 

Bboadhubst,  Mr.  H.,  Nottingham,  W, 
Home    Office    Contracts  —  Leyton    Police 

Station,  1258 
Post  Office,  St.  Martins-Le-Grand,  1247 
Bonmania — British  Subjeotu,  1629 

Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.  (Financial 
Secretary, War  Department),  Surrey, 
Guildford 
Army 

Anxiliary    Foroei  —  YolantearB  —  Allow- 
aoces  of  Adjutants,  1254 
Equipments,  Bes.  785,  744 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  787 

Brownlow,    Earl    (Under   Secretary  of 
State  for  War) 
Army — Volunteer  Equipments,  1637 
Colombo,  Fortifications  at,  831 

Bruce,  Lord  H.,  Wilts,  ChippenJiam 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  Bes.  1566 
Metropolis — Constitution  Hill,  714 

Bbtcb,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen,  S, 
Egypt — Suakin,  Distress  in,  1689 
Emigrants  from  the  Caucasus,  868, 1007 
India— Sikkim,  1687 
Ireland— Special  Commission  Beport,  Bes. 

48,138 
Scotland— Bights  of  Way,  Bes.  1155, 1157 
Supply — London  Parochial  Charities,  1267, 

1286 

BucHANAK,  Mr.  T.  R.,  Edinburgh,  W. 
Consolidated  Fund  Bill,  Committee,  1822 
Parliament— Business   of    the  House,  Bes. 

354 
Babbit  Coursing,  872,  1135 
Scotland— Bights  of  Way,  1148,  1259 
United  States,  Copyright  in,  1135 

BURDETT-COUTTS,     Mr.     W.     L.     A.     B., 
WestminUer 
Germany — ^Besignation  of  Prince  Bismarck, 
1228 

Burials  Acts  (England  and  Wales) 
Nonconformist      Funerals,     Question,     Mr. 
Bolitho;   Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
Mar  21, 1514 


Burma  (see  India) 


BiTRT,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 
Hours  of  Work — Harmer  and  Company,  703 

Burt,  Viscount 
Volunteer  Equipments,  1628 

Buxton,    Mp.    S.    C,    Tower    Hamlets^ 
Poplar 
London  School  Bosrd,  1144 
Parliament — Length  of  Speeches,  721 
Thames   Watermen  and    Lightermen  Bill, 
2B.  110 ;  Nomination  of  Committee,  1818 

Caine,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Barrou^-in-Fumess 
Ireland— Special  Commission  Beport,  Bes. 
606 

Caldwell,  Mr.  J.,  GUisgow,  St.  Bollox 
Merchant  Shipping  Acta  Amendment  Bill, 

2B.  1355 
Scotland 
Education — Fee*Paying  Schools,  Bes.  815 
Lenzie  Board  Sohool,  128,  500 
School  Fees,  502 

Cameron,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Wick,  dhc. 
Scotland— Common  Land,  1691 

Campbell,  Sir  G.,  Kirkcaldy,  d:c. 
Army — Volunteer    Equipments,    Bes.    753, 

755 
Egypt — Soudan — Importation  of  Grain,  1251 
India — British  Troops — Zeylah,  Bulbar,  and 

Berbera,  341 
Navy — Boyal  Naval  Beserve,  995 
Newfoundland — Disputes,  708 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B. 

1886 
South  African  Company,  709 
South  India  Bailway    Purchasa    Bill,   2B. 

1795,  1797 

Campbell,  Mr.  B..^ Fermanagh,  S. 
Ireland 

Sergeant  M'Gaire,  Case  of,  1238 
Special  Commission  Beport,  Bes.  40,  41 

Campbell,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Glasgow  and  Aber- 
deen Universities 
Scotland 
Education — Blind,  Deaf,  and  Dumb,  1004 
Fee-Paying  Schools,  819 
Ferguson  Bequest  Fund,  Bes.  1099 

Campbell-Bannerman,   Right   Hon.    H., 

Stirling,  dkc. 
Army  Estimates— Land   Forces,    772,    780, 

791,  792,  807 
Navy  Estimates,  726 

Naval  Armaments,  1084 
Parliament — Business    of  the  House,  725 

1009 
Prisons — Chatham — Daly,  John,  698 
Beligious  Disabilities  Bill,  506 
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Camperdown,  Earl  of 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,  Bes. 

1428 
Syria,  Christian  Missions  in,  244 

Canada 

Canadian  House  of  Commons,  Loyal  Address 
of,  Qnestion,  Sir  J.  Colomb ;  Ansirer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  Mar  18, 
1133 

Scotch  Crofter  Emigrants,  QaestUui,  Mr. 
McDonald;  Ansirer,  The  Lord  Ad^ooate 
Mar  17,  1001 

Cathedral  dmrches  Bill  (Lords) 

c.  aeadP»lforl2,  663 

Caustok,  Mr.  R.  K.,  Southwark,  W. 
Army — Yelunteers — Travelling     Expenses, 

1692 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  805,  808 
Army  (Annnal)  Bill,  2B.  1353 
Charity  Commissioners'  Schemes,  1005 

Christ's  Hospital,  123 
Currency — Silver  Coins,  874 
Castoms  Daties,  873  * 
Ireland — Special    Commission  Beport,  Cost 

of,  1824 
London  County  Council  Bill,  Instriction  to 

Committee,  Bes.  1117, 1118 
Supply — Coinage,  1291 

Cavan,  Earl  of 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Beport,  Bes. 
28 

Ceylon 
Colombo,  Fortifications  at,  Question,  Observa- 
tions, Lord  Chelmsford,   Earl  Brownlow 
Mar  14, 880 

Chambeblain,  Right  Hon.  J.,    Birming- 
ham, W. 
Army — Yolnnteer  Equipments,  Bes.  734 
Bankraptoy  Bill,  2B.  1204 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Beport,  Bes. 

623,  526,  527,  533,  534,  535,  536,  543 
Scotland— Bights  of  Way,  Bes.  1161 
Thames  Watermen  and  Lightermen  Bill,  2B. 
114 

Chambiblain,  Mr.  R.,  Islington,  W. 
Tottenham  and  Forest  Gate  Jonclion  Bail- 
way  Bill,  2B.  490 

Chancellor,  The   Lord    (see   Halsbubt, 
Lord) 

Chancellor     of    the    Exchequeb     (see 
GoscHEN,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.) 

Channinq,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Ifarthampton,  E, 
Allotments  Act  Amendment   BiU,  2B.  1759, 

1794 
Charity  Comiiiifii«B«r8— Belgrave  Charity, 
889 

[conf. 


Channing,  Mr.  F.  A.— con/. 
Church  Property,  1238, 1684 
Edacation — School  Supply  (York  and  Salis- 

bnry),  Bes.  1843, 1848 
Navy  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  1057 
Bailway  Brakes — Accident  at  Carlisle,  124 
Soakin,  Distress  in,  1687 
Van  and  Wheel  Tax,  340 

Chaplin,  Right  Hon.  H.  (President  of 

the  Board  of  Agriculture),  Lincoln- 

shire,  Sleaford 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1788, 

1790, 1792, 1794 
Board  of  Agricnltore 

Agricoltural  Schools,  687 

American  Cattle,  499 

Cattle,  Price  of,  1503 

Foot  •  and  -  Month    Disease  —  Sohles  wig* 
Holstein,  719 

Tnbercnlosis,  1678 ;  Bes.  1553, 1560,  1561 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Act— Babbit  Coursing, 

1135 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Beport,  Bes. 

170,  559 
Parliamentary  Sessions,  Bes.  906 

Charitable  Tnuts  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Bead  1»  •  Mar  12, 668 

Charity  Commissioners 
Allotm>ents — Tipper   Brailes,     Warwickshire, 

Question,  Sir  W.  Foster ;  Ansirer,  Mr.  J. 

W.  Lowther  Mar  14,  879 
Belgrave  Charity,  Question,  Mr.  Channing ; 

Answer,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther  Mar  10, 339 
Christ* s    Hospital,  Question,  Mr.   Causton ; 

Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council 

Mar  6,  123 
Millington's  Charity,  Warwickshire,  Question, 

Mr.  Cobb ;   Answer,   Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther 

Mar  13,  716 
Newhold'on'Avon,     Question,     Mr.     Cobb; 

Answer,    Mr.    J.    W.    Lowther    Mar  6, 

119 
Schemes,  Question,  Mr.  Causton;    Answer, 

Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther  Mar  17,  1006 
Vestry    of  8t.   Boiolph,    Bishopsgats,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.    Montagu;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  W. 

Lowther  Mar  24,  1693 

Chelmsford,  Lord 
Colombo,  Fortifications  at,  830 

Church  of  England 
Church  Revenues,  Questions,  Mr.  Channing ; 
Answers,  The  Home  Secretary  Mar  ^, 
1238;  Mar  24.  1684 
Nonconformist  Funerals,  Question,  Mr. 
Bolitho;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
Mar  21, 1514 

Churchill,  Right  Hon.  Lord  R.  H.  S., 
Paddington,  S, 
Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue— Income  Tax 

on  Licensed  Houses,  997 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Beport,  Bes. 
511,  527,  559,  596 
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Civil  Service 

Admiralty — Second  Division  Clerks,  Qaes- 
tioQ,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiraltj  Mar  20,  1237 

ClerJcB 

First  Division,  Question,  Mr.  Lawson ; 
Answer,  The  Gbanoeilcr  of  the  Ex- 
chequer Mar  6,  1116 

Second  Division,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Taite ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasary 
Mar  7,  255 

Legacy  and  Succession  Duty  OfUce,  Qaes- 
tion,  Sir  L.  Pellj;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  Mar  20,  1250 

Lower  Division,  Qnestion,  Mr.  J.  Kellj ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
Mar  21,  1515 

Statistical  Department,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
Pickersgill ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  Mar  17,  1004 

Clakcy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co.,  N. 
Ireland 

Agrarian  Grime,  Bes.  1863 
Howth  Harbour,  332 
Light  Bailway— Galway  to  Glifden,  695 
Special  Commissioa — Copies  of  Endenoe, 
2 ;  Report,  Gost  of,  1824 
Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland)  BiU,  2B.  649,  650, 
651,  652,  653,  654 

Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithness 
Africa— South  Afrirat  Company,  709,  1142 
Army — Volunteer  Equipments,  Res.  759 
Infant  Life  Prooction  Bill,  2R.  1087 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B. 

1875,  lb81 
Sjuth    Indian   Railway  Purchase  Bill,   2R. 

1612 
Supply—  Crofters'  Commission,  1345 

Clarke,  Sir   E.   G.    (Solicitor   General), 
Plymouth 
Banks — West     London    Commercial    Bank, 

1249 
Bankruptcy  Bill,  2R.  1212 
Education — School  Supply  (York  and  Salis- 
bury), Res.  1861 
Law    and   Justice    and    Police — Trials    in 
Camera,  1690 

Co<Uy  Cinders,  d;c. 
Accounts  ordered  Mar  25,  1821 

Coal  Mines 

Accidents  in    Wales,   Qnestion,   Mr.    S.    T. 

Evans  1    Answer,   The    Home    Secretary 

Mar  11,  507  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Kenyon,  Mr. 

S.  T.  Evaup,  Mr.  Fen  wick  ;  Answers,  The 

Home  Secretary  Mar  13,  711 
Disasters  in — Royalties,  Question,  Mr.  S.  T. 

Evans;  Answei,   The  First  Lord  of  the 

Treasury  IfarlS,  1145 
Eight  Hours  Bill,   Question,  Mr.  Fhilipps ; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 

Mar  6,  127 

[cent. 


Coal  Mines — cont. 
Begulation  Act,  Qnestion,  Mr.  T.  Ellis; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Ifar  24, 
1680 
Welsh  Colliery  Regulations,  Questions,  Ob- 
servations, Earl  of  Dunraven,  Lord  d« 
Ramsey  Ifar  17,  979 

Cobb,  Mr.  H.  P.,  Wanvick,  S,E.,  Rugby 
Allotments,  1518 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1769, 

1770, 1772, 1773,  1778,1779 
Charity  Commissioners 

Millington's  Charity,  716 

Newbold-on-Avon,  119 
Income  Tax  Commissioners,  705 
India,  Enteric  Fever  in,  1140 
Ireland 

Special  Commission 
Pigott,  Mr.  R.,  1243 
Report,  Rep.  46 
Sheridan,  Mr.  P.  J.,  1670 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Deddington  Magisterial  Bench,  120 

Glove  Fights,  869 

Police  Superannuation,  1679 
Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  724 

Members— Mr.  Kynooh,  1011 
Strikes  at  Liverpool,  1515 

Coleridge,  Lord 

Larceny  Act  Amendment,  &c,.  Bill,  2R.  481 

Coleridge,  Hon.  B.,  Sheffield,  Attercliffe 
Hereditary  Legislators,  Res.  535 

CoLLiNGS,  Mr.  J.,  Birmingham,  Bordesley 
Allotments  Act,  1815 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1770, 

1778, 1779,  1782, 1784 
Ireland — Special   Commission — Pigott,    Mr. 

R.,  1214 

COLMAN,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Koi'wich 
Police  Superannuation,  1679 

COLOMB,  Sir   J.  C.  R.,  Tower  Handets^ 
Bow,  d;c. 
Canadian  House  of  Commons,  1183 
Navy     Estimates — Men    and    Boys,    1052, 
1057 

Colonial  Courts  of  Admiralty  Bill 

Z.  Report  from  Standing  Committee  for  Billa 
relating  to  Law,  &c.,  with  Amendments  ; 
Bill  Re-committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  Mar  11,  488 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  18^  1101 

Reported  Mar  20,  1230 

Read  8**  and  passed  Mar  24, 1663 


Colonies  —  Secretary 
Kmutsfobd,  Lord) 


of     State      {see 
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Colonies — Under  Secretary  of  State  (see 
DE  Worms,  Right  Hon.  Baron  H.) 

Colonies 
Transport    of    Civilian    Sick    and   Injured, 
Qaeetion,   Obtervatioos,  Earl   of    Meatb, 
Lord  Knattford,  The  Prime  MiDitter  Mar 
20,1230 

Colonisation 
Select  Committee t  Qaf  stion,  Mr.  M.  Fergu- 
son ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury Mar  17,  1010 

COMMINS,  Dr.  A.,  Roscommon,  S. 
Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  618 

COMMnTEE   OF     COUNCIL    ON     EDUCATION — 

Vice  President    (see    Dyke,   Right 
Hon.  Sir  W.  H.) 

Commons 
Select   Committee,    ordered  and    appointed 
Mar  17,  1011 

Companies  (Winding-up)  BUI 
Question,   Mr.   Warmington;    Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Afar  20, 
1257 

COMFION,  Earl,   York,  W,Ji.,  Barnsley 
London  Street  (Strand  ImproFement)  BUI, 
2a.  1127 

Condon,  Mr.  T.  J.,  Tipperary,  E, 

Ireland— Criminal     Law,     Ac. — O'Mahony, 
Mr.  J.,  249 

Consolidated  Fond  (No.  1)  Bill 

c.Eeadl**  If  or  21, 1605 

Bead  2°  •  Mar  21,  1696 

Gonstdered  in  Committee  and  Reported  Mar 
25,  1821 

Read  3°  •  and  passed  Mar  26,  1874 
U  Read  1*«  Mar  26,  1873 

Co7Uagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act  (see 
Board  of  Agriculture) 

Con  WAT,  Mp.  M.,  Leitrim,  N, 
County  Boroughs,  710 

Cooke,  Mr.  C.  W.  R.,  Netuington,  W. 
Hereditary  Legislators,  Res.  1533 

Corbet,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wicklow,  E, 
Ireland — Gfeystooes  Harbour,  693 
Lunacy  Commissioners,  997 

CossHAM,  Mr.  H.,  Bristol,  E, 
Bankruptcy  Bill,  2R.  1203 
Lord  Arthur  Somerset,  1804 


County  Councils  Associations  Expenses 
Bill 

I.  Read  2*  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  Mar  6,  104 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  10,  329 ;  Mar 
13,  679 

Reported  Mar  13,  679 

Read  3*  and  passed  Mar  14,  832 
c.  Lords  Amendments  considered 

Reason  for  disagreeing  to  Lords'  Amend- 
ment reported  ;  to  be  oommuoioated  to 
the  Lords  Mar  21,  1615 
I.  Returned  from  the  Commons  with  Amend- 
ments agreed  to,  with  Amendments  and 
consequential  Amendments,  and  others 
disagreed  to  Mar  24,  1617 

Commons'  Amendments  agreed  to ;  and  the 
Lords'  Amendment  to  which  the  Commons 
disagreed  not  insisted  on  Mar  25,  1801 

Connty  Councillors    (Qualification   of 
Women)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  V  •  Mar  25,  1824 

COUBTNET,  Rt.  Hon.  L.  H.  (Chairman  of 

Committee    of    Ways   and  Means, 

and    Deputy    Speaker),   Cornivally 

Bodmin 

London  County  Council    3ill — Instruction 

to  Committee,  Res.  1115 
Midland  Railway  Bill — Instruciion  f o  Com- 
mittee, Res.  1501 
Railway   (Conversion  of  Stocks)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, Res.  1236 

(Rulings  as   Chairman    of  Committees 
and  Deputy  Speaker) 
Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Committee,  1798 
Supply 
Civil  Service,  1261, 1262, 1287, 1295,  1316, 
1329,  1331,  1594 

Cbanbrook,  Viscount  (Lord  President  of 
the  Council) 
Edueation— New  Code,  829 
Ireland — Special  Commission    Report,  Res. 

1447 
Metropolitan  Hospital  Inquiry,  1235 
Scotland — Education  Returns,  Res.  2il 
Trust  Companies  Bill,  Re-committed,  968 

Cbawfobd,  Mr.  D.,  Lanark,  N,E. 

Army  and  Navy  Administration  Report,  723 
Educational  Endowment  (Scotland)  (Forgu- 

son  Bequest  Fund),  Res.  1098 
Employers'  Liability  Bill,  1145 
Scotlsnd 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  688 

Local  Electioos,  1136 

Poor  Bates  and  School  Rates,  1130 

Cbemes,  Mr.  W.  R.,  Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston 
Army — Armaments,  Redvoiion  of,  1691 
Berlin  Labour  Conference,  1146, 1258 

[cont. 
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Gremeb,  Mr.  W.  R. — cont 

Londom  Street  (Strand  ImproFement)  Bill> 
2B.  1124 

Posb  Office 
Smployda,  125 
London  Postmen,  1817 

Supply 
Friendly  Societies,  1296 
London  Paroohlal  Oharities,  1276 
Westminster  HaU,  1291, 1294, 1295 

» 
Crilly,  Mr.  D.,  Mayo,  N, 
Ireland 
Edacation— School  Fees,  702 
Ejectment  for  Non-  Payment  of  Bent,  491 
Ghoyemment  Bnilding  Sar?eyors,  1241 

Criminal  Law  Procedure  Amendment 
BiU 

e.  Order  for  2B.  read  and  discharged  Mar  12, 
667 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure   (Ireland) 
Act,      1887      (Pe7'8on8    Proceeded 
Against,  d&c.) 
Betam  ordered  Mar  25, 1821 

Cross,  Viscount  (Secretary  of  State  for 
India) 
India — Bombay  Dock  Accommodation,  975, 

976 
Indian  Gonnoils  Bill,  2B.  61, 84 ;  Committee, 
671,  674, 677  ;  Beport,  972 

Crown  OfELce  Bill  (Lords) 

c.  Bead  2<^  and  committed  to  a  Select  Com. 
mittee  Mar  17,  1091 
Considered  in  Committee ;  Reported ;  Bead 
8°  *  and  passed  Mar  20,  1261 

Cruelty   to   Animals   Act  (see  Board  of 
Agriculture) 

Currency 

International    Monetary    Conference,    Qaes- 

tions,   Mr.   Hoyle,   Sir  W.  Houldsworth; 

Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 

Ifarll,  496 
Silver  Coins,   QaestionSi  Mr.  Canston,  Mr. 

Bradlaagh ;    Answers,  The   Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer  3far  14,  874 

CuRZON,  Hon.  G.  N.,  Lancashire,   South- 
port 
Hereditary  Legislators,  1539, 1543 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  Bes.  1571 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 

Customs  Duties,  Question,  Mr.  Causton ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheouer 
Mar  14,  873 
Customs  {Wine  Duty)  Act,  Question,  Mr. 
Watt;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Mar  13, 715 


Customs  and  Inland  Revenue — cont. 

Destruction  of  Contraband  Tobacco,  Qnestion, 
Mr.  Hubo;  Answer,  The  ChanoeUor  of 
the  Exchequer  Mar  17,  994 

Dog  Licence  Duty,  Question,  Mr.  M.  Stewart ; 
Answer,  The  ChanceUor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer Jfar  18,  713 

Excise  Servicey  Question,  Mr.  Hajden ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Mar  13,  714 

Income  Tax 

Commissioners,  Question,  Mr.  Cobb ;  Ai&- 
swer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Mar  13,  705 

Insurance  Premiums,  Question,  fiir  U. 
Kay- Shuttle  worth;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  Mar  17,  990 

Lieensed  Houses,  Question,  Lord  B. 
Churchill ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  Mar  17,  997 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  Bes.  Mar  21, 1566 
Land  Tax,  Question,  Mr.  Bound ;    Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  10, 

388 
Licence  DuUes,  Question,  Mr.  Dixon-Hart- 

land ;    Answer,    The    Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  Mar  13,  706 

QMcers 

Customs  Department,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
Bowlands;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  Mar  13,  709 
Statistical  Department,  Question,  Mr. 
Piokersgill ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  Mar  10,  346 

Potato  Spirit,   Question,    Sir    J.   Lubbock; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Mar  10,  340 
Van  and   Wheel  Tax,  Question,  Mr.  Chan- 

ning ;     Answer,  The    Chancellor    of  the 

Exchequer  Mar  10,  340 

Cyprus 

Qrant  in  Aid  to  Inhabitants,  Question, 
Colonel  Bridgeman ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  Mar  6,  117 

Dablino,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Dept/o^-d 

Foot-and-Mouth     Disease     in      Schleswig- 

Holstein,  719 
London  Street   (Strand  Improvement)  Bill, 
2B.  1126 


Darling,  Mr.  M.  T.  Stormonth  (Solicitor 
General   for  Scotland),  Edinburgh 
and  St.  Andrew^ 8  Universities 
Scotland 
Edueation 
Lenzie  School  Board,  501 
School  Fees,  602 

Dawnay,  Colonel  Hon.  L.  P.,  York^  N.R., 
Thirsk 
Army  Pensions,  866 
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Deaf  and  Blind 
Education    of,    Qaestioni»    Mr.    Woodall ; 
Answers,    The   Yioe    President    of   the 
Goancil,     The     Attorney     Gtoerftl     for 
Ireland  Mar  18, 1130 

DB  CoBAiN,  Mr.  E.  S.  W.,  Belfast,  E, 
Iraland^Belfast  Manioipal  Buildings,  181 

Deeds  of  Arrangement  Bill 

c.  Bead  2<»»  Mar  12,  667 
Considered  in  Gommittde  Mar  17,  1091 

DB  Lisle,  Mr.  E.  J.  L.  M.  P.,  Leicester- 
shire, Mid 
Army — Yolanteer   Equipments,  Res.  749 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,   Bes. 
511,  550,  576 

DE  Ramsey,  Lord 

Licensing  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1659, 

1660 
Welsh  Colliery  Regulations,  979 

Derby,  Earl  of 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,  Res. 

1450,  1452,  1453 
Parliament^  Sweatinar   System  Committee, 

Exemption  from,  1667 

t>E  Worms,  Right  Hon.  Baron  H.  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies), 
Liverpool,  Bast  Toxteth 

Africa  (South  Coast) 
Johanoesbor^,  Disturbances  at,  130 
Natal— Court  of  Appeal,  880 
South  African  Company,  709,  1142 
Swaziland,  502 
Trans^aaU  346 

Canadian  House  of  Commons,  113  i 

HoDg  Kong — Immoral  Houses,  1511 

Victoria — Divorce  Bill,  337 

DiLLWYN,  Mr.  L.  .L.,  Swansea,  Town 
Parliament — Business  of  the   House,    724, 
1010 

Directors  Liability  Bill 

c.  Read  2"  and  committed  Mar  18,  1166 

Dixon-Hartland,  Mr.  F.  D.,    Middlesex, 
Uoebridge 
Bankruptcy  Bill,  2R.  1199 
Licence  Duties,  706 

Metropolis  —  Re-Assessment  of   Property, 
-_      707 

DUFP,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Banffshire 
Navy  Estimates 
Armaments,  1028,  1029, 1034 
Educational  Services,  1064, 1066, 1072 
.  Boyal  Naval  Reserve,  1073 
Works  and  Buildings,  fto.,  1076 


DuNDOXALD,  Earl  of 
Suakin,  Distress  in,  976 

DuKBiYBN,  Earl  of 
Berb'n  Labour  Conference,  1668 
Sweating   System    Committee,    Exemption 

from,  1666 
Welsh  Colliery  Regulations,  979 

Dyke,    Right  Hon.    Sir  W.   H.   (Vice 

President     of    the    Committee     of 

Council  on  Education),  Kent,  Dart 

ford 

Charity  Gommisiioners — Christ's   Hospital, 

123 

Education     Department      (England     and 

Wales) 
Agricultural  Instruction   in    Elementary 

Schools,  688 
Arithmetic,  Teaching  of,  498 
Blind  and  Deaf  Education,  1130 
Code,  1514 

Henley  School  Board,  1693 
Leyland — School  Accommodation,  125 
Llanedi  National  School,  999 
School  Smppljc,  (York  and  Salisbury),  Res. 

1830, 1850, 1851, 1857 
Supply  —  London    Parochial  Charities, 

1277 
Yacoination  of  Pupil  Teachers,  256 

East  Indu  (see  India) 

Education  Department 

Agricultural  Instruction,  Question,  Sir  B. 
Paget;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  Mar  13,  688 

Blind  and  Deaf,  Education  0/,  •  Questions, 
Ifr.  Woodall ;  Answers,  The  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  Mar  18, 1130 

Charity  Commissioners — Christ's  Hospital, 
Question,  Mr.  Causton;  Answer,  The  Yioe 
President  of  the  Council  Mar  6, 123 

EduccUion  Code,  Questions,  Observations, 
Esrl  Beauchamp,  Yiscount  Cranbrook  Mar 
14,  829;  Question,  Mr.  Summers;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  CounoU  Mar 
21, 1514 

Elementary  Schools — Teaching  Arithmetic, 
Question,  Mr.  Montagu;  Answer,  The 
Yice  President  of  the  Council  Mar  11,  498 

Endowed  Schools,  Question,  Sir  L.  Playfair ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Mar  17,  1009 

Henley  School  Board,  Question,  Mr.  F. 
Stevenson;  Answer,  The  Yice  President 
of  the  Council  ifar  21, 1693 

Industrial  School,  Leith,  Question,  Mr.  M. 
Ferguson ;  AniTwer,  The  Home  Secretary 
Mar  17,  993 

Lensie  Board  School,  Question,  Mr.  Caldwell 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
Mar  6, 128 

London  School  Board,  Question,  Mr.  S. 
Buxton ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
Maris,  1144 
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National  Schools — Llanedi,  Qaeation,  Mr.  L. 
Morgan ;  ADSwer,  The  Vice  Fres  doLt  of 
the  Coancil  Mar  17,  999 

School  Accommodation — Leyland^  QnPstion, 
Mr.  Summers  ;  'Answer,  The  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Coancil  MarSj  125 

School  Supply  (  York  and  Salisbury),  Motion 
Mar  25,  1825 

Vaecinaiion  —  Pupil  Teachers^  Leicester, 
Question,  Mr.  Picton  ;  Answer,  The  Vice 
President  of  the  Coancil  Mar  7,  256 

Educational  Endowment  {Scotland)  (Fer- 
gxMon  Bequest  Fund) 
Motion  Mar  17,  1092 

Egypt 

Egyptian  and  Turkish  Loans,  Qaestion.  Mr. 

Montagu ;  Answer,  The  Chancellcn:  of  the 

Exchequer  Mar  11,  505 
Soudan — Importation    of    Grain,    Question, 

Sir   G.  Campbell;    Answer,   The   Under 

Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  20, 1251 

Suakin 

Distress  in,  Qaestion,  ObserratioDS.  Earl  of 
Dundonald,  The  Prhne  Minister  Mar  17, 
976 ;  Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Mar  17,  1006;  Questions,  Mr. 
Channing,  Mr.  Bryce;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  24, 
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Elliot,  Hon.  A.  R.  D.,  Roxburgh 

Parliamentary  Electious  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B. 

1889 
Scotland— Rights  of  Way,  Res.  1158 

Elliot,  Hon.  H.  F.  H.,  Ayrshire,  N. 
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guson Bequest  Fund),  Res.  1095 
Educational   Endowments  (Scotland)  Com- 
mission, 707 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham,  Eushclijffe 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  1680 
Ireland*— Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 

Returns,  1243 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Gongested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  1807 

Emigraiion 

County  Councils,  Question,  Mr.  Samuelson  ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  Mar  25, 1804 

Emigrants  from  the  Caucasus,  Statement,  Mr. 
Bryce  Mar  14,  868 

Returns,  Question,  Mr.  G.  0.  Morgan ;  An- 
swer, Tne  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
Mar  17,  998 

Select  Committee,  Ordered  and  Nominated 
Mar  18,  1166 

Emigration  and  Immigration 

Return  ordered  and  presented  Mar  21,  1519 


Employers^  Liability  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  Br^dlaogh ;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  Mar  17,  1010  ;  Question, 
Mr.  D.  Crawford  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  Mar  18,  1145  ;  Qaestion, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  Mar  24, 1691 

EsHEB,  Lord  (Master  of  the  Rolls) 

Ireland— Special    Commission,    Res.    1376, 

1377 
Larceny  Act  Amendment,  &o,,  Bill,  2R.  477 

EssLEMONT,  Mr.  P.,  Aberdeenshire,  E. 
Parliament — Easter  Recess,  1518 
Scotland — Fishermens'  Dwellings,  117 

Evans,  Mr.  S.  T.,  Glamorgan,  Mid. 
Coal  Mines 

Accidents  in  Wales,  507,  711 
Disasters  in — National  Fund,  1145 

Eacperiments  on  Living  Animals 
Address  for  Returns  Mar  11.  616 

Etbe,  Colonel  H.,   Lincolnshire,    Gains- 
borough 
Army — Allowances  of  Adjutants  of  Yolon- 
teers,  1254 

Fabquharson,  Dr.  R.,  Aberdeenshire,  W. 

Army 

Medical  Department,  124 
Volunteer  Equipments,  Res.  757, 759 

Infectious   Diseases  Prevention  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1354 

Merchant      Shipping — Colour      Blindnes*, 
1251 

Parliament — Bosinest  of  the  House,  260 

Parliameniary  Elections  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R. 
1878 

Public   Health    Acts  Amendment  Bill,  2R. 
57 

Tuberculosis^in  Cattle,  Res.  1555 

Fen  WICK,  Mr.  C,  Northumberland,  Wans- 
beck 
Mining  Accidents  in  Walps,  712- 
Poet  Office— Increate  of  Wages,  872 

Ferguson,  Mr.  R.  C.  M.,  Leith,  ice. 

Africa— Swaziland,  1258 
Behring  Seas  Fisheries,  867 
Colonisation  Committee,  1010 
Leith  Industrial  School,  993 
Scotland— Forth  Fishermen,  1004,  1249 

Fergusson,  Right  Hon.    Sir  J.  (Under 
Secretary    of     State     for     Foreign 
Affairs),  Manchester,  N.E, 
Afghan  War,  Second,  1686 
Africa 

Association  of  Liverpool,  253 
Liquor  Traffic,  1005 

(West   Coast)— Royal    Niger    Comp«nj, 
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America— Copyright  in  the  United  Statei, 

1135 
Armenia — Atrooitiei,  717 
Behriog  Seas  Fisheries,  867 
Berlin  Labour  Conference,  720,  876 
Crete,  1256 

Bgypt — Soudan  —  Importation    of    Grain, 
1251 

Suakin,  Distress  in,  1006,  1688 
Germany — Besignation  of  Prince  Bismarck, 

1228 
India 

Bombay    Defences — The    Duke  of    Con- 
naught,  1249 

Destruction  of  a  Hindoo  Temple,  990 

Dnm  Dum  Murder,  1248 

Enteric  Fever  io,  1140 

Factories  Act  Amendment  Bill,  864 

Haharajah  Sciudia,  1805 

Sikkim,  1687 

Zhob  Valley  Expedition,  863 
Indian  Councils  Bill,  1687 
Newfoundland 

Fisheries,  709, 1252,  1513,  1679 

Lobster  Factories,  344 
Boumania— British  Subjects,  1692 
South  Indian  Bail  way  Farchase  Bill,  1227, 

1228;  2H.  1609 
Torkey 

Constantinople  Hospitals,  1134 

Immigration  from  the  Caucssos,  1007 

Be7.  J.  Dobie's  Imprisonment,  1514 

Feyebsham,  Earl  of 

Parliament— Standing  Orders,  Bes.  685 
Syria,  Christian  Missions  in,  242,  243 

FllLD,  Admiral  E.,  Sussex,  Eastbourne 
Bombay  Defences    and  the  Duke  of  Con- 
naught,  1218 
Kayy  Estimates 

Education  Services,  1065,1069,  1072 
Naval  and  Marine  Pensions,  Ac,  1079 
Scientific  Services,  1073 
Works  and  Buildings,  1074, 1079 
Supply — Civil  Service,  1295 

FiBLDEN,  Mr.   T.,  Lancashire,  S,K,  Mid- 
cUeton 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Beport,  Bes. 
558 

FiNLlT,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Inverness,  (tc. 
Scotland— Bights  of  Way,  1160 

Fisheries  Begnlation  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2R.  read  and  discharged  ifar  12, 
667 

FitzGebald,  Mr.  R.  U.  P.,  Cambridge 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  800,  801 

Fn'zWiGRAM,    General    Sir    F.,  Hants, 
Fareham 
Army  Estimates — ^Land  Forces,  801 


Fletgheb,  Sir  H.  T.,  Su^ex,  Lewes 
luhabited  House  Duty,  Bes.  1572 

Fltnn,  Mr.  J.  C,  Cork,  N. 
Irelaod 
Cork  Union,  132 
Criminal  Law,  &c. 
M'Ginley,  P.,  135 

National  League— Cashel  Town  Com- 
missioners, 334 
O'Mahony.  Mr.  J.,  133 
Slattery  Mr.  J.,  133 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Cork  Police,  335 
Police  Watcbiag,  981 
Post  Office  EmploySs,  125 

Foley,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Galway,  Connemara 
Ireland 
Education — Catholic  Element,  1676 
Grand    Jury    Cess — MoyouUen    Barony, 
1811 

Foreign  Affairs — Secretary  of  State  (see 
Salisbury,  Marquess  of) 

Foreign  Affairs — Under  Secretary  of 
State  (see  Fergusson,  Right  Hon. 
Sir  J.) 

Foreign  Affairs 

Foreign  Office— Office  of  Works  Contrartt, 
Question,  Mr.  Lawson  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  Mar  7, 
259 

Foreign  and  Colonial  Meat  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  V  •  Mar  18,  1165 

FoRSTER,Sir  C,  Walsall 

Parliamentary  Sessions,  Bes.  891 

FORTBSCUE,  Earl 
statute  Law  Revision  Bill,  Committee,  103 

FoRWOOD,  Mr.  A.  B.  (Secretary   to  the 
Admiralty),  Lancashire,  Ormskirk 
Navy  Estimates 
Armaments,  1033, 1035 
Men  and  Boys,  1041, 1050 

Foster,  Sir  B.  W.,  Derby,  Ilkeston 
Allotments,  879 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1726, 

1730,  1783 
India — Typhoid  Amongst  the  Troops,  495 
Supply — Irish  Administration,  1344 

Fowler,  Right  Hon.  H.  H.,  TToZwrAawip- 
ton,  E, 
Bankruptcy  Bill,  2B.  1202 
Eduoation^ School  Supply  (York  and  Salis- 
bury), Bes.  1858,  1860, 1861 
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FowLER)  Bight  Hon.  H.  H. — ednt. 
Infant  Life  Protection 'BUI,  2B.  1081, 1085 
Ireland — Special  CommiMion  Beport,  Bes. 

279,  282,  598,  599 
London  County  Gonnoil  Bill,  2B.  1113 
Lnnacy  Consolidation  Bill,  2B.  1352 
Public    Health  Acts    Amendment  BiU,  2B. 
57 

Statute  Law  Bevision  Bill,  2B.  1014 
Supply— Coinage,  1287 
Tithes  Bill,  1820 

Fbaseb-Mackintosh,  Mr.  C,    Inverness- 
shire 
Scotland 
Crofters— South  Uist,  988 
Sheriff  Substitute  of  Skye,  987 

Pulton,  Mr.  J.  Fobeest,  West  Ham,  N. 
Tottenham  and  Forest  Gate  Junction  Bail- 
way  Bill,  2B.  480 

Galloway,  Earl  of 
Licensing  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1659 

Gathoene-Hardy,   Hon.   A.  E.,   Sussex^ 
East  Grinstead 
Infant  Life  Protection  Bill,  2B.  1089 

Gedgb,  Mr.  S.,  Stockport 

Bankroptcy  Bill,  2B.  1189,  1195 
Colonies— Victoriar-Divorce  Bill,  337 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Beport,  Res. 
400 

General  Paving  (MetropoHs)  Act,  (1817) 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1*  *  Afar  25,  1824 

General  Police  and  Improvement  (Scot- 
land) Act  (1862)  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1**  *  Mar  11,  510 
Germany 

Berlin  Labour  Conference  (see  Labour ^  Trade, 

and  Commerce) 
Resignation   of   Prince  Bismarck,  Question, 

Mr.  Burdett-Coutts ;  Answer,  The  Under 

Secretary   for    Foreign   Affairs   Afar   19, 

1228 

GiLROOLY,  Mr.  J.,  Cork,  W. 
Ireland —  Fastnet  Rock  Lighthouse,  1131 

Gill,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Louth,  S. 
Ireland 
Administration,  Res.  928,  932 
Secret  Inquiries — Case  of  Mr.  M'Dermott, 
699 

GiLLiAT,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Clapham 

Supply— London  Parochial  Charities,  1285 


Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  B.,  Editlhurffh^ 
Mid  Lothian 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,  Res. 

446,  525,  601 
Parliament — Business  of  the   House,  Res. 

349,  859 
Porohase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  BiU,  IR.  1707, 1720, 1723 

GoLDSWOBTHY,   General  W.  T.,  Hammer^ 
smith 
Army— Accident  to  a  110-Ton  Gun,  136 

G0R8T,   Right  Hon.   Sir  J.  B.   (Under 
Secretary    of     State    for    India), 
Chaiham 
India 
British  India,  Licensed  Houses  in,  713 
British  Troops 'Zeylah,  Bnlhar,  and  Ber- 

bera,  341 
Rohtak,  Alleged  Rioting  at,  485 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,   Res. 
608 

GoscHEN,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.  (Chancellor 
of   the   Exchequer),    St,    Georges, 
Hanover  Square 
Ciril- Service. 
.    Clerks— First  Division,  116 

Legacy  and  Suooession  Duty  Office,  1251 
Cnrrency— Silver  Coins,  874 

Customs 

Contraband  Tobaooo,  094 

Customs  Duties,  873 

Customs  (Wine  Duty)  Act,  715 

Excise  Service,  714 

Potato  Spirit,  340 
Cyprus— Tribute,  117 
Greenwich  Hospital  Fund,  Res.  1028 
Inland  Revenue 

Dog  Licence  Duty,  713 

Income  Tax 
Commissioners,  706 
Insurance  Premiums,  991 
Licensed  Houses,  997 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  Res.  1573,  1576 

Land  Tax,  338 

Licenoe  Duties,  706 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,   Res. 

593,  596,  598,  599,  601,  608 
Parliament 

Bosiness  of  the  House,  1695 

Members— Mr.  R.  Gardner,  1819 

Parliamentary  Sessions,  Res.  903 
Paymaster  General  Act,  123 
Supply— Coinage,  1288,  1290 
Turkish  and  Egyptian  Loans,  506 
Van  and  Wheel  Tax,  340 
Ways  and  Means— Budget,  504 

GOUELBY,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,  Res. 

404 
Merchant  Shipping—*'  Qu^fta,"  704 
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Ships—"  Hero,"  720 
Yessele  Waiting  for  Gans,  258 
Vewels  of  War,  Res.  1015, 1027 
Newfoundland  Fisheries,  1513 

Graham,  Mp.  R.  C,  Lanark,  K  W. 

Anny— Time  Fases,  606 

Berlin  Conference,  504,  876 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police — Asbestos  Com- 
pany, 258 

Vamh  Vestries,  503 

Post  Office 

Increase  of  Wages,  873 
Postmen's  Winter  Clothing,  256 
Telegraph  Clerks'  Grievances,  872 

Bailway  Servants'  Strike,  504 

Soudan,  Distress  in,  1006 

Thames  Watermien  and  Lightermen  Bill,  2B. 
113 

Gbanvillb,  Earl 

Indian  Councils  Bill,  2B.  101 

Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,   Bes. 

1492, 1495 
Parliament — Standing  Orders,  Befl.  684 
.  Syria,  Christian  Missions  in,  244 
Trost    Companies    Bill,    Committee,    970, 
972 

Gray,  Mr.  0.  W.,  Easex,  Maldon 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1777 
Infant  Life  Protection  Bill,  2R.  1087 
Tuberculosis  in  Cattle,  Res.  1558,  1559 

Gret,  Sir  E.,  Northumherlatid,  Berwick 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,  Res. 

606 
Thames  Watermen  and  Lightermen  Bill,  2B. 

109 

Grdtthorpb,  Lord 
Licensing  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1657, 
1659 

Grotrian,  Mr.  F.  B.,  Hull,  E. 
Army — Volunteer  Equipments,  Res.  750 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police — Severe  Sen- 
tences— Florence  Wardell,  1689 

Hall,  Mr.  C,  Cambridge^  Chesterton 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,  Res. 
308,  314 

Halsbubt,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 

Augmentation  of  Benefices  Act,  1853,  Res. 

330 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,  Res. 

1481,  1484, 1486,  1895 
Scotland — Education  Returns,  Res.  241 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bill,  Committee,  103 ; 

3R.  826 
Trust  Companies  Bill,  Re-Committed,  961, 

966,  971,  972 ;  Report,  1229 


Hambro,  Colonel  C.  J.  T.,  Dorset,  South 
Railway  Brakes — ^Accident  at  Carlisle,  123 

Hamilton,  Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  J.  (First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty),  Middlesex, 
Ealing 
Navy 

Admiralty — Second  Division  Clerks,  1237 
African  Squadron,  1253 
Artillery  Volunteers,  121 
Contracts 

Boiler  Tuhes,  251 

Provisions,  338 
Defence  Act,  718 
Dockyards— Pembroke,  1683 
Greenwich  Hospital  Funds,  Res.  1027 
Naval  Accidents,  1003 
Newfoundland  Lobster  Factories,  345 
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Engineer  Officers^  1812 

Gleig,  Lieutenant,  129 
Royal  Marine  Artillery — Case  of  Charles 

Sbeard,  255 
Royal  Naval  Reserve,  995 
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"Hero,"  721 

Vessels,  Disased,  1816 

Vessels  of  War,  Res.  1023 

Vessels  Waiting  for  Guns,  258 

"  Victoria,"  252,  1130 
Navy  Estimates,  726 

Additional  Naval  Force  (Australia),  1081 
Armaments,  1029,  1031,  1033,  1034 
Educational  Services,  1065,  1067,  1068 
Marine  Pensions,  &c.,  1080 
Medical  Departments,  Report,  1225 
Men  and  Boys,  1042,  1046 
Royal  Naval  Reserve,  1073,  1074 
Scientific  Servicep,  1073 
Wages,  &c..  Officers,  1060,  1064      . 
Works,  Buildingp,  Ac,  1078,  1079 

Hamilton,   Colonel    C.    E.,    Southwark, 
Rotlierhithe 
Thames  Watermen  and  Lightermen  Bill,2R. 
Ill 

Hamley,  General  Sir  B.  B.,  Birkenhead 
Army — Volunteer    Equipments,    Res.    727, 
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Hanbubt,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Preston 

Artillery  Volunteers,  121 

Contracts — Boiler  Tubep,  251 

Ships— "  Victoria,"  252 
Navy   Estimates— Armaments,   1029,  1033, 

1034 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  127 

Harcouet,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.   G.  V., 
Derby 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1789, 
1742, 1748, 1747, 1748, 1749, 1790, 1792 

[^cont. 
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Habcourt,  Righ*  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  Y.—cont. 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,  Res. 

182,  862,  432,  447,  449,  453,  699 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 

2R.  1556 
Parliament — Business    of    the  House,  Res. 

348,  350,  351,  352 
PriTilege — Mr.  Gladstone's  Resolntion,  137 
Supply— Coinage,  1290 

Irish  Administration,  1325,  1337,  1341 

Habdcastle,  Mr.  E.,  Salford,  N, 
Army — Volunteer  Equipments,  Res.  751 

Hares  Preservation  Bill  (Lords) 

c.  Read  1®»  Mar  12,  668 
Read  2°  *  Uar  17, 1092 

Harrington,  Mr.  E.,  Kerry,  W. 
Ireland 
Administration,  Res.  922 
Evictions  at  Permoy,  1507 
Law  and  Jostice — Charges  against    Mr. 

Saunders,  1508 
Special  Commission 
Copies  of  Endence,  3 
Report,  Res.  203,  211 ;  Cost  of,  1823 

Parliamentary  Sessions,  Res.  905 

Supply — Irish  Administration,  Report,  1603 

Harrington,  Mr.  T.  C,  Dublin,  Harbour 
Ireland — Special   Commi^sien  Report,  R?s. 
44,  190,  192,  197,  224,  286 

Harrowby,  Earl  of 

Licf^Dsing  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1655 

Ha VELOCK- Allan,    Lieut.-General  Sir  H. 
M.,  Durham,  S.£. 
Army — VoloDteer  Equipments,  Res.  741 
India — Zhob  Valley  Expedition,  863 

Hayden,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Leltrim,  S. 
Castoms — Excise  Service,  714 

Healy,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 
Ireland 
Ashbourne  Act,  492 
Land  Law  Acts,  859 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Longford,  N, 
Ireland 
Administration,  Res.  225,  911,  924,  927 
Criminal  Law,  &c. 

Daly,  John,  697,  854 

Jarvis  and  Shaw,  984 

Slattery,  Mr.  J.,  492,  702,  860 
Irish  Societies  and  London  Companies, 

985 
Land  Act,  982 
Lavr  and  Justice 

Resident  Magistrates— Returns,  983 

Secret  Inquiries,  609 

[cont. 


Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.— con^ 

Light  Railways — Gkklway  and  Glifden,  097 
Pablic  Works  Loans  Act,  853 
Railways — Rival  Companies,  987 
Special  Commission  Report,  Res.  484,  407 
Ulster  Canal—Casa  of  John  Wall,  854 
Parliament 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.  861,  852,  854^ 

356 
Members — Questions    as   to   Reports  in 
Newspapers,  881 
Statutes,  Revision  of,  505 
Statute  Law  Revision  BiU,  2R.  1012, 1014 
Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland)  BiU,  2R.  865 

Heaton,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Sootland)  BUI,  2B. 

1889 
Post  Office 

Ocean  Penny  Postage,  717 

Poet  Cards,  1812,  1813, 1814 

Poet  Mark,  870 

Postal  Rates,  990 

Postal  Union,  995 
Victoria— Divorce  Bill,  337 

Hereditary  Legislators 
Amendment  on  Committee  of  Supply  (Mr. 
Labouohere)  Mar  21,  1619 

Herring      Fisliery     (Scottand)     Act 
(1889)  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  I''  •  Mar  20,  1556 
Read  2*  •  Mar  24,  1798 

Herring  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Act 
Question,    Mr.   Austruther;    Answer,    The 
Lord  Advocate  Mar  17,  993 

Herschell,  Lord 

County    Councils    Associations    (Ecpenses) 

Bill,  2R.  104,  106 ;   Committee,  329,  679  ; 

3R.  833;  Re-Committed,  1802 
Indian  Councils  Bill,  Commi&tee,  669,  678 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,  Res. 

1369,  1376,  1377,  1379,  1380,   1382,  1387, 

1388,  1391,  1394,  1396,  1403,  1406,  1407, 

1452,  1453,  1486 
Laroeny  Act  Amendment,  &o.,  BiU,  2R.  471, 

472  ;  3R.  835,  838 
Licensing  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1661 
Trust  Companies  Bill,  Re- Committed,  963, 

967,972;  Report,  1229 

Hill,  Colonel  E.  S.,  Bristol,  S. 
Army — ^Volunteer    Equipments,    Res.    744, 

745 
Bankruptcy  Bill,  2R.  1186 
ConstantiDople — Hospital  Dues,  1134 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 

2R.  1355 


HoBHOUSE,  Mr.  H.,  Somerset,  E, 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1756 
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HoMB  Department — Secretary    of   State 
(see  Maithews,  Right  Hon.  H.) 

Home  Department— Under  Secretary  of 
State  (see  Wortley,  Mr.  C.  B. 
Stuart) 

Home  Department 

Home  Office  Contracts,  QaestioD,  Mr.  Broad- 
hunt  ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Mar 
20, 1253 

Hong  Kong 
Immoral  Houses,  Sfc,^  QaestioDs,  Mr.  8.  Smith| 
Mr.  R.  G.  Webster,   Mr.  Winterbotham  ; 
Answers,  The   Under  Secretary  for   the 
Colonies  Uar  21,  1510 

Hop  Industry  Committee 
Addition  to  the  Committee  Mar  11,  510 

Houldsworth,   Sir  W.   H.,   Manchester, 
N.W, 
International  Monetary  Conference,  497 

Howell,  Mr.  Q.,  Bethndl  Green,  N,E. 
Law  and    Jostioe    and    Police — Trials    in 

Camera,  1690 
Merchant  Shippiog  Acts  Amendment  BUI, 

2B.69,60,  668,  1355 
Navy  Estimates,  726 
Statutes,  Bevision  of,  505 

HowORTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Salford,  S. 

African  Liquor  Traffic,  1005 

Ireland 

Boards  of  Guardians,  852,  984 
Landlords  and  their  Estates,  257,  852 
Special  Commission  Beport,  Has.  400 

Trials  in  Camera,  1690 

Hoyle,  Mr.    I.,   Lancashire,  S.E.,   Hey- 
wood 
International  Monetary  Conftrence,  496 

Hozier,  Mr.  J.  H.  C,  Lanarkshire,  S, 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  (Fergu- 
son Bequest)  Fund,  Ren.  1092 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B. 
1892, 1893 

Scotland — Parochial  Boards,  1510 

• 

HuLSE,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Salisbury 
Customs — Contraband  Tobacco,  994 
Education — School  Supply  (York  and  Salis- 
bury), Bes.  1837,  1838 

Hunter,  Sir  W.  G.,  Hackney,  Central 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  Bes.  1571 

Hxtnteb,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen,  If. 
Scotland— Post  Office,  Aberdeen— Telegraph 
Staff,  1819 

VOL.  CCCXLII.     [third  seroes.] 


India — Secretary    of    State    (see  Cross, 
Viscount) 

India — Under    Secretary  of    State  (see 
GORST,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  E.) 


India 
Afghan   War,  Second,  Question,  Mr.  Labou- 
ofaere  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  Mar  2A,  1686 

Army 

British  Troops — Zeylah,  Bulhar,  and  Ber- 

hera^     Question,     Sir    G.     Campbell; 

Answer,    The    Under     Secretary    for 

India  3far  10,  341 
Typhoid  Among  the  Troops,  Question,  Sir 

W.  Foster ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 

War  Mar  11 ,  495 ;  Question,  Mr.  Cobb ; 

Answer,    The    Under    Secretary     for 

Foreign  Affairs  Mar  18,  1140 

Bombay    Defences    and    the    Duke  of  Con- 
naught,     Question,     Admiral     Field; 
Answer,     The    Under    Secretary    for 
Foreign  Affairs  Mar  20,  1248 
Dock  Accommodation,  Question,  Obserra- 
tions.     Viscount    Sidmouth,    Viscount 
Cross  Mar  17,  978 
British  India,  Licensed  Houses  in,  Question, 
Mr.  Mark  Stewart ;  Answer,  The   Under 
Secretary  for  India  Mar  13,  713 
Dumdum  Murder,  Questions,  Mr.  Keay,  Sir 
W.  Plowden ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affsirs  Mar  20,  1247 

East  India  (AhkariJ,  AddreB3  for  Eetums, 
261 

Factories  Act  Amendment  Bill,  Question,  Mr. 
J.  Maclean ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  14,  863 

Hindoo  Temple,  Destruction  of.  Question* 
Mr.  Keay  j  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  17,  989 

Maharaja  Scindia,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Brad- 
laagh ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretsrj  for 
Foreign  Affairs  Mar  25,  1805 

Post  Office — "Postal  Chargfs,  Question,  Mr. 
Watt  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
3farll,  496  ;  Qm  s  ion,  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaeter  General  Mar  17, 
990 

Rohtak — Alleged  Bioting,  Qncstion,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The  Uuder  Secre- 
tary for  India  Mar  11,  49Ji 

Sikkim,  Question,  Mr.  Bryce  ;  Answer,  The 
nndfr  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  ifar 
24,1687 

South  Indian  Railway   Bill   (see  that  title) 

Zhoh  Valley  Expedition,  Question,  Sir  H.  Have- 
lock- Allan  ,-  Answer,  The  Undef  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  14,  863 

Indian  Councils  Bill 

I.  Bead  2*  and  committed  to  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  Mar  6,  61 

[ccwf. 
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Jkdian  CoiMciU  Bill — cont. 

Motion  for  Committee ;  after  debate,  agreed 

to 
Considered  in  Conlmittee  Mar  13,  669 
Amendments  reported  Mar  17, 972 
Bead  3*  •  and  passed  Mar  18, 1101 

c.  Read  P  •  Ifar  21, 1619 

Indian  Councils  BUI 

Qnestion,  Mr.  Bradlangh;  Answer,  The 
dnder  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar 
24,1687 

Infant  Life  Protection  Bill 

c.  Bead  2**  and  committed  to  Select  Committee 
Mar  17,  1081 
Instmotion  to  Committee  ordered  Mar  20, 
1556 

Infections  Diseases  (Prevention)  Bill 

c.Bead2«»»lfar6.57 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  17, 1092 ;  Mar 
20.  1354;  Mar  24,  1799  ;  Mar  26,  1926 

Inhabited  House  Duty 

Bes.  (Lord  Henry  Bmce)  Mar  21, 1566 

Inland  Revenue  (see  Customs  and  In- 
land  Revenue) 

International  Industrial  Conference  at 
Madrid  (see  Labour,  Trade,  and 
Commerce) 

International  Labour  Conference  at 
Berlin  (see  Labour,  Trade,  and 
Commerce) 

International  Monetary  Conference  (see 
Currency) 

Intoxicating  Liquors  Licences  (^Ireland) 
Betorn  ordered  Mar  11,  507 

Intoxicating  Liquors  Licences  (^Scotland) 
Betorn  ordered  Mar  13,  726 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Local  Veto) 
Bill 

c.  Bead  2°  Mar  26,  1900 
Ireland 

Administraticn,  Bes.  Mar  14,  90S 
Army 

Manufacture  of  Gunpowder,  Qnestion, 
Dr.  Tanner  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  Mar  25,  1808 
Militia  Officersy  Instruction  of,  Qnestion, 
Mr.  J.  McCarthy;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary for  War  Mar  20,  1244 

Aahhoume  Act,  Questions,  Mr.  M.  Healyi 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  11, 
492 

[cont» 


Ibeland — cont. 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 

M*Qinley,  Mr.,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Flynn ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  (General  for  Ire- 
land Mar  6,  135 

National  League — Cashell  Town  Commie- 
sionere,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Flynn ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  Gtonera}  for  Ireland  Mar 
10,  334 

0*Mahony,  Mr,,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Flynn ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  Greneral  for  Ire- 
land Mar  6,  133 ;  Qnestion,  Mr.  Con- 
don ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Mar  7,  249 

Returns,  Qnestion,  Mr.  J.  Sllis;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  20,  1243 

Slattery,  Mr,  J,,  Qnestion, Mr.  Flynn;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  6,  133  ;  Qnestion,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  11, 
492;  Qnestion,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  13,  703;  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor  ;  Answers,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  14, 
860 

Waterford,  Crime  in.  Question,  Mr.  Webb  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  21, 
1505 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act  ^Persons 
Proceeded  against,  ^e.,  Betnrn  ordered 
Jfar  25,  1821 

Education 

Bailiehorough  National  School,  Qnestion, 
Mr.  O'Hanlon  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
GeDeral  for  Ireland  Mar  6,  132 

Blind  and  Deaf,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Woodall ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land Mar  18,  1130 

Catholic  Element,  Question,  Mr.  Foley 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land Mar  24, 1675 

Compulsory  Education,  Question,  Mr.  W. 
A.  Macdonald ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  24, 1672 

Magee  College,  Question,  Mr.  Lea ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  24,  1676 

National  Teachers,  Question,  Mr.  D.  Sulli- 
van ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar 
25,  1806 

School  Fees,    Question,  Mr.  Crilly;    An- 

•  swer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land Mar  13,  703 

Stewart,  Mr.  W.,  Case  of,  Question,  Mr.  M. 
Kenny;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Mar  7,  247 

Labourers*  (Ireland)  Act 

Loans  Under,  Questions,  Mr.  Mahony,  Dr. 
Tanner  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Mar  21,  1503 

Land  Acts 
Question,  Mr.  M.    Healy;    Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  14, 
859 

[cont. 
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lULAND— Xatid  Acts^oont, 

Eviction  Section  —  "  WiU  ▼.  Cronint" 
Qaestion,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;  Answer, 
The  Attomej  General  for  Ireland  Mar 
17,  982 

Lamd  OomnUsiion 

Cavan,  Qaestions,  Mr.  O'Hanlon;  An* 
iwers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  6,  136;  Mar  14, 856 

Boaeommonf  Qnestion,  Mr.  0' Kelly  ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  (General  for  Ireland 
Mar  24, 1674 

Land  Purchase  Act 

Irish  Farmers,  Question,  Mr.  M'Gartan; 
An«wer,  The  Attorney  Gteneral  for  Ire- 
land Mar  14,  860;  Qaestions,  Mr. 
M*Cartan,  Mr.  Maoartney ;  Answers, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar 
18, 1182 

Landlord  and  Tenant 
Billeting  Policemen  on  Tenants,  Qaestion, 
Mr.  O'Keeffe ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
(General  for  Ireland  Mar  7,  248 

Clongorey,  Arrests  at,  Qaestions,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar 
24, 1694 ;  Qaestions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Sir  C. 
Lewis  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Mar  25,  1808    . 

Ejectment  for  Non-Payment  of  Rent,  Qnes- 

'  tions,  Mr.  Mamm,  lir.  Crilly ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretuy  Mar  11,  491 

Fermoy,  Evictions  at,  Questions,  Dr. 
Tanner,  Mr.  E.  Harrington ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  21, 1506 

Olensharold  —  Evictions,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Keeffe ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  6, 130 

Landlords — Sale  of  Howes,  Sfc,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Howorth ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Mar  7,  257;  Question,  Mr. 
Howorth ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  14, 852 

London  Companies  and  Irish  Estates,  Quen* 
tions,  Mr.  Lea,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  17,  985 ;  Question,  Mr.  Lea  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  20, 
1248 

Olphert  Estate,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Mac  NeOl ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  7, 
246 

Btewart  Estate,  Qaestions,  3Cr.  Mac  Neill ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  7, 
246 

Tipperary — Evictions,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Mar  20,  1241 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Agrarian  Crime,  Motion  Mar  25, 1863 
Connor,  Cornelius  —  Case  of.    Question, 
Dr.  Tanner;    Answer,    The    Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  18, 1132 
Emergency  Men,  Charges  against.  Question, 
Dr.  Tanner;    Answer,   The    Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  13,  701 
Qremd     Jury    Cess — Moyeullen    Barony, 
QoestioD,  Mr.  IFoUij ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
SMzvtary  Mar  26, 1811 
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Jurors,  Catholic,  Question,  Mr.  CKeeffe ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  11, 

402 
Police 

Billeting  Policemen  on  Tenants,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  O'Keeffe;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  ifar  7, 
248 

Cork  Police,  Question,  Mr.  Flynn ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land  Mar  10,  335 

Jarvis,  Inspector,  Questions,  Mr.  Labon- 
chere ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary 
Mar  24, 1669 

M'Ouire,  Sergeant,  Question,  Mr.  H. 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Mar  20, 1238 

Mitchelstown,  Tearing  doien  Posters, 
Question,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  10, 
336 

CBrien,  Mr.  M,,  Questions,  Mr^  J. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Bedmond;  Answers, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  18, 692 

Pallaskenry,  Disturbances  at,  Question, 
Mr.  Johnston ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  13,  691 

Police  Watching  —  Father  Kennedy, 
Question,  Mr.  Flynn ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  (General  for  Ireland  Mar  17, 
981 

Tipperary — Extra  Police,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
J.  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  14, 861 ;  Qaes- 
tion, Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  17, 
985 

Westmeath — Extra  Police,  Question,  Mr. 
D.  Sullivan;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  10,  882 
Prisons 

Clonmel  Oaol,  Questions,  Dr.  Tanner, 
Mr.  J.  O'Connor  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Mar  20,  1244 

Cork  Chiol — Death  of  Mr.  John  Conolly, 
Question,  Dr.  Tanner;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  24, 
1671 

Exercise  in  Prisons,  Questions,  Mr.  J. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  Mar  20, 1239 

Tullamore  Qaol,  Question,  Mr.  P. 
M'Donald;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  13,  694; 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mr.  P. 
M'Donald;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  14,  858 
Rye,  Captain  B.  T.,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner ; 

Answer,    The    Attorney    General  for 

Ireland  Mar    13,    700;    Question,  Dr. 

Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 

Mar  25,  1809 
Secret  Inquiries — Cafe  of  Mr.  M^Dermott, 

Questioos,  Mr.  Gill,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 

Mr.  S.  Lefeyre ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 

General  for  Ireland  Mar  18,  699 
Bligo  Assizes,  Qaestion,  Mr.  P.  M'Donald ; 

Answer,  The  Attorner  General  for  Ire- 
land Mar  18,  695 
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Ibiland — Police — oont. 

Statute  of   Edtoard    HI.,    QnestioD,   Dr. 

Tanner ;  Aniwer,  The  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland  Mar  18,  1133 
Waterfordf  Crime  irij  Qnesti'on,  Mr.  Webb  ; 

Answer,  The   Chief  Secretary  Mar  21, 

1506 
Lighthouses^Fastnet  Rock  Lighthousef  Qoei- 
tien,  Mr.  Gilhooly ;    Answer,   The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board   of    Trade    Mar    18, 
1131 

Local  Oovemment  Board 

Boards  of  OuardianSf  Suspeneion  of,  Qaes- 
tions,  Mr.  Ho  worth,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land Mar  14,  858 ;  Mar  17,  984 

Cfrk  Uniorif  Qaettion,  Mr.  Plynn;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  Mar  6,  132 

lievensary  Doctors,  Question,  Mr.  O'JBEan- 
Ion;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Ifar 
11,493 

Dungarvan  Water  Supply,  Qoestion,  Mr. 
P.  J.  Power ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Mar  7.  247 

Dunkerrin  Poor  Law  Elections,  Qnestion, 
Mr.  Molloy;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  14,  854 

Masters    of    Workhousesj    Question,    Mr. 
-  O'Hanlon ;    Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Mar  11,  492 

Newtoumards  Board  of  Qvrardians,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  6, 
184 

OtUdoor  Relief,   Qaestions,    Dr.   Tanner; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  21, 
1505 
Lunacy 

Snniscorthy  Asylum,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
Bedmond ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  13,  691 

Magistracy 
Sanders,  Mr.,  Charges  against.  Questions, 
Mr.  LaboQohere,  Mr.  E.  Harrington, 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Webb,  Mr.  J.  Morley  ; 
Answem,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  21, 1507 

ReHdcnt  Magistrates 

Gardner,  Mr.,  Qaeetions,  Dr.  Tanner  ; 
Answers.  The  Itfomey  General  for 
Ireland  Mar  14,  882  ;  Mar  20,  1246 

Returns,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Colonel  Wering ;  Answers,  The  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  Mar  17,  983 

Members  of  Parliament  {Charges  and 
Allegations) — The  Special  Commission 

Copies  of  Evidence,  Questions,  Mr. 
MacNeill,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  E.  Harrington ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
Mar  5, 1 

Cost  of.  Question,  Mr.  Bowntree ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Mar  24, 
1692 

Cost  of  Report,  Questions,  Mr.  E.  Har- 
rington, Mr.  Labouohere,  Sir  W.  Law- 
son,  Mr.  Causton,  Mr.  H.  Wilson,  Mr. 
Clancy;  Answers,  The  Secretaiy  to 
the  Treasury,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  The  Speaker  Mar  25,  1823 

Ic^nt. 


Ireland— Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and 
Allegations) — Report  of  Commission — cent. 
Report,  Bes. 

Debate  resumed  on  Mr.  Smith's  Motion 
and  Mr.  Gladstone's  Amendment 
Mar  5,  3 ;  Debate  adjourned 

Besumed  Mar  6,  138;  Debate  ad- 
journed 

Notice  of  Motion  (Mr.  Jennings) ;  De 
bate  resumed  Mar  7,  261;  Debate 
adjourned 

Motion  to  resume  Debate ;  after 
Debate,  agreed  to  and  resumed; 
Division  on  Mr.  Gladstone's  Amend- 
ment Mar  10,  361 ;  adioumed 

Standing  Order— Exemption  from  the 
Twelve  o'clock  Bale,  Bes.  Mar  10, 
361 

Debate  resumed  Mar  11,  510 ;  Amend- 
ment proposed  (Mr.  Caine) ;  Amend- 
ment to  Mr.  Caine's  Amendment 
proposed  (Mr.  B.  Beed)  ;  Division 

Motion,  that  the  Question  be  now  put ; 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  main  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to,  614 

Motion  and  Debate  (Lords)  agreed  to 
Mar  21, 1357 

**  Times"  Witnesses 

Daly,  Mr,  J.,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman ;  Answers, 
The  Home  Secretary,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  13,  697  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers. 
The  Home  Secretary,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  20,  1246 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  ifar  21,  1516;  Bes. 
ifar  21,  1530 

Jarvis  and  Shaw,  Questions,  Mr. 
Macartney,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answers, 
The  Home  Secretary  ifar  17, 984 

Pigott,  Mr.  R.,  Questions,  Mr.  Cobb, 
Mr.  Labouohere;  Answers,  The 
Home  Secretary  ifar  20,  1244 

Sheridan,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Questions,  Mr. 
Labouohere,  Mr.  Cobb ;  Answers, 
The  Home  Secretary  ifar  24,  1670 

Miscellavefyus 

Belfast 

Linen  Lappers  Friendly  Society,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  ifar  24,  1674 

Municipal  Buildings,  Questions,  Mr. 
DeCobain,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  W. 
Johnston ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  ifar  6,  181 

Democratic  Labour  Federation,  Question, 
Mr.  Jordan;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  ifar  17,  981 

Dublin  Hospitals,  Questions,  Mr.  Peter 
M'Donald,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The 
Attorney  Greneral  for  Ireland  ifar  6, 
134 

Oovemment  Advertisements,  Question,  Mr. 
P.  J.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  ifar  24, 1676 
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Ibsland  —Miscella'Moua^oont, 

•  Oovemment  Building^  SurveyorSf  Qaes- 
tioDy  Mr.  Crilly;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treagnry  Mar  20,  1241 

Market    Tolls — Royal  Commission  Report, 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  McCarthy,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  (General 
for  Ireland,  The  President  of  the  Local 
'  Grovemment  Board  Mar  13,  705 

Probate  Duty,  Question,  Mr.  P.  M'Donald; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land Mar  10,  331 
Piers  amd  Harbours 

Doruighadee  Harbour,  Question,  Colonel 
Waring ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  Mar  14,  867 

Qreystones  Harbour,  Question,  Mr.  W. 
Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  Mar  18,  693 

Howth  Harbour,  Question,  Mr.  Clancy; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
Mar  10,  332 

Innismurry  Island  Landing  Pier,  Quostioo, 
Mr.  P.  M*Donald ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Mar  7,  244 

Newcabtle      Harbour,       Question,       Mr. 
M'Cartan;    Answer,  The   Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  Mar  7,  248 
Post  Office 

Balcarra  Money  Order  Office,  Question,  Mr. 
J.  P.  X.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master Creneral  Mar  20,  1239 

Belfoht  Post  Office,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Mar 
24.  1675 

Cavan  and  Lstterkenny  Postmaster  ship. 
Questions,  Mr.  0*Hanlon,  Mr.  A. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien;  Answers, 
The  Postmaster  C^eneral  Mar  14,  857 

Enniskillcn  Postmaster,  Question,  Mr.  W. 
Bedmond;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  Mar  24,  1673 

Letterkenny  Post  Office,  Question,  Mr.  A. 
O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
(General  for  Ireland  Mar  13,  700 

Limerick  Post  Office,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Keeffe;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  Mar  10,  336 

Mail  Service,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Mar 
24,  1676 

0' Brien*  sBridge — PostmastershiptQuBstion, 
Mr.  Jordan;   Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  Mar  17,  986 
Public    Works  Loans  Act,  Question,  Mr.  T. 

M.  Healy ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland  Mar  14,  853 
Railways 

Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford,  Question, 
Mr.  P.  M*Donald ;  Answer,  The  Presi. 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  25, 
1810 

Oalway  to  Glifden,  Questions,  Mr.  Clancy, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;  Answers,  The  Sec- 
retary  to  the  Treasury  Mar  13,  695; 
Question,  Mr.  H.  Stewart;  Answer,  The 
Secretaryto  the  Treasury  Mar  17,  991 

Londonderry  to  Camdonagh,  Question,  Mr. 
Mr.  J.  McCarthy ;  Answer,  The  Secnrtary 
U>  the  Treainry  Mar  13,  693 

[con*. 
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West  Kerry,  Question,  Mr.  H.  Stewart  I 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 

Mar  17,  992 
Rival    Companies,   Question,   Mr.  T.    M. 

Healy;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 

Board  of  Trade  Mar  17,  987 
Tramways  {Ireland)  Act,  Questions,  Dr. 
Tanner;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  Mar  10,  330 
Ulster  Canal,  Questions,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  Mar  14,  863  ;  Question,  Mr. 
P.  O'Brien;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasnry  Mar  18, 1138 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.   (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury),  Leeds,  N. 
Civil  Service 
Clerks 
JiOwer  Division,  1515 
Second  Division,  256 

Customs 
Statistical   Department  —  Writers,    846, 

1004 
Writers,  710 
Ireland 

Gk>vemment  Buildings — Surveyors,  1242 
Piers  and  Harbours 
Donaghadee,  868 
Greystones,  693 
Howth,  332 
Newcastle,  248 
Bailways — Londonderry   to  Camdonagh, 
694 
Ghilway  to  Clifden,  696 
West  Kerry,  992 
Special  Commission 
Copies  of  Evidence,  1,  2 
Cost  of  Report,  1692, 1828 
Ulster  Canal,  854, 1139 
Merchant  Shipping — Medical  Provision  on 

Steamers,  1593 
Scotland— Crown  Bights,  1817 

Education — ^Lenzie  Board  School,  129 
Supply — Friendly  Societies,  1297 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Act,  380 

Jambs,  Right  Hon.  Sir  H.,  Bury,  Lanca- 
shire 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,  Res. 
267,  279,  282, 286, 287 


Jarvis,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Lynn  Regis 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,  Res. 
18 

Jbtfrbys,  Mr.    A.    F.,    HavUs^  Basing^ 
stoke 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1765 

Jennings,  Mr.  L.  J.,  Stockport 
Ireland  —  Special     Commission     Report, 
Ifotioe  of  Motion,  261 ;  Res.  551,  558 
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Jebset,  Earl  of  (Paymaster  General) 
;  GoQDty    ConDoil«    ABsooiation    (Expeniet) 
BiU,  2B.  105, 106 

JOHNgrroN,  Mr.  W.,  Bdfaat,  S, 
Colonies— Yictorian  Divorce  Bill,  337 
Ireland 

Belfaet  Manicipal  Baildings,  131 
Dittorbanoes  at  Pallaskenry,  691 
Special  GommiBsion— Daly,  John,  856,  898 

Joint  Stock  Companies 
Betam  ordered  and  presented  Mar  14, 851 

Jordan,  Mr.  J.,  Clare,  W, 
Ireland— Democratic  Labonr  Federation,  981 

Kay-Shuttlewobth,  Right  Hon.Sir  U.  J., 
Lancashire,  Clitlieroe 
Income  Tax  on  Insurance  Premiums,  990 
Soath  Indian  Bailway  ForohMe  Bill,  2B. 
1612 

Keat,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Elgin  and  Xaiiifi 
India 
Destruction  of  a  Hindoo  Temple,  989 
.Dnm-Dum  Murder,  1247 
Scotland 
Crown  Bights,  1817 
Herring  Fii^ery,  118 
Postal  Arrangements  at  Bane,  1682 

;Kelly,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Cambenvell,  JV. 
Bankruptcy  Bill,  2R.  1206 
Civil  Service — Lower  Division  Clerks,  1515 
Infant  Life  Protection  Bill,  2R.  1082 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  Bes.  1572,  1575 
London  County  Council  Bill,  2R.  1103 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B. 
1898,  1900 

,.  Shopkeepers  (Half-Holiday)  Bill,  1512 

Kenny,  Mr.  J.,  Tyrone,  Mid. 
Ireland— Case  of  Mr.  W.  Stewart,  247 
L%w  and  Justice — Betting  Agents,  345 
Paymaster  General  Act,  123 
Tel-el-Kebir,  Alleged  Treachery  at,  250 

Kenyon,  Hon.  G.  T.,  Denbigh,  d:c. 
Mibiug  Accident  in  Wales,  711 

KiMBER,  Mr.  H.,  Wandsworth 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B. 
1895,  1896,  1897 

KiMBERLEY,  Earl  of 

County   Councils   Associations    (Expenses) 

Bill,  2R.  104 
Indian  Councils  Bill,  2B.  90  ;  Committee, 

672,  675 
Ireland— Special  Commifsion  Report,  Res. 

1410, 1417, 1419 
Larceny  Act  Amendment,  &o.  Bill,  2R.  479  2 

3R.  839 
Licensing  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1654 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1617 


Enatchbull-Huoissin,  Mr.  H.  T.,  Kenl, 
Faversham 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Act— Babbit  Comsiog  at 

Dover,  1135 
}^avy— Ships— *'  Barraconta,"  1516 
Navy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  1047, 1050 
Parliamentary  Sessions,  1144 ;  Bee.  898 
Tithes  Bill,  1820 

Eno^xes,  Mr.  L.,  Sal/ord,  W, 

Infections  Diseases  Prevention  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1092 

Tuberculosis  in  Cattle,  Bet.  1547, 1568, 1659, 
1561 

Knutspord,  Lord  (Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies) 
Transport  of  Civilian  Sick  and  Injured,  1288, 
1234 

Labouchere,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Afghan  War,  Second,  1886 
Africa 

South  Afiican  Company,  1141 

Swasiland,  1137 
Hereditary  Legislators,  Bes.  1519,  1518 

Ireland 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Inspector  Jarvis,  1669 
Magistracy — Mr.      Sanders,      Charges 
against,  1507 
Special  Commission 
Pigott,  Richard,  1244 
Report,  Cost  of,  1823  ;  Bes.  669,  575 
Sheridan,  Mr.  P.  J.,  1670 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Death  of  a  Prisoner,  869 
Glove  Fights,  868 

Wrongful  Conviction— Case  of  Feely,  1189 
Metropolis — Improvements,  1189 
Naval  Accidents,  1002 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,   Bes. 

353,  354,  357 
Supply— -Civil  Ser?ice  Excesses,  1261 

Labourers  Cottages  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  P  •  Uar  24, 1800 

Labour,  Trade,  and  Commerce 

African  Aaaociaiion  of  Liverpool,  Question, 
Mr.  S.  Smith  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seore* 
tary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  7,  258 
Berlin  Labour  Conference,  Question,  Mr.  G. 
Graham ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  Mar  II,  504 ;  Question,  Mr.H. 
Vincent ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  13,  720;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  C.  GrabiEun ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  Mar  14,  875;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Atherley  Jones,  Mr.  Cremer, 
Dr.  Tanner;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  18,  1145; 
Question,  Mr.  Cremer ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  20,  1258; 
Question,  Observations,  Barl  of  Dunraven ; 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  Mar  24,  16^  . 
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Lcbbour,  Trade,  and  Commerce — oont. 

Eiyurs  of  Work — Harmer  Sf  Co,,  Qaestion, 

Mr.  Bart ;  Anawer,  The  Home  Secretary 

Mar  13,  703 
Industrial  Conference  at  Madrid,  Qnestions, 

Mr.  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  Mundella ;  Answers, 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Mar 

13,    717;    Question,     Mr.    H.    Vincent; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 

Trade  Mar  14,  871 
Irish  Democratic  Labour  Federationf  Question, 

Mr.    Jordan ;     Answer,     The    Attorney 

General  for  Ireland  Mar  17,  081 
Joint  Stock  Companies — Registration,  Qaes- 

tion,  Mr.  Long;  Answer,  The  President 

of  the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  17,  996 
Liverpool  Strikes,  Questions,   Mr.   Philipps, 

Mr.  Cobb  ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary 

irar21,  1515 
■    Railway  Servants*  Strike,   Question,  Mr.  0. 

Graham ;  Answer,  The   President  of  the 

Board  of  Trade  Mar  11,  504 
Sweating  System   Committee,   Question,  Mr. 

B.  Robinson ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 

the  Treasury  Mar  20,  1257 

Latonb,  Mr.  A.,  Southwark,  Bermcmdsey 
Thames    Watermen  and  Lightermen  Bill, 
2R.  107 

Larceny^Act  (1861)  Amendment  (Use 
of  Firearms)  Bill 

I.  Bead  2^  and  committed  to  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  Mar  11,  461 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  13,  687 

Read  3*  and  passed  Mar  14,  834 
c.  Bead  P»lfar  17,  1012 

Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P.,  Bath 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  Res.  1570 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police   {England 
and  Wales) 
Asbestos     Company,     Question,      Mr.      C. 

Graham ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  (general 

Mar  7,  258 
Assines  Relief  Act,  Question,  Mr.  L.  Morgan ; 

Answer,    The  Home   Secretary  Mar  17, 

lOOO 
County  Courts — Dudley  Registrar,  Question, 

Mr.  Bradlaugh;    Answer,  The  Attorney 

General  Mar  7,  267 

Criminal  Law — Miscellaneous 
Arrest  and  Handcuffing  for  Non-payment  of 

Costs,      Question,      Mr.       Bradlaugh; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  Mar  17, 

1008 
Betting  Agents,  Question,  Mr. M.Kenny; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  Mar  10, 

345 

Deddington  Magisterial  Bench,  Question, 
Mr.  Cobb ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary Mar  6,  120 

Refusing  to  go  to  Sea,  Question,  Mr.  A. 
Williams ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretanr 
Mar  24, 1688 


Law  and  Justice  and  Police  (England  and 
Wales)  —  Criminal  Law — Miscellaneous — ' 
cont. 

Severe  Sentences,  Questions,  Mr.  Pickers- 
gill  ;  Answers,  The   Home  Secretary 
Mar  17, 1000 ;  Mar  20,  1254 
Warden,    Florence,  Question,  Mr..  Gro- 
trian ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
Mar  24^  1689 
Wrongful  Conviction — Case  ofFeely,  Ques- 
tion,   Mr.   Labonchere;    Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  Mar  18, 1189 

Olove  Fights,  Questions,  Mr.  Labouohere, 
Mr.  Cobb ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary 
Mar  14,  868 

Licensing  Act,  Question,  Sir  W.  Lawson ; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Mar  13, 
714 

Licensing — Liverpool  Public  Houses,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  S.  Smith ;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  Mar  14,  862 

Lord  Arthur  Somerset — Justice  of  the  Peaee^ 
Question,  Mr.  Handel  Cossham ;  Answer, 
The  Home  Secretary  Mar  25, 1804 

Police 

Chief  Constable  of  Cardiganshire,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  B.  Rowlands ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department  Mar  7,  24Q 
Superannuation,  Questions,  Mr.  Oolman, 
Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton,  Sir  H.  Selwin-Ibbet- 
son;  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary 
Mar  24,  1679;  Statement  by  Mr. 
H.  Vincent  Mar  25, 1804 

Prisons 

Chatham — Treatment  of  John  Daly,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Johnston, 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  ; 
Answers,  The  Home  Secretary,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  18, 
697 ;  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr. 
A.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Johnston;  Answers, 
The  Home  Secretary  Mar  14,  854; 
Questions,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The 
Home  Secretary,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Mar  20,  1246 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answer»  The  Home  Secretary 
Mar  21, 1516  ;  Res.  Mar  21,  1580 

Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  J.  McCarthy; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Mar  10, 
842 

Death  of  a  Prisoner  at  Manchester,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Labonchere ;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  Mar  14,  869 

Effects  of  Imprisonment,  Question,  Mr. 
Pickersgill ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary Mor  21, 1509 

Prison  Punishments,  Question,  Mr.  Pick- 
ersgill; Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
Mar  18, 1143 

Temporary  Horns  for  Discharged  Prisoners 
— Disused  Vessels,  Question,  Mr.  H.  Vin- 
cent ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  Mar  25,  1816 

Visitors  to  Convict  Prisons,  Qnehtiun,  Mr. 
Pickersgill ;  Answer,  The  Homs  Secre- 
tary Mar  20, 1255 


LAW        LEF 


Law  and  Justice  and  Police  {England  and 
Wales)  —  Prisons — cont. 

8'atute  LaiCf  Revision  and  Consolidation  of 
Questions,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy ;  AoBwers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  Mar  11,  505 

Strikes  at  Liverpool y  Questions,  Mr.  Fhilipps, 
Mr.  Cobb ;  Answers,  The  Heme  Secretary 
Mar  21, 1515 

Trials  in  Cameray  Questions,  Mr.  Howell, 
Mr.  Howorth;  Answers,  The  Solicitor 
General  Mar  24,  1690 

Wales  —  Cardiganshire  —  Chief  Constuhls, 
Questions,  Mr.  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  B.  Row- 
lands; Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  3far  7,  249 

Law  Clerks  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Oid^red  j  Read  P  *  Mar  12,  668 

Lawrence,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Liverpool^  Aher- 
cromby 
Africa — Swaziland,  Postponement  of  Motion, 

1147 
Tuberculosis  in  Cattle,  Res.  1564 

Lawson,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  St,  Pancras,  W, 
Civil  Service — First  Division  Clerks,  116 
Infectious  Diseases  (Prevention)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1092,  1799 
London    County    Council    Bill,    2R.    1110, 

1111 
London  Street  (Strand  Improvement)  Bill, 

2R.  1128 
Navy — Lieutenant  Gleig,  129 
Office  of  Works  Contracts,  259 
Post  Office— City  Postmen,  722 
Supply — London  Parochial  Charltie8,*1282 
♦ 

Lawson,   Sir  W.,   Cumberland,    Cocker- 
mouth 
Ireland — Special   Commission  Report,  Cost 

of,  1823 
Licensii!g  Act,  704 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  725 

Lea,  Mr.  T.,  Londonderry ^  S, 
Ireland 

Estates  Committee,  1243 

Irish  Society  and  City  Companies,  985 

Magee  College,  1676 

Leake,  Mr.  E,.,  Lancashire,  S.E.,    Bad- 
cliffe 
Parliament — Counts-out,  876 

Leaseholders  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2R. ;  Debate    adjourned  Mar  19, 
1215 

Lefkvre,  Right  Hod.  J.  G.  Shaw,  Brad- 
ford, Central 
Army — Imperial  Defence  Act,  719 
Ireland 

Law  and  Justice — Secret  Inquiries — Case 
of  Mr.  M'Dermott,  699 

leont. 


{INDEX}  LEF        LOO 

342. 

Lefkvbk,  Right  Hon.  J.  G.  Shaw — cont. 


Defence  Act,  718 
Vessels  of  War,  Ees.  1026 
West  African  Squadron,  1258 
Navy  Estimates 
Additional  Foroe,  &o.  (Aiutralia),  1080, 

1081 
Educational  Services,  1066 
Men  and  Boys,   1040,  1041,   1042,  1046, 

1047 
Works  and  Buildings,  Ac.,  1077, 1079 

Supply — London  Parochial  Charities,  1275 

Leighton,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire,  Oswestry 
Education— School  Supply  (York  and  Salis- 
bury), Res.  1847, 1848 

Leng,  Mr.  J.,  Dundee 
Joint  Stock  Companies,  996 
Parliamentary  Eleotioos  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B. 

1887 
Scot  laud  —  Post  Office '—  Scotch- Amerioaa 

Mails,  689 

Lewis,  Sir  C.  E.,  Antrim,  N, 

Ireland — Special  Commission   Kaport,  Bes. 
32,  33,  39,  40,  41,  42,  44,  45,  46 

Licensing  Act  (1872)  Amendment  Bill 

L  Presented  ;  Read  1*  *  Mar  7,  233 

Order  for  2Et. ;  adjourned  Mar  24,  1642 


Licensing   (see 
Police) 


Law  and   Justice  and 


Lichfield,  Bishop  of 

Presentation  to  Benefices  Bill,  2R.  487 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art 

National  Qallery,  tCeturn  ordered  and  pre- 
sented Mar  24,  1800 

Llewellyn,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somerset,  iT. 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1738, 
1753 

Local  Government  (^England  and  Wales) 
Allotment y  Questions,  Mr.  Seale-Hayne; 
Answers,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  Mar  11,498;  Ques* 
tions,  Mr.  J.  Ceilings;  Answers,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Gkivemment  Board, 
Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther  ifar  25, 1815 

County  Councils 

County  Boroughs,  Question,  Mr.  Conwaj ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  Ifar  13,  710 

Emigration,  Question,  Mr.  Samnelion; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Looal 
Government  Board  Mar  25, 1804 

Female  Members  of,  Question,  Commander 
Bethell ;  Answer,  The  Firft  Lord  ofthe 
Treasury  Mar  6, 127 
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LoTHUN,  Marqness  of  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land) 
Scotland— Bdnoation  BetaniB,  Bes.  235,  287 


Local  Oovemment  (England  and  Wales) — 
oont. 

District  Registrars,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Oldroyd  ; 
Answer,  The  President*  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  Mar  18,  708 

London  Sewage,  Qnestions,  Major  Basoh; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  Mar  11,  484;  Mar  14, 
874 

Metropolitan  Property,  Re-assessment  of, 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Dixon-Hartland ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Local  GK>yernment 
Board  Mar  13,  707 

Registrar  for  Flint,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Boberts ; 
Answer,  |The  President  of  the  Local 
GK>yemment  Board  Mar  6,  122 

Shoehury  Sewage,  .Question,  Major  Basoh ; 
Answer,  A  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  19, 
1169 

Treasurers  to  Local  Boards,  Question,  Mr. 
Francis  Stevenson ;  Answer,  The  Attor- 
ney General  Mar  7,  257 

Vestries^Parish  Vestries,  Question,  Mr.  0. 
Graham;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  Mar  11,  508 

Local  Govebnment  Board — President 
(see  Ritchie,  Right  Hon.  C.  T.) 

Local  Goyeenmbnt  Board — Secretary  to 
(see  Long,  Mr.  W.  H.) 

London  Connty  Council  Bill 

c.  Bead  2«  *,  and  committed ;  Motion  for  In- 
struction to  Committee  Jtfar  18, 1101 ;  Mis- 
take as  to  Motion,  Explanation  Riven  Mar 
25,  1803 

* 

London  Street  (Strand  Improvement) 
Bill 

c.  Order  for  2B.  read  and  discharged  Mar  14. 
861 
Bead  2",  and  Motion  for  Select  Oommittee 
Mar  18,  1118 

LoNO,  Mr.  W.  H.  (Secretary  to  the  Local 

Government  Board),  Wilts,  Devixes 

Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1742, 

1746,  1748, 1749,  1752,  1784 
Local  Government— Sewage  in  the  Thames, 
875 

Lord  Advocate,  The  (see  Robertson, 
Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Lord  Lietttenant  of  Ireland — Chief  Sec- 
retary to  the  (see  Balfour,  Right 
Hon.  A.  J.) 

Lord  Presidsnt  of  the  Council  (see 
Cranbrook,  Viscount) 


Lowther,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Kent,  Isle  0/ 
Thanet 
Consolidated  Fnnd  Bill,  Oommittee,  1822 
Parliament — Privilege — Mr.  Gladstone's  Re- 
Bolntion,  136 

Lowther,  Mr.  J.  W.,   Cumberland,  Pen- 

rith 
Allotments — Upper    Braile,    Warwickshire, 

879 
Charity  Commissioners 

Belgrave  Charity,  339 

Broaghal  Charity,  1816* 

Millington's  Charity,  716 

Newbond-on-Avon  Charity,  119 

Schemes,  1006 
Supply — London  Parochial  Charities,  1283 

Lubbock,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.,  Londcm  Uni- 
versity 
Customs— Potato  Spirit,  340 
London  Connty  Conncil  Bill,  2B.  1104, 1107  ; 

Instruction  to  Committee,  Bes.  1117 
London  Street  (Strand  Improvecaent)  Bill, 

2B.  1118 
Shopkeepers  (Half-Holiday)  Bill,  1512 
South  Indian  Bailway  Purchase  Bill,  2B. 

1612 

Lunacy  Commissioners 
Question,  Mr.  W.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Homo 
Secretary  Mar  17,  997 

Lnnacy  (Consolidation)  Bill  * 

{.  Committee;  Beported^  Amendmanta  mada 
Mar  13 

Bead  3*  * ;  Amendments  made  and  paaaed 
Mar  17.  979 
cBeadP*  Mar  17,  1012 

Bead  2**,  and  committed  to  Select  Commit- 
tee Mar  20, 1352 

Order  for  Select  Committee  on  the  Statata 
Law  Bevision  BiU  Mar  24, 1800 

Beported  and  Be-Committed  to  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  Mar  25,  1821 

Macabtnby,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Antrim,  S. 
Ireland 
Land  Purohaae  Act — ^Iriah  Farmm,  1182 
Special     Commission — Times'  Witnesses, 
984 
Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland)  BiU,  2B.  644,  649 

650,  651,  652,  653,  654, 666 
Trees  (Ireland)  BiU,  Oommittee,  1614,  1615 

Macdonald,   Mr.  W.  A.,    Queen's    Co. 
Ossory 
Ireland— Oompnlsorj  Education,  1672 


Mac  Innes,   Mr.   M.,    Northumberla/ndf 

IHexhavfi 
Army— Volunteer  CapitatioB  Grant,  1689 
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Maclean,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Oldham 
Faotories  Aofc  Amendment  (India)  Bill,  863 

Maclure,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lancashire,  S.E,, 
Stretford 
Solicitors  (Hagistraoj)  Bill,  2B.  68 

Mac  Neill,  Mr.  J.  Q.  S.,  Donegal,  S. 
Armj — Volnnteer  Equipments,  Bes.  761 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,   796,   798, 

799  800,  807,  809 
Ireland 
Evictions — M'Sweeney  Estate,  703 

Stewart  Estate,  246 
Special  Commission — Copies  of  Eridence, 
1;  Report,  Bes.  4 

McCabtan,  Mr.  M.,  Doum,  S. 
Ireland 

Land  Purchase  Act — Irish  Farmers,  1132 
Newcastle  Harboar,  248 
Newtownards  Board  of  Guardians,  134 
Post  OflSoe 

Telegraphs— Central  Office,  342,  714,  864 
Clerks,  122,  871 

McCabtht,  Mr.  J.,  Londonderry 
Ireland 
'Market  Tolls— Royal  Commission,  705 
Military  Officers— Instruction  of,  1244 
Railway— Londonderry  and  Camdonagh, 

693 
Special    Commission    Report,    Res.  228, 
262 
Prison  Clerks,  342 

McCarthy, 'Mr.  J.  H.,  Newry 
Tel-el-Kebir— Alleged    Treachery    at,    249, 
334,  712 

McDonald,  Mr.  P.,  Sligo,  N. 
Bankruptcy  Bill,  2R.  1201 
Ireland 

Balbriggan  Hose,  502 

Dublin  Hospitals,  134 

Innismurry  Island  Landing  Pier,  244 

Probate  Duty,  331 

Railways — Dublin,  Wioklow,  and  Wexford, 
1810 

Sligo  Assizes,  695 

Tallamore  Gaol,  694,  869 
Scotland— Crofter  Emigrants,  1001 

McKenna,  Sir  J.  N.,  Moruighan,  S, 
•     Bankruptcy  Bill,  2R.  1211 

McLaren,  Mr.  W.  S.  B.,  Cheshire,  Crewe 
Infant  Life  Protection  Bill,  2R.  1084 ;  Com. 
mittee,  1092 

Madden,  Right  Hon.    D.   H.  (Attorney 
General  for  Ireland),  Dublin  Uni- 
versity 
Ireland 
Administration,  Res.  920,  921,  922,  923, 
924,  925,  927,  928,  932 

[conU 


Madden,  Right  Hon.  D.  H. — cont. 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure,  ko,,  Aot 
M  Ginley,  F.  135 

National  League  and  Caihel  Town  Com- 
missioners, 835 
O'Mahony,  Mr.  183 
Slattery,  Mr.  J.  134.,  860 
Ednoation 
Bailieborongh  NationsJ  School,  132 
Blind  and  Deaf,  1131 
Catholic  Element,  1676 
Compulsory  Ednoation,  1673 
Magee  College,  1676 
School  Fees,  702 
Land  Act,  860 

Eviction  Section,  983 
Land  Commission 
Cavan,  136,  857 
Roscommon,  1674 
Landlord  and  Tenant 
Clongorey  Arrests.  1695 
Ejectment  for  Non-Payment  of  Bent, 

491 
Glensharrold  Evictions,  131 
Irish  Societies  aud  London  Companies, 

985 
Landlords  and  their  Estates,  853 
M'Sweeney  Estate,  703 
Land  Purchase  Act— Irish  Farmers,  860 

1132 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Connor,  Cornelius,  1133 
Emergency  Man,  Charges  Against,  702 
M'Dermott,  Mr. — Secret  Inquiries,  699 
Police 
Billeting  Policemen  on  Tenants,  249 
Cork  Police,  386 
Mitohelstown— TearingDown  Posters, 

336 
O'Brien,  Mr.    M.— Police  Watching, 

692 
O'Keefe,  Rev.  T.— Police  Watching, 

982 
Pallaskenry,  Disturbances  at,  692 
Tipperary— Extra  Police,  861,  986 
Westmeath— Extra  Police,  333 
Prisons 

Death  of  John  Conolly,  1671 
Tullamore  Gaol,  695,  858 
Rye,  Captain,  R.  T.,  701 
SJjgo  Assizes,  695 
Statute  of  Edward  IlL,  1133 
Local  Government  Board 

Board  of  Guardians,  Suspension  of,  852, 

984 
Cork  Union,  132 

Dunkerrin  Poor  Law  Elections,  854 
Enniscorthy  Lunatic  Asylum,  ^1 
Newtownards  Board  of  Guardians,  135 
Magistracy 
Gardner,  Mr.  R.  M.,  882, 1246 
Returns,  983 

Saunders,  Mr.,  Charges  Against,  1507 
Miscellaneous 

Belfast  Municipal  Baildings,  131 
Democratic  Labour  Federation,  981 
Dublin  Hospitals,  134 
Government  Advertisements,  1677 

[c<mt 
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Kaddsn^  Sight  Hon.  D.  H.—amt, 
Market  Tolli,  705 
Probate  Duty,  881 
Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bating  BiU,  2B.  1799 
Pablio  Work!  Loanff  Aot,  858 
Bapplj — Iriah  Administration,  Beport,  1603 
Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  657,  660 
Trees  (Ireland)  Bill,  Committee,  60 

Madbid  (see  Spain) 

Mahont,  Mr.  P.,  Meathy  N, 

Ireland— Laboorera*  Act,  Loam  Under,  1603 
Price  of  Cattle,  1503 
Sootland— Weighbridges  for  Cattle,  1509 
Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland)  Bill,2B.  688,  639 

Malta 

Navy  Contracts,  (j^eation,  Mr.  Hanburj; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Mar  7,  251 

Mabjobibakks,  Right  Hon.  E.,  Bertvick- 
shire 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R. 

1896, 1807 
Parliamentary  Sessioni>,  Res.  892 
Turkey— Ber.  J.  Dobie's  Imprisonment,  1513 

Mablborough,  Duke  of 

Telephone  Wires  and  Communications,  840, 
850 

Marriages  in  British  Embassies,  Ac, 
Bill 

e.  Ordered;  Bead  1®  •  Mar  12,  668 

Matthews,   Bight    Hon.  H.   (Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Birminff?ujmif  E, 
■  Burials  Aot — Nonconformist  Funerals,  154 
Church  of  England— Church  Beyenues,  1238, 
1684 

Coal  Ifines 
Accidents  in  Wales,  507,  711 
Begulation  Act,  1680 
Croelty  to  Animals  Act — Babbit  Coursing, 

872 
Bdnoation — Leith  Industrial  School,  994 
Employers'  Liability  Bill,  1010 
Home    Office    Contracts  —  Leyton    Police 

Station,  1253 
Infant  Life  Protection  Bill,  2B.  1086 
Ireland 
Belfast  Linen  Lappers'  Friendly  Society, 

1675 
Police  Inspector  Jarns,  1670 
Special  Commission 
'*  Times  **  Witnesses    Janris  and  Shaw, 

984 
Pigott,  B.,  1244 
Sheridan,  Mr.  P.  J.,1670 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
AisiiesBelief  Act,  1000 


Matthkws,  Bight  Hon.  H.— cont. 
Criminal  Law — ^MisoeUaneoua 
Daddington  Magisterial  Benoh — Case  of 

W.  OhurohiU,  120 
Feely — Wrongful  Conriction,  1189 
Bef  using  to  go  to  Sea,  1684 
Severe  Sentences,  1000, 1254,  1689 
Glove  Fights,  868 
Licensing  Act 

Dorham  Assizes,  704 
Liverpool  Public  Houses,  862 
Lord  Arthur  Somerset,  1804 
Police  Superannuation,  1679 
Prisons 
Chatham— John  Daly,  697,  855,   1246, 

1516 ;  Bes.  1587, 1589, 1591 
Clerks,  342 
Death    of   a  Prisoner  at  Manchester, 

869 
Effects  of  Imprisonment,  1510 
Prison  Punishment,  1143 
Visitors  to  Convict  Prisons,  1265 
Strikes  at  Liverpool,  1515 
Lunacy  Commissioners,  998 
Luuacy  Consolidation  Bill,  2B.  1352 
Parliament — Bosinef  s  of  the  House,  725 
Shopkeepers  (Half- Holiday)  Bill,  1512 
Wales 
Chief  Constable  of  Cardiganshire,  250 
Tithes  CoUeotion — Employment  of  Troops, 
Bes.  911 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.   E.   (A  Lord  of  the 
Treasnry),  Wigton 
Local  Government  Board — Sewage  at  Shoe- 
bury,  1169 
Scotland 
Glasgow— Weighbridges  for  Cattle,  1509 
Parochial  Boards,  1510 

Matve,   Admiral  R.  C,  Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest 
Navy— Vessels  of  War,  Bes.  1021 
Kavy  Estimates 
Education  Services,  1071 
Marine  Pensions,  &c.,  1080 
Works  and  Buildings,  &c.,  1075 

Meats,  Earl  of 

Transport  of  Civilian  Sick  and  Injured,  1280, 
1234 

Members  of  Parliament  {Charges  and 
Allegations) — The  Special  Commis- 
sion (see  Ireland) 

Members  of  Parliament 
Address  for  Return  Mar  18,  727 

Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1887 
Nomination  of  Select  Committee   Ifar  ll, 

510 
Ordered,  that  Report  be  referred  to  Select 

Committee  ifar  14,  882 
Addition  to  Committee  Jfor  18,  1147 
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Merchant  Shipping  (see  Board  of  Trade) 

ICerchant  Shipping  Acts    Amendment 
BiU 

e.  Order  for  2B.  read  and  discharged  Mar  5, 59 
2B.  Further  ad  jonmed  Mar  12,  668 
Bead  2®  *  and  Committed  Mar  24, 1798 
Goniidered  in  Committee  and  Beported  Mar 
24,  1798 

Metropolis 
Hoipitala  Inquiry,  Qaeetion,  Obserrations, 
Lord  Sandhurst,  Yiscoant  Cranbrook  Mar 
20,  1234 
Improvementg,  Qaestion,    Mr.   Labonchere; 
Answer,    The  First   Commissioner   of 
Works  Mar  18,  1189 
Constitution  Hill,  Question,  Lord  H.  Bmoe; 
Answer,     The  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  Jfar  13, 714 ;  Question,    Captain 
Verney;  Answer,  The   First   Commis- 
sioner of  Works  Mar  24,  1686 
Be'Assesament     of     Metropolitan    Property* 
Question,  Mr.  Dixon- Hartland  ;  Answer* 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  Mar  13,  707 
Transport   of    Civilian    Sick    and    Injured, 
Question,   Observation,    Earl    of    Meatb, 
Lord  Knutsford,  The  Prime  Minister  Mar 

20,  1230 

Metropolitan   Vestries,   d:c,  (Emoluments 
of  Officers) 
Betnm  ordered  Mar  11,  607 

Midland  Railtoay  BUI 

Motion  for  Instruction  to  Committee    Mar 

21,  1498 

MiLLTOWN,  Earl  of 

Larceny  Act  (1861)  Amendment  (Use  of 
Firearms)  Bill,  2B.  46;  3B.  834,  835,  837, 
838 


MiLYAiN,  Mr.  T.,  Durham 

Army— Volunteers — Rifle  Ranges,  116 

Mifhes  {Eight  Hours)  Bill 

Question,   Mr.  Philipps ;    Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  6,  127 

MOLLOT,  Mr.  B.  C,  King's  Co,,  Birr 
Ireland— Dunkerrin    Poor    Law    Elections, 
854 

Montagu,  Mr.  S.,  Tou)er  Hamlets,  White- 
chapel 
Charity    Commissioners  —  Yestry    of    St. 

Botolph,  Bishopsgate,  1694 
Education — Elementary  Schools — Teaching 

of  Arithmetic,  498 
Turkish  and  Egyptian  Loans,  605 


Morgan,  Right  Hon.  G.  Osborne,  Den^ 
highshire,  E, 
Emig^tion  Betums,  998 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1009 
Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Act,  998 

Morgan,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Carmarthen^  West 
Assizes  Relief  Act,  999 
Bankruptcy  Bill,  2B.  1195 
Wales— Llanedi  National  Sofaool,  999 

Morgan,  Mr.  0.  V.,  Battersea 
Africa 

Johannesburg,  Disturbances  at,  180 

Swaziland— Beport,  1138 

Transvaal,  346 
Ii]^bited  House  Duty,  Bes.  1676 
Supply — London  Parochial  CharitiM,  1274 

Morgan,  Mr.  P.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 
Cardiff  Post  Office,  1256 

MoRLET,  Earl  of    (Ghairman    of    Com- 
mittees) 
Parliament — Office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Par. 
liaments,  &c. — Mr.  Disraeli's  Pension,  Be- 
port, 233 

MoRLEY,  Right  Hon.  J.,  NeuxMsUe-upwi^ 
Tyne 
Ireland 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police — Magistraoy, 

—Mr.  Sanders,  Charges  against,  1509 
Special    Commission    Beport,  Bes.  607, 
608,  611,  612 
Parliament— Business   of  the   HooM,   260| 

1695 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  BQI,  IB.  1709 
Tithes  BiU,  1617 

Morris,  Lord 
Larceny   Act  Amendment,   Ac.,    Bill,  SB. 
482 

Mowbray,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.,  Oxford 
University 
Parliamentary  Sessions,  Bes.  900 

MUNDELLA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffield^ 
Brightside 
Education — School  Supply  (York  and  Salis- 
hury),  Bes.  1825,   1830,  1838,  1847,  1861, 
1857 
Madrid,  Industrial  Conference  at,  717 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  724 
Scotland — Inspection  of  Schools,  989 

MUNTZ,  Mr.  P.  A.,    WarunckehirSf  Tarn- 
worth 
Army — Volunteer  Equipments,  Bes.  748 

National  Gallery 
Betum  ordered  and  presented  Mat  24,  1800 
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Navy 

Administration f    Report^    Qaestion,   Mr.   D. 

Crawford ;  Answer,    The  First  Lord    of 

the  Treasary  Mar  13,  723 
Admiralty — Second  Division  Glerlcs^  QnestioD, 

Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The   First  Lord  of 

the  Admiralty  Mar  20,  1237 
Artillery   Volv/nteerey    Qneition,    Mr.    Han- 

bury;  Answer,    The  First  Lord   of  the 

Admiralty  Mar  6, 121 

Contracts 

Boiler  Tubes,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Hanbnry ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Loid  of  the  Admiralty 
Mar  7,  251 

Provisions,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Piokard;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Mar  10,  338 

Defence  Act,  Qnestion,  Mr.  S.  Lefeyre;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Mar  13,  718 

Docks — PemhroJeet  Qnestion,  Mr.  Pbilipps  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Mar  24, 1683 

Oreenvnch  Hospital  Fund^  Motion  Mar  17, 
1027 

Miscellaneous  —  Accidents  in  British  and 
Foreign  Navies,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Labonohere ; 
Answer,  The  Firut  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Mar  17,  1002 

Officers 

Engineers,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlangh ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Mar  25,  1811 

Qleig,  Lieutenant,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Lawson ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Mar  6,  129 

Pensums  —  Greenwich  Pensions,  Qnestion, 
Captain  Price ;  Answer,  A  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty Mar  10,  341 

Royal  Marine  Artillery  —  Case  of  Charles 
Sheard,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Bradlangh ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Mar  7,  254 

Royal  Naval  Reserve,  Question,  Sir  G.  Camp, 
bell ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty Mar  17,  995 

Bhips 

**  Barraeouta,*'  Question,  Mr.  H.  Knatch- 
bulI-Hugessen ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  Mar  21,  1516 

"  Calliope,"  Question,  Sir  J.  Swinburne ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty Jfar  17.  1011 

*'Hero,**  Question,  Mr.  Gourley  ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar 
13,  720 

Vessels,  Disused — Temporary  Home  for  Dis- 
charged Prisoners,  Question,  Mr.  H. 
Vincent;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  Mar  25,  1816 

Vessels  of  War,  Bes.  Mar  17, 1015 

Vessels  Waiting  for  Quns,  Question,  Mr. 
Gourley;  Aiiswer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  Mar  7,  258 

"  Ffctona"—Tfc«  100-Ton  Quns,  Questions, 
Mr.  Hanbury;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the    Admiralty  Mar   7,  252; 

[con*. 


Navy — Ships — oont. 

Qnestion,  Major  Basch ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  18, 
1130 
West  African  Squadron,  Qnestion,  Mr.  S. 
Lefevre;  Answ«»r,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  AdmiraHy  Mar  20, 1253 

Navy  Eatimatea 
Questions,  Mr.  Camphell-Bannerman,  Mr. 
HoweU,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor  ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  13, 
726 
Statement  of  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
explanatory  of  the  Navy  EstimtUes  1890-91 
(see  Appendix) 

Ifavy  Eatimatea  (Supplementary,  1889- 
90) 

1.  Navy  Armaments 
(Navy  Estimates  1890-91) 

2.  Men  and  Boys] 

3.  Wages,  &o,,  of  Officers,  &c, 

4.  Yictualb'ng  and  Clothing 

5.  Medical  Establishments 

6.  Martial  Law,  &c. 

7.  Educational  Services 

8.  Scientific  Services 

9.  Boyal  Naval  Beserve 

10.  Works,  Buildings,  &c. 

11.  Miscellaneous  E£Eective  Services 

12.  Half  Pay,  Ac. 

13.  Naval  and  Marine  Pensions,  &c. 

14.  Civil  Pensions,  Ac. 

15.  Additional  Naval  Force,  &c. 
Considered  in  Committee    Mar    17,   1028; 

Beport  Mar  19,  1225  ;  Beport  on  Vote  10; 
postponed 

I^ew/ouncUand 

Fisheries,  Question,  Sir  G.  Campbell; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
AfEairs  Mar  13,  708;  Qnestion,  Mr. 
Thorbum ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  20,  1252 ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Gronrley;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  21, 
1513;  Questions,  Mr.  W.  Badmond,  Dr. 
Tanner  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  24,  1678 

Lobster  Factories,  Questions,  Dr.  Tanner  ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  Jfar  10,  344 

Newmbs,   Mr.  G.,   Cambridge^  JF.,  New- 
market 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1752 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Galway,  N. 
Army — Volunteer  Equipments,  Bes.  768 
Army  Estimates 

Land  Forces,  810 

Ordnance  Factories,  814,  815 
Crown  Office  BiU,  2B.  1091 
Infant  Life  Protection  BiU,  2B.  1066, 1000 
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NOLAH,  Mr.  J.,  Lauih,  If. 
IntozioAtiiig  Liqnon,  Ac  (Irtbiid)  Bill,  2B. 
1919 

Komsis,  Mr.  E.  S.,  Taw&r  ffamUts^  Litne- 
hotue 
Snpplj— London  ParoohiAl  OhftritiM,  1280 

NOBTHBEOOK,  Earl  of 

Indian  Ooonoilt  Bill,  2B.  61;   Gommiiiee, 
672 

• 

NoBTOV,  Lord 
Oonntj  Coonoilf  Afliooiaiion  SzpenMS  BQl, 

8B.  832  ;  On  Botnm  from  the  Commoni, 

1802 
Iiaroenj'    Aot   Amendment,  fte.,   BiB,  2B. 

475,477,479;  8B.  886 
Scotland— Bdnoational  Betnmi,  Bet.   283, 

287,240,241 

0*68011,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.,  Mayo,  S. 
Inland 
Pott  Of&oe— Beloana  Money  Order  Office, 

1239 
Special  Commiuion— Daly,  John,  1591 

O'Bbibv,  Mr.  P.,  Managhan,  Jf. 
Ireland 
Po«t  0£Boe— Oavan  and  Letfcerkennj  Poit- 

maaterfhipi,  858' 
Ulater  Oaoal— Oaae  of  John  Wall,  858, 
1138 
Supply— Irish  Administration,  Bes.  1840 

O'Bbibv,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperary,  N. 
Ireland 
Government  AdTertiaemeatt,  1076 
Tipperary—- Extra  Police,  985 
Sapply — ^Iriflh  Adminietration,  Beport,  1596 

0*GomoB,  Mr.  A.,  Donegal,  E. 

Army  (Annual)  BUI,  2B.  1858,  1618, 1614; 

Committee,  1797, 1798 
Army  Bstimatca— Land  Foroea,  788, 787 
Ireland 

Post  Offioe— Garanand  Letterkenny  Poei- 
maaterthips,  700,  858 

Special  Commiaaion — ^Daly,  John»  856 
Navy  Batimatea,  726 
Parliament 

Point  of  Order,  880 

Wedneaday  Sittinga,  1260 

South  Indian  Ballway  Pnrohaae  Bill,  1226; 

2B.  1613, 1614 
Supply— Ixiah  Adminiatration,  1297 

O'GoNiroB,  Mr.  J.,  Tipperary,  S. 
Infant  Life  Protection  Bill,  2B.  1089 
Intojdcatiag  Liquora,  &c.  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B. 

1903,  1005,  1906,  1907,  1910,  1918, 1915, 

1916 

Ireland 
Adminiatration,  Bea.  924^  986 

^eaava 


O'ComroB,  Mr.  J.- 

Boarda  of  GoardiaBa 
DisaolTad,  985 
Suapenaion  of,  852 
Criminal  Law,  Ao,  Aofc-^latterj,  Mr.  J^ 

861 
Brictiona — ^Tipperary,  1241 
Law  and  Jnatioe  and  Police 
O'Brien,  Mr.  M.,  Aaaaolt  hj  Um  Polioe, 

692 
Polioe  at  Tipperary,  861 
Priaona 
Clonmel  Oaol,  1246 
Bzeioiae,  1280 
Tnllamoro  Gaol,  858 
Special   Commiaaion — Daly,    Joha.    Baa 
1684,  1500 
Parliamentary  Seaaiona,  Baa.  898 

Supply 
CiTil  Serrice  Szceaaea,  1261 
Iriah  Adminiatration,  1825,   1826,   1229, 
1882, 1848, 1847, 1594 

O'GOHBOB^  Mr.  T.  P.,  Liverpool^  ScoOamd 
Ireland — Special  Commiaaion  Beport,  Bea. 
'     588,584,585,586,582,687,598 
Laaaeholdera  (Dreland)  BiU,  2B.  1215,  1117, 

1220 
Parliamentary  Seaaiona,  Bea.  901 

aHAVLOV,  Mr.  T.,  Caiwm,  E. 
Bndget,  504 
Inland 
Bailieborough  National  School,  ISS 
Land  Commiaaion— OaTan,  186,856 
Poor  Law 
Diapenaary  Dootora,  498 
Maatera  of  Workhouaea,  498 
Peat  Office — Caran  and  LetterimnBy  Poat- 

maaterahipa,  857 
Poat  Office— Peatmen,  872 

O'Ebbttb,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Limerick  Ciiy 
Ireland 
Adminiatration,  Bea.  958 
Bvictiona-— Glenaharrold,  180 
Law  and  Juatice  and  Polioe 
Billeting  Police  on  Tenaata,  248 
Catholic  Jurora,  492 
Poat  Office— Limeriok,  386 

O'Eellt,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Soseommon,  If. 
Ireland— Land     Commiaaion— BoaoommMi, 
1674 

Oldbotd,  Mr.  M.,  Dewdmry 
Diatriot  Begiatcaii,  708 

Open  Spac68  Bill 

I.  Proaented ;  Bead  I**  Mor  17, 961 

Paoet,  Sir  R.  H.,  Somere^,  WeUt 
Agriculture 
InatructioB   to  Teaohera  in  Blem«Biai7 

8ohoola,668 
Sohoohi,  Gxmnta  in  aid  to,  687 
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Parker,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Perth 

Armj — YoIuDteer  Equipments,  Bob.  747 
Scotland 

Fee-Payinf?  Schools,  Bes..  827 
Bights  of  Way,  Bes.  1160 

parliament 

LOBDS— 

OjSlce  of  the  Cleric  of  the  Parliamente — Afr 
Disraeli* 8  Pension  —  First  Beport  con- 
sidered and  agreed  to  Mar  7,  233 

Private  Bi«8— Sessional  Orders  Mar  10,  325 

Bttsiness  oj  the  Hov^e 
Qaestion,  Earl  of  Kimberley ;  Answer,  The 

Prime  Minister  Mar  24,  1617 
Lord    Foxford    (Earl     Limerick)      Chosen 

Speaker  Mar  26,  1873 
Motion  to  suspend  Standing  Orders  Mar  13, 

679 
Standing  Committees — New  Standing  Order 
Bes.  Mar  6,  106 
Committee  of  Selection  fer  Standing  Com- 
mittees, Beport  Mar  14,  850 
Additions  Mar  6,  107 ;  Mar  7,  233 ;   Mar 

11,488;  Mar  13,  687 
Tuesday  Sittings,  Bes.  Mar  7,  242 

Representative  Peers  for  Ireland 

Earl  Erne's  Claim  to  Vote  Established  Mar 
26,  1873 

Earl  Longford's  Claim  to  Vote  read  Mar  1 1 , 
461 
Bight  to  Vote  Established  Mar  18, 1101 
Certificates  Ordered  Mar  25,  1801 

Earl  Mount    CashelVs   Claim    to    Vote    Bs- 
tablished  Mar  18,  1101 
Certificates  ordered  Mar  25,  1801 

Lord  Louth's  Claim  to  Vote  read  Mar  25, 
1801 

Viscount  Frankfort  de  Montmorency's  Claim 
to  Vote  read  Mar  11,  461 
Bight  to  Vote  Bstablished  Mar  20,  1229 
Certificate  Ordered  Mar  25,  1801 

Viscount  Lifford's  Claim  to  Vote  read  Mar  17, 
961 
Bight  to  Vote  Established  Mar  21,  1857 
Certificate  ordered  Mar  25, 1801 

Sat  First 
Mar  14 — The  Earl  of  Malmesbnry,  after  the 
death  of  his  ancle 

Took  the  Oath/or  the  First  Time 

Mar  13— His  Boyal  Highness  the  Duke  of 

Edinburgh 
Mar  6— The  Lord  Bishop  of  Woroeiter 

COMMONS— 

Public  Account!  CommittM,  Beport  Mar  10, 
847;  Mar  20, 1261 
Addition  to  Committee  Mar  24, 1606. 


PASLIAMBNT—  COMMONS^COnf . 

Btisiness  of  the  House  and  Public  Busi- 
ness 
Question,  Mr.  Hanbury ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  6.  127 ;  Ques- 
tioDS,  Dr.  Farquharson,  Mr.  Picton,  Mr.  J. 
Morley  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Mar  7, 260 ;  Qaestion,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton; Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury Mar  12,  667;  Qoestions,  Mr.  E. 
Bobertson,  Mr.  Dillwyn,  Mr.  Mundella,Mr. 
Cobb,  Sir  W.  Barttelot,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman,  Sir  W.  Lawson,  Mr.  Brad- 
laogh;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  The  Home  Secretary  Mar  18, 
724;  Questions,  Mr.  S.  Bendel,  Mr.  G.  O. 
Morgan,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman,  Mr. 
Picton,  Mr.  Dillwyn ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  17, 1009  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Picton ;  Aiiswer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  Mar  18,  1147 ;  Questions, 
Captain  Yemey,  Mr.  J.  Morley  ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  24, 
1695 

Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the  House 
Twelve  O'clock  Rule,  Ememiption  /rom,  Bes. 

Mar  10,  361 
Easter  Recess,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar 

20,  1260;  Question,  Mr.  Esslemont;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar 

21,  1518 

Counts'out,  Question,  Mr.  Leake;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  14, 
876 

Parliamentary  Sessions,  Question,  Mr.  H. 
Knatchbull-Hugessen ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  18,  1144; 
Motion  Mar  14,  882 

Wednesday  Sittings,  Questions,  Sir  W.  Plow- 
den,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor;  Answers,  The 
Speaker  Mar  20, 1259 

Committees 
Selection  (Standing  Committees),  Nomination 
Mar  12,  617 

Members 

Absent  Members  (Mr.  Kynoeh),  Question,  Mr. 
Cobb;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Mar  17,  1011 

Mr,  R,  Gardner — Chiltem  Hundreds,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Summers ;  Answer,  The  Chan* 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  25,  1819 

Mr,  A,  Morley — Newspaper  Report  of  Speeches, 
Questions,  Mr.  H.  S.  Wright,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy;  Answers,  The  Speaker  Mar  14, 
881 

Miseellaneaus 
Lady  Reporters,  Question,  Mr.    Bradlaugh; 

Answer,  The  Speaker  Mar  18, 1146 
Length  of  Speeches  in  the  House,  Question, 
Mr.  S.  Buxton ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treamzy  Mar  18, 721 
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Pabliam  INT— OoMMONft— If  tf  eei^oneoiM — oont. 
Point  of  Order — Motion  on  going  into  Com" 
mittee    of    Supply,    QaestioD,    Mr.     A. 
0*GoDnor ;  Aniwer,  The  Bpcmker  Mar  14, 
880 

FrimUge 

Mr.     QladiUm^s   Bss,,     Qnestion,     Mr.    J. 

Lowther;  Auwer,  Sir  W.  Haroonrt  Mar 

6,136 
Memhen  of  Varliamtnt  (Charges  and  Allega- 

tidna) — The  Special  Commistion  (See  tiUe 

Ireland) 

Rules  and  Order  oj  Debate  (see    The 
Speaker*) 

New  Writs 

Mar  12 — For  Ayr  Diairiot  of  Burghs,  v. 
John  SinclAir,  Eiqnire,  Manor  of 
Northatead 

MarU— JV>r  Gonnty  of  Cayan  (Western 
Division),  v.  Joeeph  GiUis  Biggar, 
Bsqoire,  deceased 

Mar  IS— JV>r  Goontj  Down  (Eastern  Divi- 
sion), V,  Biohard  William  Black- 
wood Ker,  Bsqnire,  Ghiltem 
Hundreds 

Mar  26 — For  Gamarron,  1;.  Edmnnd  Sweten- 
ham,  Esqnire,  deceased;  For 
Windsor,  v.  Robert  Biohardson 
Gardner,  Esqnire,  Ghiltem  Han- 
dreds 

Ifeto  Members  Stoam 
Mar  6— Alfred  Webb,  Ssqaire,  Waterford 

Gonntj  (Western  Division) 
Mar  7 — Thomas    Henry    Bolton,    Esqaire, 

St.  Panoras  (Northern  Division) 
Mario — Henry  John  Gokayne  Gnst,  Esqaire, 

Lincoln  Gonnty  (Sonth  Kesteven, 

or  Stamford  DiviBion) 
Mar  20 — George  Granville  Leveson  Gower, 

Esqaire,  Stoke-apon-Trent 

Parliamentary    Electioni    (Scotland) 

Bill 
€.  Order  for  2E.  read  and  discharged  Mar  26, 

1876 

Parliamentary  Sessions 
Res.  Mar  14»b82 

PjUttNKLL,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Cork 

Ireland — Spedal  Gommiaaion  Report,  Rea. 
449 

Pauperism  (England  and  Wales) 
Return  ordered  and  preaentdd  Mar  11,  616 

Paymaster  General  Act 

Qaestion,  Mr.    M.    Kenny;    Answer,   The 
Ghanoellor  of  the.Ezoheqner  Mar  6, 128 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  A.  W.  (See  Speaksb, 
The) 


Pellt,  General  Sir  L.,  Hackney^  N, 
Legacy  and  Saccession  Daty  Office,  1250 

Percy,  Earl 
Army — Volunteer  Eqoipments,  1617 

Phiupps,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lanark^  Mid 
Liverpool  Strikes,  1515 
Mines  (Eight  Honrs)  Bill,  127 
Navy— Pembroke  Dockyard,  1683 
Scotland— Glasgow  Post  Office,  1681 

PiCKARD,  Mr.  B.,  York,    W.R,,  Norman^ 
ton 
Navy—Gontracts— Provisions,  339 

PiCKERSGiLL,   Mr.  E.  H.,  Beihnal  Green, 
S.W. 
Gastoms — Writers  in  the  Statistical  Depart- 
ment, 846,  1004 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Prisons 
Effects  of  Imprisonment,  1509 
Panishmenf,  1143 
Visitors,  1255 
Severe  Sentences,  1000, 1254 
London  Street  (Strand  Improvement)   Bill, 
Order  for  Gommittee,  Bes.  1128 


PiCTON,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leicester 
Africa — Royal  Niger  Gompaoy,  254 
Edaoatton  —  School    S  apply    (York     and 

Salishnry),  Res.  1861 
Parliament 
Bosiness  of  the  Hoose,  260,  1010,  1147 
Parliamentary  Seaaiona,  Res.  905 
Poat  Omce—Bmployie,  126 

Snoply 

Givil  Service,  1295 

Friendly  Societiea,  1296 
Vaccination — Pupil  Teachers  at  Leicester, 

256 


Places    of  Worship    Enfranchisement 
BiU 

c.  Ordered;  ReadP*  Mar  11,  510 

Plitvair,  Uight  Hon.  Sir  Lyon,  Leeds, 
S, 
Education — Endowed  Schools,  1009 
Scotland—Fee-Paying  Schools,  Res.  827 
Supply — London  Psrochial  Gharities,  1279 
Tuberculosis  in  Gattle,  Res.  156S 

Plowdbn,  Sir  W.  C,  Wdverhampton^  W. 
India— Dum  Dum  Murder,  1248 
Navy  Estimates    . 

Naval  Armaments,  1038, 1034 

Works,  Buildings,  &c.,  1078 
Parliament— Wednesday  Sittings,  1269 
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Plunkbt,  Right  Hon.  D.  R.  (First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  &c.),  Dv^blin 
University 
Metropolis 
Constitution  Hill,  714,  1686 
Improve  ments,  1139 
Office  of  Works  Contracts,  259 
Post    Office— St.    Martin's-le-arand  >  Post 

Office,  1247 
Boyal    Palaces    and     Pleasure    Gardens — 

Hampton  Court,  Deer  in,  1512 
Supply— Westminster  Hall,  1294,  1295 

Police  (see  titles  Law  and  Justice  and 
Police,  and  Metropolis) 

Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations   Com- 
mittee 
Order  for  Committee  Mar  6,  137 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bating  Bill 

c.  Bead  2°  and  committed  Mar  24,  1798 

Post  Office 

India — Postal  Rates  (see  Rat^s) 
Ireland 

Belcarra  Money  Order  Offi>ce,  Question,  Mr. 
J.  P.  X.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  Mar  20, 1239 

Belfast  Post  Office,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Mar 
24,  1675 

Cavan  and  Letterkenny  Postmaster  ships  j 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Hanlon,  Mr.  A.  O'Con- 
nor, Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  Answers,  The 
Postmaster  General  Mar  14,  857 

Ennishillen,  Postmaster  of.  Question,  Mr. 
W.  Bedmond  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  3for  24,  1673 

Letterkenny  PoH  Office j  Question,  Mr.  A. 
O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  Mar  13,  700 

Limerick  Post  Office,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Keeffe ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  Mar  10,  336 

Mail  Service,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Mar 
24,  1676    . 

O^BrierCs  Bridge — Postmaster  ship,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Jordan;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master Greneral  Mar  17,  986 

Miscellaneotis 

Insurances,   Questions,   Mr.   A.   Thomas, 

Captain  Vemey,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,   Mr. 

Bartley;     Answers,     The     Postmaster 

General  Mar  24,  1684 
Medical    Certificates,     Question,    Mr.    J. 

Bowlands;    Ansiver,    The    Postmaster 

General  Mar  14,  875 
Ocean    Penny    Postage,      Questions,    Mr. 

Wa'  t,  Mr.    H.  Heaion ;  Answers,   The 

Postmaster  General  Mar  13,  717 
Post  Marksy  Question,    Mr.    H.    Heaton ; 

Answer,   The  Postmaster  (General  Mar 

14,  870 

VOL.  CCCXLIl.    [third  series.]  Icont, 


Post  Office— If isceWaneows—oont. 

Postal  Union,  Question,  Mr.  H.  Heaton; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  Greneral  Mar 
17,  995 

Officials 
Employes*       Meetings,      Questions,      Mr. 
Cremer,   Mr.  Plynn,    Mr.   Picton,    Mr. 
Winterbotham ;     Answers,    The   Post- 
master General  Mar  6,  125 

Postmen 

City,   QuestioD,   Mr.  Lawson';  Answer, 
The     Postmaster    General    Mar    13, 
722 
Loivdon,  Question,  Mr.  Cremer;  Answer, 
The    Postmaster    General    Mar   25 
1817 
Postmen's   Christmas   Presents,  Question 
Captain  Verney;    Answer,  The  Post- 
master Greneral  Mar  20,  1262 
Postmens*  Winter  Clothing,  Question,  Mr. 
C.   Graham;  Answer,  The   Postmaster 
General  Mar  7,  266 
Surveyors,     Question,     Mr.    Piokersgill ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  Greneral  Mar 
10,  846 
Wages,   Increase  of.  Questions,  Mr.  Pen- 
wick,   Mr.   C.  Graham  ;    Answers,   The 
Postmaster  General  Mar  14,  872 

Post  Cards 

Cost  of,  and  Halfpenny  Stamps,  Question, 
Mr.  Heaton ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
Genera]  Mar  25,  1813 

Privately  Printed,  Question,  Mr.  Heaton  ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  Greneral  Mar 
25,  1814 

Stamping^  Question,  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  Mar  25, 
1812 

Post  Offices 

St.  Martin*  S'le- Or  and.  Question,  Mr. 
Broadhurst ;  Answer,  The  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  Mar  20,  1247 

Rates  of  Postage — Colonies  and  India,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Watt ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  Mar  11,  496;  Question,  Mr. 
H.  Heaton;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  Mar  17,  990 

Savings  Banks,  Beturn  ordered  Mar  20, 
1261 

Scotland 

Aberdeen   Telegraph   Staff,  Question,  Mr. 

Hunter ;      Answer,     The    Postmaster 

General  Mar  25,  1819 
American    and  Scotch    Mails,   Questions, 

Mr.  Long,   Mr.    Sutherland;  Answers, 

The  Postmaster  General  Mar  13,  689 
Barra  — Postal   Arrangements,   Question, 

Ml .  Keay  ;     Answer,    The   Postmaster 

General  Mar  24,  1682 
Glasgow      Post     Office,      Question,      Mr. 

Philipps;     Answer,     The     Postmaster 

General  Mar  24,  1681 

Telegraphs 

Employes — Salaries,  Promotions  ^e.,  Ques* 
tions,  Mr.  M*Cartan ;  Answers,  The 
Postmaster  General  Mar  6,   122  ;    Mar 

4  E  \^cont. 
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PoiT  OPftcs—  Tdegmphs^cont, 

10,  3-12;    Mar    13,   7Uj  Mar  14,864; 

Qnefltions,  Mr.  M'CartaD.  Mr.   C.  6ra> 

ham,    Mr.    OVHanlon  ;     Answera,    The 

Poebmaeter  General  Mar  \i,  871 

Telephone      Wires      and      CommunicaiionSt 

QnestionB,  Observations^  The  Dnke  of  MarK 

boroni^hi  The  Secretary  to   the  Board  of 

Trade  ifar  14,  840 

Cardiff  Telegraph  Clerks,  Question,  Mr. 
P.  Morgan;  Answer,  The  FoBtmaster 
General  Mar  20,  1256 

Poit  Office  Mail   Contracli   (Australian 
Mails) 
Betimi  ordered  and  presented  Mar  26, 1374 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks 
Return  ordered  Mar  20,  1261 

Powell,  Mr.  F.  S,,  Wigan 

Edocftfcion— School  Supply  ( York  and  Salis- 
bury), Rea.  1860 

Infant  Life  Protection  Bill,  2R,  1090 

Infeotioiu  Di«ea8ei  (Prerention)  Bill,  Com* 
mittee,  1800 

Pnblio  Health  Acte  AmendmeDt  Bill,  2R. 
67 

Power,  Mr,  P.  J.,  Water/ord,  E 

Ireland — Dungarvan  Water  Supply,  247 

Pretentatioii  to  Benefices  Bill 

L  Read. 2*  and  committed   to   Standing  Com- 
mittee for  General  BiIIb  Mar  11,  487 

Price,  Cuptaiii  G.  E.,  Devcmpori 
Navy — Greenwich  Penafons,  341 
Navy  Eetimatea 

Bdncation  Services,  1068 

Naval  and  Marine  PenanoBSi  4c.j  1080 

Prime    Mijoster    {see    Sixisbitrt,  Mar* 
quess  of) 

Prisons  England  and    Wales    (see  title 
La/to  and  Justice  and  Police) 

Prisons   (Ireland)  (see   title  Ireland — 
Pristms) 

Probate  Duties  (Scotland  and  Ireland) 

Act  (1886)  Amendment  Bill 
c,  Ordei^d  j  Read  V  *  Mar  14,  960 

Provand,    Mr,    A.   D.,  Glmgow^  Black- 
friars,  <tc, 
Parliamentftry  Bleotiont  (Scotland)  Bill.  liR. 
1899,  1900 


Public  Health  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Read  2"*  and  committed  Mar  6,  57 

Select  Committee  ordered    and  nominated 

Mar  m,  1166 
inttructioD   to  Committee  oi*dered  M'ar  20, 
1556 

Public  Libraries  Acts 

Addreaa  for  P«etnm  Mar  24, 1605 

Public  Trustee  Bill 

L  Reported  from  Standing  Committee  for 
relatinier  to  Law,  Ac,  with  Amendment^ 
Bill  lie- Committed  to  a  Committee  i 
wbolo  House  Mar  11,  488 
Committee;  Bill  reported  and  Re>Committi 
to  Standing  Committee  for  Bills  relating 
to  Law,  &c..  Mar  17,  97B 
Reported     and   Re -Committed   to    a  Com- 
mittee  of  the  whole  House  Mar  25,  1801 


PuLESTON,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devonporf 
Greenwich  Hoepital  Ponds,  Res.  1027 


Purcbase  of  Land  and  Congested  Dis- 

tricts  (Ireland)  Bill 
c.  Ordered  •,  Bead  1**  Mar  24, 1696 


I 


4 


Purchase  of  Land  and  Cofigested 

tricts  (Irelnml)  Bill 
QneatioD,  Mr.  J.  Eilia;  Anaww,  The  Chief 

Secretary  Mar  25.  1807 
Statement  by  Mr.  Sexton  Mar  26,  1S74 

QuiLTKB,  Mr,  W.  C,  Suffolk,  Sudburif 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B«  17661 

Raises,   Right  Hon.  H.  C.  (Postmastef 
General),  Cambridge  Umversil^ 
Post  Office 

tnau  ranees,  1685 
Ireland 

Belcarra  Money  Order  Office,  Ita^ 
Belfast  Post  Office.  1675 
Cavan  PoatmasterBhip,  87^ 
Letterkenny    Poat    Office    tod 

maaterahip,  700,  87i 
Limerick  Post  Office,  387 
Mail  Service,  167G 
Medical  Certificates,  875 
Ocean  Penny  Postage,  717 

Officiala 

Eynployis^  125 

Postmen,  732, 1818 

Postmen  a'  ChristmaB  Boxes,  1 

Poatmens'  Winter  Clothing,  267 

Wages— Tncreaao,  873 
Post-Cards  and  Halfpenny  Stamps,  1818 

Privately  Printed,  1814 

Stamping,  l^^^ 
Post-Marks,  870 
Postal  Union,  906 
Rates  of  Postage 

India  and  the  Colonies^  496,990 
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RuKES,  Bight  Hon.  H.  O.-r^eont. 
Sootland 

Aberdeen  Telegraph  StafiF,  1819 

Barra  Poetal  ArrangementB,  1682 

Glasgow  Post  Office,  1681 

Scotch- American  Mails,  690 
Surveyors,  346 
Telegraphs 

EmploySs  —  Misoellaneons     QnestionSi 
122,343,714,866,871 
Wales— Cardiff  Telegraph  Clerks,  1256 

Railways  {see  title  Board  of  Trade) 

Railway  (Conversion  of  Stock)  Bills 
c.  Motion  for  Committee  liar  20,  1236 

Railway  (Times  of  Trains) 
Betnm  ordered  Mar  21,  1615 

Rasch,  Major  F.  C,  Essex,  S.E. 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1768 
Army — Yolnnteer  Equipments,  Bes.  760 
London  Sewage,  494,  874 
Navy—"  VietoHar  1130 
Shoebnry  Sewage,  1169 

Redmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Wexford^  N. 

Ireland — Enniscorthy  Lnnatic  Asylam,  691 

Redmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  Fermanagh^  N, 
Intoxicating  Liqaors,  &c.  (Ireland)  Bill,  2K. 

1922 
Ireland 
Assaults  by  Constables — Case  of  Mr.  M. 

O'Brien,  693 
Criminal  Law^  Ac. 
Prosecution  of  a  Newspaper  Editor,  Bes. 
908,921,967 
Post    Office  —  Enniskillen    Postmaster, 
1673 
Leaseholders  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  1218 
Newfoundland  Fisheries,  1678 
Parliamentary  Sessions,  Bes.  907 
Supply 

Irish  Administration,  1311,  1320,  1321, 
1328,  1329,  1330,  1331,  1332,  1334, 
1335,  1386 

Reed,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Bradford,  E, 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Beport,    Bes. 
614 

BegiBtration  of  Firms  Bill 

e.  Ordered;  Bead  1°*  Mar  25,  1824 

Reid,  Mr.  R.  T.,  Dumfries,  <fcc. 

Ireland — Special  Commission   Beport,  Bes. 

286 
Scotland— Bights  of  Way,  Bes.  1169 

Religious  Disabilities  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Mar  11,  506 


Rbndel,  Mr.  Stnart,  Montgomeryshire 
Parliament — Bosiness  of  the  House,  1009 
Wales— Tithes,  Collection  of,  Bes.  911 

Revenue,  Taxation,  and  Population 
Betum  ordered  Mar  11,  615 

RiPON,  Marquess  of 
Army — Volunteer  Equipments,  1625 
Indian  Councils  Bill,  2B.  75 


Ritchie,  Right  Hon.  C.  T.  (President  of 
the  Lo^  Government  Board),  Tourer 
Hamlets,  St.  George^s 
Allotments  Act,  498,  1815 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1723, 

1730, 1742,  1743, 1772,  1778, 1785 
Infectious  Disease  (Prevention)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1799 
Local  Gfovemment  Board 
County  Councils 

County  Boroughs,  710 
Emigration,  1804 
District  Begistrars,  708 
London  Sewage,  494 
Begistrar  for  Flint,  123 
Vestries,  Parish,  503 
London  County  Council  Bill,  2B.  1106, 1107, 
1110,  1111 
Instruction  to  Committee,  Bes.  1116 
London  Street  (Strand  Improyement)  Bill, 
2B.  1126,  1128 
Order  for  Committee,  Bes.  1129 
Market  Bights— Beport,  705 
Metropolitan     Property  —   Be-assessinent, 

707 
Tuberculosis  in  Cattle,  Bes.  1565 

Roberts,  Mr.  J.,  Flint,  d&c. 
Begistrar  for  Flint,  122 

Robertson,  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 

Merchant  Shipping— Loss  of  the  "  Qiiutia** 

1253 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  724 

Robertson,  Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.  (Lord 
Advocate),  Bute 
Educational  Endowment  (Scotland)  (Fergu- 
son Bequest  Fund),  Bes.  1096 
Fisheries    Begulation   (Scotland)   Bill,  2B. 

667 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B. 

1880, 1881, 1882 
Scotland 
Crofters 

Emigrants,  1002 
South  Uist,  988 
Education 
Blind,  Deaf,  and  Dumb,  1002 
Endowments,  707 
Inspector  of  Schools,  989 
Fiars  Prices,  1010 
4  E  2  ^  toAx\. 
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BoBEBTSON,  Bight  Hon.  J.  P.  B. — cont. 
Fieheries 
Fishermen's  DirelUngs,  118 
Forth  Fishermen,  1005, 1250 
Herring  Fishery,  1118 
Herring      Fishery      Act — '*  Lewis     v. 
Benton,"  993 
Law  and  Jastice  and  Police 
Prosecation  nnder  the  Coal   Mines  Be- 

galation  Act,  689 
Sheriff  Sabstibate  of  Skye,  988 
Local  Elections,  1136 
Poor  Bates  and  School  Bates,  1186 
Bights  of  Way,  Bes.  1162 


RUS 
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Robinson,  Mr.  B.,  Dvdley 
Sweating  System  Committee,  1257 

ROLLIT,  Sir  A.  K.,  Islitigton^  S. 

Army — Yolanteer  Equipments,  Bes.  747 
Bankruptcy  Bill,  2B.  1169 

RosEBERT,  Earl  of 

Ireland — Special  Commission  Beport,  Bes. 
1462 

ROUMANIA 
Murder  of   British  Subjects^    QnoBtion,    Mr. 
Broadbnrdt;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  24,  1692 

Round,  Mr.  J.,  Essex^  N.E.,  Hartvich 
Land  Tax,  338 

Tottenham  and  Forest  Gate  Junction  Bail- 
way  Bill,  2B.  490 

Rowlands,  Mr.  J.,  Finsbury,  E, 
Customs  Department,  709 
Post  Office— Medical  Certificates,  876 
Supply — London  Parochial  Charities,   1284 

Rowlands,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Cardiganshire 
Chief  Constable  of  Cardiganshire,  251 

ElowNTREE,  Mr.  J.,  Scarborough 
Infant  Life  Protection  Bill,  2B.  1090 
Ireland— Special  Commission,  Cost  of,  1692 

Royal  Parks  and  Palaces 

Hampton  Court  Gardens — Peer,  Qaestion, 
Dr.  Tanner;  Answer,  The  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  Mar  21,  1612 


ROTDEN,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Liverpool^  W.  Toxteth 
Me'-ohant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 
2R.  60 

Russell,  Sir  C,  Hackney,  S, 

Ireland — Special  Commission  Beport,   Bes. 
141,  153,  154,  167,  170,173,  187,  191 


Russell,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone,  S* 
Intoxi -ating  Liqnors,  &c.  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B. 

1900,  1903,  1906,  1907,  1913.  1924 
Leaseholders  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  1221 
Parchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  IB.  1711 
Tennre  of  Land  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  664 

Russia 

Political  Prisoners  tn  Siberia,  Question,  Mr. 
S.  Smith  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Mar  13,  72 


Salaried  Shop  Assistants  Weekly  Half. 
Holiday  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1«  *  Mar  25,  1824 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of  (Prime  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for    Foreign 
Affairs) 
Berlin  Labour  Conference,  1665 
County   Councils    Associations    (Expenses) 

Bill,  2B.10(,  106 
Egypt — Suakin,  Starvation  in,  977 
Indian  Councils  Bill,  2R.  98 
Ireland 

Special  Commission   Beport,    Res.    1357, 
1369,  1376,  1377,  1379, 1380, 1382, 1388, 
1394,  1396, 1452 
Larceny  Act  Amendment,  &c.,  Bill,  3R.  835, 

838 
Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  1617  ;  Res.  241 
Standing  Committee,  Res.  106 
Standing  Order,  Res.  686 
Syria,  Christian  Missions  in  242 
Transport  of  Civilian  Sick  and  Injured,  1234 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

Army — Volunteer  Equipments,  Res.  752 

Samuelson,    Sir   B.,    Oxfordshire,    Ban- 
bury 
Supply— London  Parochial  Charities,  1281 

Samuelson,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean 
County  Council  and  Emigration,  1804 

Sandhurst,  Lord 

Army — Volunteer  Equipments,  1636 
Metropolitan  Hospital  Inquiry,  1234, 1235 

Saunderson,  Colonel  E.  J.,  Armagh,  N, 
Array — Volunteer  Equipments,  Res.  761 
Ireland — Special    Commission  Report,  Res. 
210,  211,  218,  224 

Scotland,    Secretary    for   {see   Lothian, 
Marquess  of) 

Solicitor  General  for  {see  Darling, 
Mr.  M.  T.  Stormonth) 

Lord     Advocate     {see    Robertson, 
Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 
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Scotland 

Common  Lands^  Qaestion,  Mr.  M.  Cameron  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Mar  24,  1691 

Crofter  Emigrants 
Question,   Dr.    M'Donald;    Answer,   The 

Lord  Adyocate  Mar  17,  1001 
Uistf  Souths  Question,  Mr.  Fraser-Mackin- 
tosh ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar 
17,  988 
Crown  Bight Sf   Question,    Mr.    Keay ;   An- 
swer,  The    Secretary    to  the    Treasury 
Ifar26,18l7 

Education 

Blindf  Deaft  and  Duw6,  Education  of^ 
Question,  Mr.  J.  Campbell;  Answer, 
The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  17,  1004; 
Question,  Mr.  Woodall ;  Answer,  The 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  Mar  18, 
1130 

Education,  Motion  for  Betum  Mar  7,  233 

Educational  Endoxioments  {Ferguson  Be- 
quest Fwni),  Motion  Mar  17,  1092 

Endowments,  Question,  Mr.' H.  Elliot; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  13, 
707 

Fee-paying  Schools,  Motion  and  Division 
Mar  13,  8X6 

Inspection  of  Schools,  Question,  Mr.  Mun- 
della ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar 
17,  989 

Lenzie  Board  School,  Question,  Mr.  Cald- 
well ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland  Mar  11,  500 

School  Fees,  Question,  Mr.  Caldwell; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  (General  for  Scot- 
land Max  11,  502 

School  Bates,  Question,  Mr.  D.  Crawford ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  18, 
1136 

Fiars  Prices,  Question,  Mr.  M.  Stewart; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  17,  1010 

Fisheries 

Forth  Fishermen,  Questions,  Mr.  M.  Fergu- 
son ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar 
17,1004;  Afar  20,  1249 

Herring  Fishery,  Question,  Mr.  Keay; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  6, 118 

Herring  Fishery  Act — "Lewis  v,  Benton,** 
Question,  Mr.  Anstruther;  Answer, 
The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  17,  993 

Tenure  of  Fishermen* s  Dwellings,  Question, 
Mr.  Esslemont;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  Mar  6,  117 

Glasgow — Weighbridges  for  Cattle,  Question* 
Mr.  Mahony;  Answer,  A  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Mar  21, 1509 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Herring  Fishery  Act — "  Lewis  v.  Benton,** 

Question,  Mr.  Anstruther ;  Answer,  The 

Lord  Advocate  Mar  17,  993 
Prosecution  under  the  Coal  Mines  Begula- 

tion  Act,  Question,   Mr.   D.  Crawford ; 

Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate   Mar  13, 

688 

Icont. 


Scotland— iaw  and  Justice  atJcJ  Police — cont. 
Sheriff  Substitute  of  Skye,   Question,   Mr- 
J*raser- Mackintosh ;  Answer,  The  Lor 
Advocate  Mar  17,  987 

Local  Elections,  Question,  Mr.  D.  Crawford ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  18, 
1136 

Loch  Long  and  Loch  Ooil,  Pollution  of,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  11,  500 

Parochial  Boards,  Question,  Mr.  Hozier;  An- 
swer, A  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  21, 
1510 

Poor  Bates,  Question,  Mr.  D.  Crawford; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  18, 113 

Post  Office 

Aberdeen  Telegraph    Staff,  Question,   Mr. 

Hunter;    Answer,     The      Postmaster 

General  Mar  25, 1819 
Barra  Postal  Arrangements,  Question,  Mr. 

Keay ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 

Mar  24,  1682 
Glasgow  Post  Office,  Question,  Mr.  Philipps ; 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Mar 

24,  1681 
Scotch-Americom    Mails,     Questions,  Mr. 

Leng,  Mr.  Sutherland;  Answers,    The 

Postmaster  General  Mar  13, 689 

Bights  of  Way,  Question,   Mr.    Buchanan; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Mar  20,  1259;  Motion  Mar  18,  1148 

Seale-Hatne,  Mr.  C,   Devon,  Ashhwrton 
Allotments  Act,  498 

Selbobne,  Earl  of 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,  Bea. 
1387, 1402,  1404,  1406,  1407,  1410,  1419 

Sblwin-Ibbbtson,  Right  Hon.  Sir  H.  J. ; 
Essex,  Epping 
Police  Superannuation  1680 

Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  Beljast,  W. 
Army  (Annual)  BiU,  2B.  1353, 1613,  1614 
Cattle— Tuberculosis,  1677 
Consolidated  Fund  Bill,  Committee,  1821 
Infectious  Diseases  (Prevention)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1354,  1800 
Ireland 
Belfast  Linen  Lappers^i  Friendly  Society, 

1674 
Belfast  Municipal  Buildings,  134 
Dublin  Hospitals,  134 
Landlord  and  Tenant — Clongorey  Arrests, 

1694,  1808 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Magistracy — Mr.     Saunders,     Charges 

against,  1508 
Prison  Exercise,  1240 
Post  Office— Belfast,  1675 
Special  Commission 
Report,  Res.  39,  46,  189,  190,  196,  218, 

362, 371,  427,  428, 429, 444,  598 
Tim^s*     Witnesses — Daly,    John,    698, 
1246,  1516;  Res.  1580,  1591 

\_cont. 
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Sexton,  Mr.  T. — conL 
Parliament 

Bnsines  \  of  the  House,  Res.  351,  667 

Easter  Beoess,  1260 
Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bating  Bill,  2B.  1798 
Pablic  Health  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  57 
Porohase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  1874 ;  IB.  1723 
Snpplj — Report — Irish.Admini8tration,  1604 

Ships  {Tyne  and  Cardiff) 
Betnm  ordered  Mar  12,  347 

Shopkeepers  (Half-Holiday  Bill) 

Qaestions,  Sir  J.  Lnbbock,  Mr.  J.  Kelly ; 
Answers,  The  Home  Secretary  Mar  21, 
1512 

SiDBBOTTOM,    Mr.  W.,    Derbyshire,  High 
Peak 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  Bes.  1569 

SiDMOUTH,  Viscount 

India — Bombay  Dock  Accommodation,  978, 
975 

Sinclair,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Falkirk,  <fcc. 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  (Fergu- 
son Bequest  Fund),  Bes.  1098 
Leaseholders  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  1224 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Lanark,  Fartick 
Scotland — Fee-paying  Schools,  Res.  826 

Smith,  Mr.  S.,  Flintshire 
•  African  Association  of  Liverpool,  253 
China — Hong  Kong,  1510 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  Reg.  1571 
Liverpool  Public  Houses,  862 
Russia — Political  Prisoners,  721 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  Lord 
of    the    Treasury),    Strand,    West- 
minster 
Africa— Swaziland,  1137,  1258 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  1518  ;  2R. 

1796 
Army 

Administration,  723 
Armaments,  Reduction  of,  1691 
Volunteer  Equipments,  Res.  753,  764 
Army  Estimates — Ordnance  Factories,  815 
Berlin  Labour  Confer jnce,  505,  1146,.  1258 
Goal  Mines,  Disasters  in,  1145 
Colonisation  Committee,  1010 
Education — Endowed  Schools,  1009 
Eg^pt — Soakin,  Distreps  in,  1689 
Employers'  LiabiUty  Bill,  1145,  1691 
Infant  Life  Protection  BiU,  2R.  1081 
International  Monetary  Conference,  497 
Ireland 
Administration,  Res.  910 
Special  Commission 
Daly,  John,  699, 1247 
lieport,  Cost  of,  1823 ;  Res.  587 

Icont. 


Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.— cone. 
Local    Government  —  County    Coanoila — 

Female  Members,  127 
Lunacy  Consolidation  Bill,  2R.  1852 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  BUI,  127 
Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  128,  260,  724, 062, 
1009,  1149,  1695 ;  Res.  350,  351,  358, 
357,  360 

Length  of  Speeches,  722 

Members — Absent  Members — Mr.  Kynooh, 
1011 

Parliamentary  Sessions,  1144  ;  Res.  896 

Sittings  and  Adjoomments  of  the  Hoom 
Counts-out,  874 
Easter  Reoess,  1260,  1518 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Distriots 

(Ireland)  Bill,  IR.  1728 
Religious  Disabilities  Bill,  506 
Russia— Political  Prisoners  in  Siberia,  721 
Scotland 

Common  Land,  1691 

Rights  of  Way,  1259 
South  Indian  Railway   Purchase  Bill,  2R. 

1796,1797 
Statutes,  Revision  of.  Committee,  606 
Supply— -Crofters'  Commission,  1847 
Sweating  System  Committee,  1268 
Tithes  Bill,  1517, 1820 
Ways  and  Means,  1350 

SiiiokeNiii8aiLceAl)ateinent(Metropoli8) 
BiU 

L  Presented ;  Read  1*  Mar  20,  1229 
SoLiciTOB  Gbni:bal  (see  Glibkb,  Sir  E.) 

Solicitor    General   for   ScoTLiin)   (see 
Darling,  Mr.  M.  T.  Stormonth) 

Solicitors  and  Apprentices   (Ireland) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered  ; -Read  1»  *  Mar  11  615 

Solicitors  (Magistracy)  Bill 

c.  Read  2'»  Mar  5,  58 

South  Indian  EaUtoay  Purchase 
Committee  Mar  14,  882 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  17,  1091 
Resolutions  reported,  and  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  Mar  19,  1226 

South  Indian  Railway  Purchase  Bill 

c.  Read  1"  *  Mar  19,  1228 

Order  for  2R  ;    Debate    adjourned  Mar  21, 

1605 
Read  2°  Mar^24i,  1795 

Spain 

Madrid — Industrial    Conference     (sec     title 
Labour^  Trade,  and  Oomm^rce) 
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Spbakes,  'The  (Right  Hon.  Abthus 
Wbllbslbt  Peel),  Warunek  amd 
Leamington 

Committeea 

An  Instraction  to  Committee  oannot  be 
moved  withoat  notice  Mar  18, 1124 

MI8Cf:LLANE0U8 

Mar  5,  33,  44, 46 ;  Mar  6,  218 ;  Mar  10,  434; 
Mar  11,  493,  511,  536,  582,  598;  Mar  14, 
851,  881 ;  Mar  18,  1103  ;  Mar  19,  1224 ; 
Mar  21,  1509;  Mar  24,  1690;  Mar  25, 
1803, 1824;  Mar  26, 1910,  1913, 1915 

JPRIVILEQE 

There  is  no  order  against  a  Lady  Reporter 
being  admitted  to  the  Reporters'  Gallery, 
but  the  sanction  of  the  House  would  be 
required  Mar  18, 1147 

QUESTIONS 

Qaestions  on  the  Paper  reflecting  on  imdivi- 
duals  and  awsriming  facts  which  are  not 
admitted  are  altered  by  the  Speaker; 
Members  are  informed  of  these  alterations 
Mar  14,  856 

RULES  AND  ORDER  OF  DEBATE 

When    a    statement    is  made   affecting  a 

Member,  an  explanatory  intermption  is 

allowable  Mar  5,  41 ;  Mar  12,  651,  652 
The  original  Motion  and  Amendments  on  it 

should    be    read    together  on    resuming 

Adjourned  Debate  Mar  10,  362 
If  a  Debate  is  concluded  within  the  limits 

of  the  ordinary  time,  the  rest  of  the  Paper 

can  be  proceeded  with  Mar  10,  861 
A  Notice  of  Motion  should  be  g^ven  to  re- 
vire  a  dropped  Order 

The  only  precedent  is  when  Supply  has 
been  counted-out  on  Friday  it  has  been 
set  up  by  a  notice  on  Monday 

There  is  no  distinction  between  Supply 
as  an  Order  of  the  Day  and  any  other 
Government  Business,  which  has  been, 
up  to  the  count-out,  an  Order  of  the 
Day.  If  proper  notice  has  been  given 
it  is  competent  for  the  House  to  go  on 
under  that  notice  whidi  was  interrupted 
by  the  count-out,  provided  that  it  is 
convenient  to  the  House  that  it  should 
be  pursued  on  the  next  day 

Such  notices  should  be  g^ven  during  the 
sitting  of  the  House.  There  must  be  a 
limit  of  time  within  which  notices  are 
handed  in ;  but  there  is  no  absolute 
limit  within  a  few  seconds  or  even  a  few 
minutes 

Though  Supply  is  governed  by  a  Standing 
Order,  and  may  bocupy  any  place  on 
Monday's  Paper,  it  does  not  follow  that 
Supply  will  be  tskken  on  Monday 

It  is  not  within  the  power  of  every 
Member  who  has  his  Motion  or  his  Bill 
counted -out  to  move  at  4  o'clock  on  the 
next  day  that  his  Motion  or  Bill  be  taken 
that  day.  Motions  at  half-past  4 
o'clock  relating  to  the  Business  of  the 
House  are  reserved  for  Members  of  the 
Gownmieiit 

[conL 


Spiakxb,  The — eont. 

There  is  a  difference  between  a  private 
Member's  position  and  that  of  the 
Government  in  relation  to  the  arrange- 
ment of  Businesa^ 
The  Adjourned  Debate  can  only  come  on 
as  the  First  Order  of  the  Day  after  the 
Motion  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate' 
has  been  taken  Mar  10,  348,  3i9,  350 
351,  352,  353,  354,  356 

The  remarks  of  the  Mover  of  an  Amend- 
ment must  be  relative  to  the  Amendment 
Mar  13,  755 

Motions  standiag  in  the  names  of  Members 
on  the  Estimates  are  carried  on  to  a 
future  day.  They  are  taken  off  if 
desired. — ^The  Motion  must  be  moved 
while  the  Speaker  is  in  the  Chair,  as  the 
right  of  private  Members  is  exhausted  on 
first  going  into  Gommittee  of  Supply. 
On  Fridays  it  is  competent  for  Members 
to  move  Motions  on  the  Question  that  the 
Speaker  leave  the  Ohair  Mar  14^  881 

A  Member  exhausts  his  right  of  speaking  on 
the  Main  Question  by  seconding  a  Motion 
for  Adjournment  Mar  17, 1087 

Objection  to  taking  a  Bill  after  12  o'clock 
does  not  apply  when  the  Bill  is  brought  in 
in  pursuance  of  the  provisions  of  a 
statute  Jfar  20, 1353 

Whether  a  Bill  can  be  read  a  second  time 
before  being  printed  and  circulated  is  for 
the  House  to  decide  Mar  20,  1353 

Wednesday  Sittings — The  rule  that  the 
House  cannot  be  counted-out  until  4 
o'clock  can  be  altered  by  Res.  Either  that 
the  Speaker  does  not  come  into  the  House 
until  there  is  a  sufficient  quorum,  or  when 
a  quorum  is  not  formed  by  half -past  12 
o'clock  he  might  leave  the  Chair  for  a 
quarter  of  an  hour  that  a  House  might  be 
made  Mar  20, 1260      • 

One  Order  of  the  Day  can  be  separated  from 
another,  in  the  case  of  a  Money  Bill,  to 
give  it  precedence  over  Notices  of 
Motions  on  private  Members'  nights. 
The  practice  is  extended  to  all  Bills  which 
are  urgent.  The  judgment  of  the  House 
is  conclusive  as  to  urgency  Mar  25, 1822 

Spencer,  Earl 

Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,  Res. 
1441,  1448 

Stanhope,  Bight  Hon.  B.  (Secretary  of 
State  for  War),  Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
catUe 
Army 
Oontracts,  Directors  of,  503 
Imperial  Defence  Act,  719 
India — Typhoid     Fever    Amongst     the 

Troops,  495 
Ireland 
Manufacture  of  Gunpowder,  1808 
Militia  Officers,  Instruction  of,  1244 
Medical    Department,     Expenditore   on, 

124 
Officers—Lord  Arthur  Somerset,  1806 
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Stanhope,  Bight  Hod.  E.^conL 
Ordnance  Depcurtment 

Qnns,  Accident  to,  136 

Time  Fnses,  606 
Pensions,  866 
Tel-el-Kebir  — AUeged     Treachery,    249, 

334,  712 

Volunteers 

Bloomsbnry  Eifles,  1680 

Capitation  Grant,  1689 

Equipments,  Ees.  746,  752,  759 

Metropolitan  Begiments,  1257 

Bifle  Banges,  116,  1820 

Travelling  Expenses,  1693 
Army  (Annual)  Bill,  2B.  1853,  1354,  1613 ; 

Committee,  1798 
Army  Estimates 
Land  Forces,  764,  772,  780,  789,  792,  797, 

799,  806,  807,  808,  809,  814 
Ordnance  Factories,  814 
Navy  Estimates 
Armaments,  1034 
Men  and  Boys,  1046 

Stanley  of  Aldbrley,  Lord 
Indian  Councils  Bill,  2R.  101,  676 

Stansfbld,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Halifax 

Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1783, 
1784, 1785,  1788 

Statute  Law  Reyision  Bill 

L  Considered  in  Committee  and  Beported  Mar 
6,103 
Bead  3*  and  passed  Mar  10,  325 
c.  Beadl«*lfarll,  609 
Bead  2f*  and  committed  to  Select  Committee 

Mar  17,  1012 
Committee  nominated  Mar  18,  1165 

Statutes^  Revision  of,  Committee 

Questions,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Mar  11,  505 

Stevenson,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk,  Eye 
Armenia,  Atrocities  in,  716 
Education — Henley  School  Board,  1693 
Local  Boards,  Treasurers  to,  257 

Stewart,  Mr.  H.,  Lincolnshire,  Spalding 
Ireland 

Light  Bailways,  991 
West  Kerry,  992 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Bes.  347, 
364 

Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kvrhmdhright 

Army— Bifle  Banges,  1819 

Dog  Licence  Duty,  713 

Educational  Endowments  (Sootland)  (Fergu- 
son Bequest  Fund),  Bes.  1100 

India — Licensed  Houses  in  British  India, 
713 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Sootland)  Bill,  2B. 


[cont. 


Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J. — cont. 
Scotland 

Fiars  Prices,  1010 

Bights  of  Way,  Bes.  1157 
Tuberculosis  in  Cattle,  Bes.  1569 

SlRATHEDEN   AND   CAMPBELL,   Lord 

Smoke    Nuisance    Abatement  (Metropolis) 
Bill,lB.  122  9 

Strikes  (see   Labour,  Trade  and   Com- 
merce) 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditch,  Hoxton 
London  County  Council  Bill,  1803 

SUDELEY,  Lord 

Trust  Companies  Bill,  Be-oommitted,  970 

SuLMVAN,  Mr.  D.,  Westmeath,  S, 
Infant  Life  Protection  BUI,  2B.  1090 
Ireland 

Education— National  Teachers,  1806 
Westmeath,  Extra  Police  in,  332 

Sullivan,   Mr.  T.    D.,   Dublin^    College 
Green 
Ireland — Administration,  Bes.  968 

Summers,  Mr.  W.,  Huddersfield 
Education 

Code,  1514 

Leyton — School  Accommodation,  125 
Parliament — Members — Mr.  B.  Gkirdner 

1819 

SUPPLY 

Civil  Services  and  Bevenub  Depastments 
Civil  Service  Excesses — Considered  in  Com- 
mittee Mar  20,    1261  ;    Beport  Mar  21, 
1594 

Civil  Service  and  Bevenue  Departments 

Vote  on  Account 
Considered   in  Committee  Mar  20;    Beport 
Mar  21, 1594 

Sutherland,  Mr.  T.,  Greenock 
Scotch-American  Mails,  690 
Thames  Watermen  and  Lightermen  Bill,  2B. 
1112 

Stoeating  System  (see  Labour,  Trade  and 
Commerce) 

Swinburne,  Sir  J.,  Staffordshire^  Lichn 
field 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1794 
Ireland — Speeial  Commission — Daly,  John, 

Bes.  1691 
Navy— "OoiJiope,'*  1011 
Supply — ^Beport — Irish  Administration,  160 


TAN  TEY  {SESSION     1890} 

342. 


THA 


TRE 


Tanner,  Dr.  C.  K.,  Cork  Co,,  Mid 
Admiralty — Second  Division  Clerks,  1237 
Armj  (Annaal)  Bill,  2B.  1353, 1613 
Army  Estimates 
Land  Forces,  814 
Ordnance  Factories,  814,  815 
Berlin  Labour  Conference,  1146 
Crete,  1255 

Hampton  Court  Gardens,  Deer  in,  1512 
Infectious  Diseases  (Preyention)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1354,  1799 
Ireland 

Administration,  Bes.  947 
Army — Gunpowder  Manufacture,  1808 
Evictions — Permoy,  1606 
Labourers  Act,  Loans  under,  1504 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Connor,  Cornelius,  Case  of,  1132 
Emergency  Man,  Ohargres  against,  701 
Gardiner,  Mr.  E.  M.,  882,  1246 
Police — Mitohelstown — Tearing  Down 

Posters,  336 
Prisons 

Clonmel  Gaol,  1246 
Death  of  John  Conolly,  1671 
Rye,  Captain  R.  T.,  700,  1809 
Statute  of  Edward  III.,  1133 
Poor  Law — Out-door  Relief,  1505 
Special   Commission — Daly,    John,    Res. 
1589 
Lunacy  Consolidation  Bill,  2R.  1353 
Merchant  Shipping — Medical  Provisions  on 

Steamers,  Res.  1575.1593, 1594 
Navy  Estimates  —Medical  Department, ^,1225 
Newfoundland 
Fisheries,  1678 
Lobster  Factories,  344 

Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  1594 

Parliamentary  Sessions,  Res.  906 
Public    Health    Acts   Amendment  Bill,  2R. 

57 
Solicitors  (Magistracy)  Bill,  2R.  58 
South  Indian  Railway  Purchase  Bill,  2R. 

1797 

S  apply — Irish  Administration,  1300,  1304, 
1325,  1327,  1344,  1350;  Report,  1598 

Tramways  (Ireland)  Act,  330 

Trees  (Ireland)  Bill,  Committee,  60,  1614, 
1615 

Ways  and  Means,  1350, 1351 

Teachers'  Organisation  and  Begistra- 
tion  Bill 

c  Ordered  ;  Read  l"  *  Mar  10,  460 

Temple,  Sir  R.,  Worcester,   Evesham 
Infant  Life  Protection  Bill,  2R.  1089 

Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2R.  Mar  12,  617 

Teynham,  Lord 

Parliament — Standing  Orders,  Res.  679 
Syria,  Christian  Missions  in,  242, 243 


Thames   Watermen    and    Lightermen 
Bill 

c.  Read  2^  and  committed  to  Select  Committee 
Ifar  6,  107 

Thames  Watermen  and  Lightermen  Bill 
Question,   Mr.    S.    Buxton;    Answer,     The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  25 
1818 

Theobald,  Mr.  J.,  Essex,  Romford 

Tottenham  and  Forest  Gate  Junction  Rail- 
way Bill,  2R.  488 

Thomas,  Mr.  A.,  Glamorgan,  E. 
Post  Office  Insurance,  1684 

Thorburn,  Mr.  W.,  Peebles  and  Selkirk 
Newfoundland  Fisheries,  1252 

Thring,  Lord 

Parliament— Sweating   System  Committee, 

Exemption  from,  1668 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bill,  3R.  326 
Trust  Companies  Bill,  Re-committed,  969 

Titlies  BUI 
Questions,  Mr.  C.  West,  Mr.  J.  Morley  ;  An- 
s-ivers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Ifar 
21,  1517  ;  Questions,  Mr.  H.  KnatchbuU- 
Hugessen,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  25, 
1820 

T0MLIN8ON,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 
Army — Volunteer  Equipments,  Res.  748 
Infant  Life  Protection  Bill,  2R.  1084 

Tottenham  and  Forest  &ate  Junction 
Bailway  Bill 

c.  Read  2"*  and  committed  Mar  11,  488 

Town  and  County  Councils  (Abolition 
of  Aldermen)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  *  Mar  18,  1148 

Trade     and    Commerce     (see     Labour, 
Trade,  and  Commerce) 

Treasury — First  Lord  {see  Smith,  Right 
•  Hon.  W.  H.) 

Treasury — Financial    Secretary   to    (see 
Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.) 

Treasury — Patronage   Secretary   to  (see 
Akers-Douglas,  Mr.  A.) 

Trees  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  5,  60 ;   Mar 
21,  1614 
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Tseyelt^ln,  Right  Hon.  Sir  O.  0.,  Gloi^ 

gowy  Bridgeton 
Ireland— -Special  Gommisiioii  Report,  Bei. 

614 
Parliamentary  Election!  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R. 

1882, 1892, 1893 
Parliamentary  SeBsions,  Bes.  882,  906 
Scotland— Fee-Paying  Schools,  Res.  822 
Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  660 

Trust  Companies  Bill 

I.  Report  from  the  Standing  Oommittee  for 
Bills  relating  to  Law,  Ao.;  Bill  Re-committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Honee  Mar 
11,  488 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  17, 961 
Report  postponed  Mar  20, 1229 
Amendments  Reported  Mar  24,  1663 

TuTTB,  Mr.  J.,  Westmeath,  N, 

Civil  Service  —  Second  Division  Clerks,  255 

Turkey 

Constantinople  Hospital  DueSf  Qnestion, 
Colonel  Hill ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  18,  1134 

Crete,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar 
20, 1255 

Emigrants  from  the  Caucasus ^  Statement  by 
Mr.  Bryce  Mar  14,  868;  Question,  Mr. 
Bryce ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  17,  1007 

Rev.  J.  Dohie*s  Imprisonment,  Question,  Mr. 
Marjoribanks  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Sec- 
retary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  21,  1513 

Syria,  Christian  Missions  in.  Observations, 
Lord  Teynham,  Earl  of  Fevertham,  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury,  Earl  Qranville,  Earl  of 
Camperdown  Mar  7,  242 

Turkish  and  Egyptian  Loans,  Question,  Mr. 
Montagu ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Mar  11,  505 

(Also  refer  to  title  Armenia) 

Urban   Sanitary  Authorities  (Further 
Powers)  Bill 

c.  Read  2°  *  and  committed  to  Select  Com- 
mitttee  on  the  Public' Health  Acts  Amend- 
ment  Bill  Mar  5,  60 

Vaccination 
Unvaccinated  Pupil   Teachers    at  Leicester, 
Question,  Mr.  Picton  ;  Answer,  The  Vice 
President  of  the   Council   on    Education 
Mar  7,  256 

Verney,  Captain  E.  H.,  Bucks,  N. 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1751 
Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Committee,  1798 
Constitution  Hill,  1686 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1695 
Post  Office 

Insurance,  1684 

Postmen's  Christmas  Boxes,  1252 
Supply 

Holyhead  Breakwater,  1264, 1267 

Report — IriBh  Administration,  1602 

Westminster  Hall,  1293,  1295 
Wales— Tithes  Collection,  Res.  907 


YiNCBMT,     Mr.    C.    R     H.,    ShefflMU 
Central 
Army — Yolnnteer  Equipments,  Bes.  782 
Berlin  Labour  Conference,  720,  675 
Cardiganshire — Chief  Constable,  250 
London  County  Council  Bill,  2R.  Ill 
Madrid  Industrial  Conference,  717, 871 
Police  Superannuation,  1804 
Temporary  Home  for  Discharged  Prisoners, 
1816 

Waddt,  Mr.  S.  D.,  Lincolnshire^  Brigg 
Army — Volunteer  Equipments,  Res.  750 

Wales 

Cardiff 

Alleged  Unseaworthy  Ship — "  Cadoxton** 
Question,  Mr.  A.  Williams;  Answer, 
The  Home  Secretary  Mar  24,  1683 

Tehgraph  Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  P.  Mor- 
gan ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
Mar  20,  1256 

Cardiganshire 
Chief  Constable  of,  Questions,  Mr.  H.  Vin- 
cent, Mr.  B.  Rowlands ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment Mar  7,  249 

Collieries 
Accidents,  Questions,  Mr.  Kenyon,  Mr.  B. 

Evans,  Mr.    Fenwick ;    Answers,    The 

Home  Secretary  Mar  13,  711 
Regulations,  Question,  Observations,  Earl 

of  Dunraven,  Lord  De  Ramsey  Mar  17, 

979 

Llanedi  National   Schools,   Question,  Mr.  L. 

Morgan ;     Answer,    The  Vice   President 

of  the  Council  Mar  17,  999 
Registrar  for  Flint,   Question,  Mr.  Roberts; 

Answer,    The     President    of    the    Local 

Government  Board  Mar  6,  122 
Sunday    Closing   Act,   Question,   Mr.  G.   O. 

Morgan;  Answer,  The   Home   Secretary 

Mar  17,  998 
Tithes,  Collection  of— Employment  of  Troops, 

Res.  907,  911 

Wallace,  Mr.  R.,  Edinburgh,  E, 

Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,  Rea. 
416 

Wantage,  Lord 

Army — Volunteer  Equipments,  1631 

War  Department  {see  Aemy) 

War    Department — Secretary    of    State 
{see  Stanhope,  Right  Hon.  E.) 

War  Department — Under  Secretary  of 
State  {see  Brownlow,  Earl) 

War   Department — Financial    Secretary 
{see  Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.) 


